REVITATLTZATTON AND TRANSFORMATION WITHIN THE FAHTLY
by Sally Schlundf

When I first received word inviting me to give a telk, the title made an impression
on me immediately - - it could have raad, the revitalization and transformation of
the family, but no, instead it read the revitalization and transformation within ths
family. TI'm glaed it did because that happens to agree with the crux of my belisfs,
that any kind of transformation at all must oeeur from within = = not as g rasult of
cutside forcas.

Femily, what is it? Dr. Charles Stinnette at the Graduate Seminary of Philips Tnd-
varsity in Oklahoma defines family in the following way, "It is a world of persons, &
cosmos of meanings end common understanding which provides a cantar for unity and con-
flict, for meeting and withdrawal, for the shaping of idenity and for the birth and
purtura of our essential humanness. The mode in which family is a whole, and yei pro-
vides for diversity is the heartheat of healthy living. Further, the family is a
socldl organism which iz propelled; not alone by physiologicel function, bul most im-
portantly by interpersonel ewents. Here 1s thea foundational eornerstone for adequately
undarstanding the family.

Now, the URAHTIA Bool describes the universs a8 a huge growing arena thet is 52t uwp in
such & way that it werringly activates cur individual growth - resulting mainly from
the Interraction of other beings - through the socialization process. Ve start small
at first (we couldn't handle anything bigger) and gradually work our wey un to largar
and more diverse associations. Thus the smaller manageable unit - the fardly - is ths
primary social medium in our livas through which we prow and extend the lssraing 16
faci 1itates.

On pape 1776 wa read, “Marriage, with its manifold relations, is best designed to draw
forth those precicus impulses and these higher motives which ars indispensiblsz to the
devalopment of a strong character." Growth requires encounters with psople, Evidant-
ly we wouldn't grow much on our own, if at all, so we need the stimulation of contin-
ually bumping up against other people. And characteristically growth doasn't occur
without conflict,-and families due to thair intense degree of intimacy provide the nec-
e3gary rich soil. Contrary to how many of us fesl and thinlk, we're not nars to simply
pet along smocthly, we're hare to grow vigorously and deeply. That's God's chdel ob-
Jective in having us hare and that dossn't occur in environmental ease (as the URANTIA
ool so aptly puts 1t). In fact the URANTIA Book describes the partnership between man
and woman as basically entagonistic - a pairiog of oppositos th complementz]l and nec-
egsary. It's symbolic of nature's way to capitalize on differences -~ to uiilizs and
bepefit from the unlon of diversity. Alsoc found in the URANTIA Book: "Tha enforced
gasociations of family life stabilize personality and stimulate its growth ithrough tha
camaulsion of necessitious adjustment to other and diverss personszlitiss," (5L2)

Furthermore, tha family is tha oldest and most prevslent institution and yet it 15 ths
most grossly undervalued institutlion on this planst. Even so, family is the most infl
uentlal institution in owr lives - shaping us and =5 & consequenca, in turn, shaping
through us the soclety we live in. The family 1s our primary learning institution,
whare we learn about 1ife, about the universe and avout the very nature of Cod, To the
point, on page 94l: "The family iz the fundamantal unit of fraternity in which parents
and children learn those lessons of patlepes, altruism, tolerance, st Dorbasrancs
which ara so essentiasl to the realization of brotherhood among all men.”

Al=ao, on page 213 wo read, "Marriage 15 enduring; it is not inherent in biclogic ev=

olution, but it is the basis of gll social evolution and is therefore certsin ol con-
tinued existence in some form. Marriage has given mankind the home, and thz home 15

the crowing glory of the whola long and arduous evolutionary struggle."
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Tt appears,in the evolution of human relationships, the tribe initially dorinates
the indiwidual, but as the family evolwes,the Individual is then lreed to act out
of individual inltiative within that family structure. The fauily is the idsgl
nucleus from which individuality can responsisly oporate.

It 1s frighteining, nowever, that although family is assantial for the c:-'.rer—a.ll
penefit of individuals and society, statistics show that the Tanily - and with

a preat deal of society?s moral fiber is declining. In today's modern sociat ;-,- -T:e
are witnassing 8 pgeneral tide of fawily disintegration. Why 1s this happaning?
There ara many opinions but usually they only scratch the surface. For the prodl-
ens of the family are nobw exclusiva to the f=mily but rathsr syrptomatic of zn all=
pervasivwa cultural problem.

Now, the single most important influencz on our contemporary culture - on our lives -
has baan the industrial revolution with all of its consequent effects uoon avery
gspach of 1ife, Trom seience and technolopy through sconomics, education, politics
ard religion. We have tima to focua on only a few key factors. It has basn through
the adwnces of sciones and technolopgy that the basle function of the Tamily h=s

baan alterad in it!'s very natura, and so its stability shottared. HNob only hes tech-
nologr provided us with the lnventions making it possible Lo travel farther and
therafore extending our sense of personal territory, but it has also given us lass
reason to stay and work ifogsther.

Families had always been cohesive becanse they were functional and necessery fo- 50c=
iety, controlled in turn by Soeigl norms and mores, Buob the functiona that held
Tamilies topother and pave them meani ng are ‘no longer partenient in todey's culturs -

selenca and technology have largely taken care of that, cutting families fres from
their original or traditional working raspnnsi’nlitieﬁ. HWe.are not in the sSams 33T=-
biotic relaticnship with scciety we once were.

r':

AL] thiz pewiound freedom iz ol little comiort bacsuze welre Losing our sehse of 5ip-
nificance, and insisad of society depending upon familias ammore we find f=m

and its members hopelessly dependent upon society's larger less personal
As tha fomily has bacoms lass and less nacesssry for the physicizl well-he
society it is left wlth a feeling of worthlassness, Probably tha most disg
affect fhe industrial revoluticn nas had on family is this diminishing sepnsa of s!_g—
nificanca, Next to love - a fealing of significance is the greatest human nsed - if

we dontt have that we have 1ittle reason for exdlating,

LoEm el

Howewar, the industrial revolution itself is not the culprit. Rather w2 are victums of
curselves, in how we handle the new advances. rfor lnstance, the one invention that has
probably most radically changed the facs of the family day to day life siyls is the
televigion sat, It has been blamed vehamently for interferring or replecing iptimataly
shared family aciivities. Howard Steing - Clinical Professor of Mediesl Fsychiatric
Anthropology at the University of Oklahoma considers the use of the TV & symbolic
expression of Amerdcan culturse. He maintains that TV 15 ag much a person in the housec-
hold eas any real person = a parson that captures our attention so teotally thet it ob-
literates reallty going on around us. This is no accident, for ha as ispris thet wa
actually engage TV to replace close personal contact, to escaps from the cormitiments
apd sorrows existing with regl associaptions, TV is the optimum apd ideal friend,
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filling the vold, giving us a sense of living and persenzl contact, willipgly giving
all and asking nothing in return. He maintains that in the sense that T actuzlly
iselates us from real conbact - separating us from real socialization - it1s an add-
lction every bit as harmful as alcoholism or drug abuse. Since TV has becoms a ewlt-
urzl norm it offers one the luxury of having $he wltimats senctioned distrgction.
These norms make self-indulgence - rights without responsiblity - convisnent and
justifiable. Sadly, the irony of it &ll is that TV both fills the amptiness and
serves to perpatuate 1% - it is symptomatic of the very isolation we use it to over-
coma, and S0 symbolic of a vast range of depersonalizing influences. NTV, though,
(he poes on %o say) doesn't create or destroy relationships -it is not the villian, -
it is a matter instead of how the television is uwsed in the relationships." Instead
of disrupting family dntimacy, for instance, it can be used as a means of family
sharing - used as an exteansion or a means of socializing., He notes: "Long bafore TV
existed, thare was plenty of gemerational sepmentation, role specialization, frzpmen-
tation and compartmentalizstion in the American family. TV simply was placed in ths
service of these fendencies, further disrupting intsrpersonzl tiss that were alraady
fractured.”

Looking more deoply, the problem has 1ittle to do with actnal by=products of the in-
dustrisl revolution but rather it's associated values. In an essay written oy .
Peter Kountz and Rewv, Douglas Paterson, entitled Marriace, 0: pd [ sipteerati
of the Amaricsn Dresm, the point is made: "The work/carear component is the greatest
dangsr to the American way of life - not libaration or tha failure of the chureh %o
provide adequats moral guldance, With technolopgy cams a new set of values; speed and
efficiency came to be valued as work was moved from home to the office znd factory in
order to bring workers and materials together in the most effieient way . . ,Becausa
of its sstonishing growth and developmsnt through tschnology, contamporary American
society has come to value propress and upward mobility as wall as efficiency, pro-
ductivity, and technical expertise, . .Americens have in this way bacoms almost ex-
clusively committed to the valucs of the technolegicazl, work-orilented American Dream...
(And) it is preeisely the tmerican Dream that continues to confuse =nd frustrate 20th
century Americen culture and its primary institutions. It is a lure envicing us into
the belief that its attainment will bring joy and pleasure, Like tha fish that takes
the bait, our frenszied pursuit of the lure turns into bitier dizappointimant, mistrust
and frustration." And they make clear the affect this pursuit has on the stability of
the family: "The value of family staying and playing topether has beap shatiarad by
the dozens of individual interests that scatter the family members to the four corners
of their communlty."

Now then, functional reasons, sconomic and soeial, in the past provided the nacesSSary
cement that held families tegether, giving them meaning and justifyding their exdstence,

v today those same ressons are no longer relevant and conscquently family is suffarine
an idenity crisis. It's at z point where it can go eithar way = Whara it must elther
disintegrate from less of mesning or find deeper reasons for existing. %e ara entering
a new age - one that requires a new desipn sultable for an enabling culture - scmathing
as functional as yesterdays family was %o an earlier ora,

But we presently lack a viable value system - what wvalue systems we do have are aither
hopalessly cutmodod, irrelevant or corrupi. Uz are presently gxperiencing moral an-—
archy - where anything goes. The fast pace of a radically changing world has glven us



&’

Little time to adjust and re—define our purpose. Consaguently we're at & point in
history where we've pained moral freedom and don't know what to do with it - wetlya
been soclally regulated for so long that we don't know what to do on our oWl reS-
ponsibly. Many of the standerd moral codas have hroken down. Margaret Mead ip

g and Commi L explains that we are suffering a erisiz of faith - w2 hava
loat faith in religion, political idealogy and in seisnce and are tharsfors deprived
of every kind of security. She maintains that this is a world-wide problem besause
of what shz calls the electronic network - that eombined with airtravel connaects
everyone together finally - leaving ne one in cultursl isolation, Everyona is now
exposed to other belisfs, othar norms and mores, We are no longsr limitsd by our
small cultural scope, Our old standards and values are underminsd by the awareness
of other standards and wvelues - we donft Just baliawva blindly anymora,

The key to a reconstruciion of our failing culture and society with its many inst-
1tutions, - belongs to those with a frash prespective. Although society has largaly
controlled the individual it is none-thao-less an inveniien of the individual - an
extension of self-maintainanca and self-parpetuation. Scciety is a tool devisaed by
the individual to assure survival - the two vorking in cormon liason each sarving
the other for the wltimate benefit of the whole. Institutions,were devised for so-
gcific Tunctions. Befors the dawrdng of tha industrial revolution the Lamily was
the primery institution - all othar institutions teing secordary. In today's ara,
however, other institutionz have bacome primary, a result percipitated by the in-
dustrial revolution which larzaly oblitered and replaced much of the Familytls fun-
ction, This deplation of tha family's function has crasted an unhealthy imbalance,
In the past all instituviions, including the family, wera engapged in common racip-
rocal serving - the family served the othar institutions and the institutions, in
turn, servad tha femily. This interdependance, this healthy Symbiosis, has baan
broken as other institutions have loomed ever larger resulting in the family bacom-
ing irrelevanl as well as powerless, Rather than the individual baing a necessary
part of g viable institution anymora (whether that bhe a Famlly 'or a sme)l husineas
in the community) his only means of contributing has bsen reduced to that of a con-
sumer, He has become depersonalized as insbitutions have prown into depersonalized
glants -~ hls own particular selfhood and personal skills unimportant.

saciety, today, is working in liason, not with families of individuals but with cor-
porate struciures, Those institutions are being served by the sociaty noeW, as mores,
valuas and ethics are all desigied for the maintainance and perpetustion of this in-
dustrial complex. Industrial survival is society's primary concern laaving tha ind-
ividual and family expendible, And 50, tha active values in our time era parsonzlly
aisabling. They encourage uniformity rather than individuality, depandancy rather
than self-maintenance, self-metivation and responsiblity. In our saciety, profit
comes before paople.

Teday wa nsed a new ethic. An ethie that enables and frass peonle to themselves and
on=z another - wtilizing skills for the ower-all bapefit of goclety. An othic both
rojpactiul of the needs for personsl freedem while at the sama time alfirming zach
individaals responaiblity to the whole,



With the industrial revolution cams a set of walu=s that has played havoc with The
family - the one indispensible institution we heve. And the fanily is tha only ine-
stitution that can fully embody this new ethic. It won't happan in lesszer instit-
utions; in education, governemtn or religion - only in the family, Only the family
is capable of being the ipitisting and central enabling Institution. DOnly the femily
is the spawning groutd for responsible individuals. The famlly is tha only instit-
vtion capable of freeing people to themselvas and to Ged. In effect, othes Insiit-
utions are depersanalized, Only the family is made up of intimately carinz ind
uals - it's the only institution locking out for fruly individual concerns. It's ths
only institutions that can create love. To gquote my husband "institutions cannat lova -
only people love." Tha family institution is the sole exception, for when it functions
asz it should it alone fosters dsep, intimate, personal loval

I'm convinced that the main problem of the family teday and therafors our culturs is
simply that the family dossn't appreciate itself - it's importance - failing to notice
the enortmity of it's influenca, Aecording to the URANTIA Bool, the family i3 far
irom being insignificant = it earns the lone distinction, in fact, of being “"menls
supreme avolutionary acquirsment and civilization's only hope of suriiwval." (FL3)
Tronically, on the wery institutlon that 1s lsast understood and least appreciatad
rests solely the ultimate solution to the manifold problems that plague the world
today., The family apd its cappacity for prowth and change is the ultimate educshtor

of society and finally the universe. Families are the teaching centers of real =d-
ucation and models for all soclal structures. Tt 15 the family from which w3 l=arn
or don't learn individugl responsiblity, cooperation, love and caring, falrness, jus-
tice, compassion, forgivensss and grace, It 1s from tha family that we learn how

to regard and finally tregt our fellow man. As found in the URANTIA Bosk, the Femily
is absclutely essential for ravesling the trus character of God. On page 516 it reads,
"The relationship of child end paront is fundomentzl to the essentidl concept of the
Universal Tather. . .0

Jesus regarded the family so highly, in Tac%, that “"the family occupied the very cenier
aof Uésus! philosophy of Life. - here and hereafter.? (15681) Jasus naver underestimated
the wvilus of family - he saw femily as representative of the highest levels of =xist-
ence - referring even Lo the kKingdom as a divine femily, Jesus said: [oh page 1439)

n. . .(tha) Father has diracted the ecreation of mals and female, and it is the divina
will that men and women should find their highast service and comseguent Jor in the as-
tahlishment of homes for the reception and tralning of children, in tha crestion of
wheme thase parents bacoms copartners with the Makers of heaven and earth, Aipd for
thls cause shall a man leave his father and mother and shall cleave to his wife, and
they two shall become a5 one." By what he 5ald and how he lived - Jesus slsvatad ths
union betwsen man and woman and the subsequent family to a lewal far axecapding Itls
status of that era and aven todays ere. He gave meaning to the atatement found on
page 939 that, 'The family is man's preatest purely human achiavament. . .Y

Families are neot only educational instiltutions Tor the membars thst comorise tham but
also pducalors of society, Tamllles are essentisl as carriers of culture znd instru-
ments of change. In tha URANTIA Boek it's emphasiged how all-important this functicn
is, "Seciety itself is thes agzregated strueture of family units. Individuals ars very
tomperary as planatary factors - only families are continuing agenciss ip socizd ev-
olution. The family is the channel through which the river of culture and knowledge
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flows from one generation fa another.! (931) Family iz basic for passing on the cul-
tural toreh - piving conbinuity to social evolutionary patierns. TFamilies ars the
carriers of society, without which society would stagnate, And to substantiass that,
1n the URANTIA Bookiit resds, "Almost everything of lasting value in civilirzation has
its roots in the Tamily.! (7585}

Dr. Charlas Stinnette hipghlights and suswarizes family's msic import and funetion.
"(Family), it is both a conservator and mediator of human value and a prophetic center
which translztas a cry of disiress into a summons for help and chanpe. Tha family is
destroyed from withln whonsvar it ignores either of thess mandates. Its fupetion as

a canter for prophetic change gives meaning and import teo its function as tha o uring
center of civilizatien,!

fes, far from baing Insipnificant, the family's responsiblity is indispensible, How,
then, do we proceed in this vital reconstruction? Family bullding is ak an 211 tina
low = it!s becoming less and less an attractive venture for people. Parentinz is &he
mest dmportznt Job on this planet and yet it is the laast prepared for and ths l=ast
appreclated profession of all. Ip their combined book Herels to the Family, Betty and
Joel Wells analyze the delemia this way: "The lusband apd wife who enter into Tenily-
hood -~ thaf is, have children, are offered little by way of preparatory education or
profassional training for what is surely one of the most camplex apd challenginz jobs
in the world. UNer are they offersd the sams sort of support which surrounding instit-
utions-usad to provide, To get married, stay married, run a household, raiss he althy,
well-adjusted children o the point of Ineipient maturity is not the azsy, automatic,
natural thing it was onece swposed to be, In fact, not very many paople, whsn you
talke the population ai large, are able to do it., Yet when they ara successful, therels
no Nooel or Pulitzer prizs awarded; no cover story in Time to eelebrate the achisvensns
in the face of odds that grow longsr sach year."

.

Farenting, no doubt, is a thankless task today. Family is po lonpger repgerded siih ung-
quastionad respect,- no longer considered the pace setter and upholder of right buf, is
instead, blamed for everything - blamad for the ills of both the individual and socletiy,
For that matter, Aldeus Huxley in Brave New Mordd Torecasted a world wherse fami ¥ would
be envirely obliterated dus to its negative and immorazl inf'iuence on people.

We are understandably apprehenaive about entering parenthood anymore. Thanks to psy-
chelogy we'!ve been made awsre of all the risks. We are conscientlous about parsnting
noW in B new way - having been madas award of the damage parents can rsek. Ua truly
want to do the right thing, our intenidons are right but we f£ind ourselves so over-
whelmed by the constant onslaught of diverse wiewpoints on childrearing thet w2 end up
numb by the sheer confusion and insffective by the inevitable puilt.

And, parental aunthority is being cantinvously undercut today by the various =xperts in

our sociaty, We hear foday of the rising spathy among parents, that incressingiy par-

ents are shirkdng their responsiblity. I believe thars are such instances but I 2iso
S

balieve stronly that meoat parents ape interested - axtremaly interested in thair child-
ren and if amyrthing, they feel at a loss = they doubt their own competancs as parants.
I feel parents have to like themselves agsin and, therafeors, like their role, Parent
has become a four letter word in our society and that has to change. Furthermors, no
one 18 mors fitting for the job. The so-called experts only know a portion of ths
child's over-all needs. It's the parents who must take their rightful place again as
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the only exparts in the raising of their children. In the URANTIA Book we Tead:s *, . .

ary attempt to shift parental responsiblity to state or church will prove swicidzl to

t1& welfare and advancement of elvilization." (%41) Morsover, on a neipghboring nplanzt,
a pozitive examole, children are under full contrel of their parents,

What this means 1s that today parents need to retrieve their full responsiblity and
authority once again. Responsiblity mainly as teachers. In the URANTIA Book we find
that teachiop and child rearing are in fact inseparable. Education, unfortunately
today, 18 regardsd as only occuring in certain specified places and by certain spac-
ified people. Actually,though, learning is no more a consequence of organized edusatisn
than relipgion is g conssquance of organized religion. Learning i3 & part of life - dis
Lifan. dncfact,

Family is the arena for peraonal and interpsrsonal development., Family is a combimation
of slements that we raguirs to grow. Even Jesus had to axper:ﬁnce h“lﬂ" both child and
parent in family. On page 516 we read: "No surviving mortal, mldweyer, or ssraphin may
ascend to Paradiss, attain the Father, and he mustered into ths Corps of the Finalit;
without having passad through that sublime experience of achieving parental ralation-
ship to an evolving child of the worlds or some other experience analogous and aquiv-
alent thereto., The relationship of child and parent is fundamantal io the sssential
concapt of tha Universal Father and his universe children, Thersefors does sugch an ex-
perience bacome indispensabls to the experlentigl traiping of all ascendsrs.f e need
the opportumity to parent - not just for our chlldren's sske but for ours az well. Ve
need the addition that children bring to an intimate association.

It's common in ouwr soelety to excluds children from owr adult lives - to zsz tham as =
beceming — a "Puture", as Haria Montessori puts it, and therefore we segragate oursslyas
from them. Children though provide us with g nocessary balance - somathing w2 wouldnlt
have otherwise - childran are not TIEIE:-I].-’ g becoming but part of our very essantizl end
necesaary socilalization Urauuﬁs. Maria Montessorl further points out that by cubting
purselves off from children as we do, wWe are conssmuently severing oursslves from &
necegdary part of ourselves and ultimately our EDEiEﬁj* We arg only half functioning
and prowing at our potential capacity. She explains it as follows, "Thers is in us,
Tfinally, a peculiar empliness, a blindness we have bidlt into our spirit and our n::*"-
ilization. Something like a blind spet in the depths of the eye, this blind spot is
in tha depths of 1ifa.n

I quots my hushand - he said - "Childran are incredibly pracious bacauss of thei
ative rerity in the total ascension carser - but in our society they are largely ca
agids. "They should be gur teachers - as God learns from us, s¢ we learn from our ch
ren.!

T
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Thera!z a beautiful book out; it was referred to us by Marjfori Reed and it'z entitled:
Whols Child Whols Pspent, written by Polly Barends. Hare is what she has to ssy about
the education of ""'EL"'EI]':-‘I'.-h'Eﬁ:I.‘ NT+Ta oan existential Tact that most ‘of s p=ed osur elilid-
ren. There are a few people walking this earth whe learn the arts of mothariiness and
fatherliness without ﬂh1]dren, and they are very wise, But most of us banafii from the

blg push our childron gl v e toward the diseovery of these gualities = gqualities which
are absolutely necessary to our fulfillment and of more lasting velus ihan maost of the
lessons of childhood, We lsarn them for the sake of our children, but they banefit us

most of all, Unce we have learned to bs truly motherly and fathsrly (we need of courss,
to becomz both) we will always be much happier. The galn is nat tha has ring of children:
it is the discovery of love and how to ba loving. The foundation of love is the mow-
1Ldﬂﬁ of poodness,. The quelities of this love are racepbivity, petience, innccence
humility, trust, pratituds, penerosity, understanding, and the dasire o ba goo
pocdnesst galka W
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The most moving insipght was when I read the following statement: "Parenthood is just
tha world's most intensive ecourse In leve." WMot only do we disclose tha true naturs

of our Father!s lova to our children as 13 =0 aptly poipnted out in the URANTIA Back
but 1t'fs within the femily in which we lesrn love. We really don't understand £ha full
nature of love until w='re boen a parent.

A perspactive of lowve is basic - any method (for instance in childrearing) i5 s=condary
and inconsequeontial te love - if you don't have love any method in the world wan's work,
anc by the same token, 1T you do have the love any method in the world will work. This
was the wondar behind Jesus a3 parent; it weso't his fechnigue per ss —-his technigus
wasloved baged = lowe erpressads

On page 1013 we read, ". . .the entire religicus experience of sueh g child is largely
dapandent on whether fear or love has dominated the parent-child relationship.”

Thz ultimate goal of peranting should be to free the individpal to himsslf - to God -
to allow him to teach himself actually - to learn from life like we all dg, through
the instrumant of experience. To formulate his own'truth. Polly Beremds zdded a
dimension to the well used quote by Jesus: ", , .exeept you become as a littls child
you shall never enter the kingdom.! She poes on, "He wasn't talking zbout cute or
littla or helpless or ignorant: he Was talking about the child!s most cubtstanding
ability, the ability {o learn." Children teach us about the true naturs of educsation.

I read somewhara that adults are collaborators in 1ife with children - not experts -
but fellow lesrners, bacausae learning occurs always, everywhers and with everybody. Cur
role has to do with "o . S.assiting the childito win tha'battle of ,1ife,"” (%1} Evaryon:
in a household as equal participant, working in collaboration with one apothar, each
erpowerad with his own personality and sense of responsiblity is what true fresdem is
all about - it's the way of the universe. Jeosus' family was sBo designed, It i3 true
with the Fathar's family.

Parenting - a disclosure of God — of the universe, and to the universe, In asking
ourselves how to best raisa our children we need only to loalk to the vniverse itsclf
as a model — to God as our model parent. His entire empliasis is to teach, not Judze
or punish. We're allowaed to Ylearn on our own - to freely explors lifa. We learn
through experience, itrial and error, throwgh 1ife's natursl consequences, Lifs itsslf
teaches ue as wa come Yo laarn its natural lows. Marda Montassori says in her book
Tha Child in the Family: "Han must construct himself, and in the end, possass himsalf
and diract himzalf .V

in conclusion; Even thougk this is a time of grest dnseeuwrity for the individual and

the family, I see this as a mapnificiont oppeortunity for all of mankind, Ope way to
Look at it is &0 =msze ourselves boing wearned from an outer social control, to an

inner grester control. This current marcisstic psriod welre withessing is not only
understandable but maybs even necessary before we discover somathing else. It's 1ike
being weansd from the bottle and resortiog to our thymb for awhils, Wa'ra ip g pariod
of self-discovery - of finding our saparatensss., After all, thet's where God ultimately
Tinds us - alone - he relates to individuals not proups as such. The challengs now is
preater than ever befora and thai's really what's seary abouk it; the conktrol is no
longer out there - it's up to us now - wWe have to find the answers and diraction within
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ourselves,

And what does this say about famlly? TFamily has a chance for new meanings and so
new function= to meet the neads of the mew era. In fact, people as singls indd-
viduals functionifg autonomously for the good of the group are far more cohesiva

in the long run than the old family group based on necessity alone and controlled
by society. Seople acting oub of persSonal decisions motivated by choice - choosing
through their own set of ‘wvalues in a relatiohship to God are far morz effective pnd
advantageous to a group (whather that bs nuclaar family or the family of mankind).
This is what the age offers us. The URANTIA Book 1s a hook of this nsw sra - a
vision of bthe idas of God-control,.

On page 1777 we read: "And thus, if you can build up such trustworthy and effsctive
small units of human association, when these are assembled in the aggregate, tha world
will behold a great and glorified sopcial structure, the civilization of mortal matur-
ity. Such a race might bagin to reslise something of your Master's ideal of "“peace

on earth and goeod will among men." %While such a socisty would not ba parfect or en-
tirely free from ewvil, it would at least spproach the stabilization of maturify.

Shall we bapin? The living, enabling fawily freed From domipation of all other less
personal institutions,; and free to tha intimacy of God, A small uwnit that murturss
responglbly free individuals. It's thess vory sS=me small upits that have the potentiel
to teach tha URANTIA Erotherhood what 1f really ecan become and on out in $ima through
all other social institutions, even o the world = and morat

Families are tiny microcosms of humen relationships reflectsd on all universe lavels -
on page 359 we read of it being a reflection of ths very univarse structurs its=1f.
Family =as pattern is the only institution that cowvers the eniire range of evelutionary
reality aven to paradisa = the trinity for instance boing the primary family, Its
feet are in the earth but its head is in paradise = no othar institution can claim
that!
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