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MARRIAG 

by Sheila Cronan 

Marriage has been a subjeot whioh has generated considerable contro­
versy in the Women's Movement'. So fa as! know, no group other than 
THE FEMINISTS has publicly taken a st d against marriage, although 
I'm sure it has been a topic of discu sion in most. 

One widely held view in the Movement Js represented in the fOllowing 
statement. t 

"We women oan use marriage as the I 'dictatorship ~f the proletariat' 
in the family revolution. When male upremary is completely eliminated. 
marriage. like the state, will wither away." 
The basic assumption behind this conc pt and one that I myself shared 
at one time is that marriage benefits women. This idea is very much 
part of the male culture and is alway being reinforced by men's 
complaints about marriage and by the otion that women are the ones 
who want to get married. We've all hard plenty of jokes about how 
women "snare" husbands and popular so,s with lines like "the boy 
chases the girl until ~ catches him" Mothers give their daughters 
advice on how to get the~r boyfriends to marry them, etc. The 
propaganda tells us that marriage law are operating in the interest 
of women and in fact exist to provide protection for the woman. 
From this assumption it is logical to conclude that we must retain 
the institution'of marriage until suc time as discrimination against 
women no longer exists and consequent y "protection" is no longer 
necessary. 

THE FEMINISTS decided to examine the 
set up by law in order to find out wh 
women's favor. It became increasingl 
tution of marriap';e "protects" women' i 
tution of slavery was said to "protec 
"protection" in this case is simply a 

We discovered that women are not awar 
about. We are given the impression t 
--after all, in the ceremony the wife 
cherish" her husband and the husband 
protect" his wife. This promise. whi 
to the marriage contract, is viewed a 
For example, in a well-known case he 
attempted to obtain an annulment on t 
had told her that he loved her prior 
ward admitted that he did not ~nd nev 
to give grounds for annulment, despi 
mitted fraud which is normally ground 

There is nothing in most marriage cer 
to sex, yet the courts have held that 
to and does enter into the marriage i 
the marriage by cohabitation, so that 
for annulment on the basis of fraud i 
was granted a New York man on the gro 
to have sex with him due to an incura 

nstitution of marriage as it is 
ther or not it did operate in 
clear to us that the insti­
the same way that the insti-

" blacks--that is that the word 
euphemism for oppression. 

of what marriage is really 
at love is the purpose of marriage 
promises to "love, honor and 
romises to "love, honor and 
h women believe to be central 
irrelevant by the courts. 
in New York State a woman 

e grounds that her husband 
o the marriage and then after­
r would. ThIs was held not 
e the fact that the man corn-
for nullifying any contract. 

monies specifically referring 
..... the fact that a party agrees 
plies a promise to consummate 
failure to do so ~ives grounds 
the inducement." An annulment 

nds that his wife was4unable 
le nervous condition. 
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.. £~Jl!il,~~.-a:wU. is 
.;:paY;O·i.Dttts tlU. notc-<ms il\··' t:Il.:t:a ·s·14· .. ~l:'&''l 
a].aC~of} f\reedolli of' movement;:, a :~~OllQjJ, t1.oJ) \;~~~::~:tl'": 

:agtJi'-';Cl!.f}Jsi'hueband has::~b:e·1:'i:ght .. · wn ....... :1 ,W;1.·ff,. 

.. Uill~,'d.etd81!l·toIllOv'e .;'~is·.'wl.fe· 
'r.efuses.·'he' can: charglFherwi tho . ': enll,'.)4 up. by 

the courts even in certt!n cases would be' required to 

change h:"l':!ciU,enship~ .' In ~tates ~$ ,.gtJOll~.s,,~or 

dJ:vClree"( Itt";s tats s plus the District ;l1li~~ '~M:·. R~ 

theN·guilty party" andwo1ild . no moneta,r¥. .: .. 

settlement. 



.-. ". 

5 

children~ andPemalHf.i~ ,"''1 tltdi ~tJf'''._;.cJjOOl ind. *wlped.hill . 
build a thr1vi~ p't«O't;1~.he18'f'i<e.' .'to~'.JlWi 1hi4tf in order to 
replace her with so..,.,..ft ~e3(o1~.·' U.,,,ft;'are minor childI'en 
involved he will probably be required to p~o~~ child support--which 
is only f.air ~iZ)ce th ..•. y. ' ... ape. h .. is Ch. ildren • . ~~t.he .. Jos . wEt;LI-off financi-
ally and the Judgeisl)lllt*'tMtic to the .~ .. maybe required to 
pay alimony __ if this ft." y~ oanbe' aU" that he will complain . 
bi tterly arid olaim that' it cone-tlt\l111U1 oppJ!eaeion tor him. But what 
is alimony after all?I'an-t it ridiculQus to .,quire an employer to 
give his employee sevtiriilnee pay when he in tao~ oW,s him twenty years· 
back wages? 

Very few wbmen g,t al~anyway. Often ChU;dsupport payments are 
camourt~edas aliJl!OI'lY'~oau8e it isbeneticiaJ.to the man tax-wise to 
do so • . . " 

, . 
It is hardly neces~aq,:,:.t9"~o into the 81 tuation a woman finds herself 
in after the divoroe--~lc~larly1tthe $arriage has ,lasted any 
hngth of time. Her pi"OIUcttve y.are hAve been devoted to ber husband's 
interests rather thBfihfl"otlft and she is consequently in no position 
:to fend for heraelfbl .ia society. She 18 not trained' for any job 
other. than· th't. C!f'i1oilHtlc aaMAnt. HEtr on!, hope. ist. 0 find a. nother 
husband anli if.she i8'pu"I.<te~tain age tldsmay be ve~ cUtficult. 
In other fofl\lso-f S1.v~ this tHgic situli!.tion would n6't oCCur as 
the mona tar» ~ue.' of "'e'.lavtf\YoI11tt-ensure hissecurl ty. 

While wivesare'''b~~.by ~e~r ;Pu.bI.rl~8\inth..ame 8~nse that. slaves 
are owned by .their ~~~tIlat ,b that tJte...,.r is entitled to 
free use of·th.1J1a~~.,'1~ .. 'tQ· de~ th •. ala ..... 1tisRuman right to 
freedom of mOvement aM' cit~; overh±s'G'IIft "94~tb.sc-.rci ty of 
slaves resul tell in th ..... _.tai:7val'Ulh'$.1no._; an over bal.f the 
population We do 'not-.,,\1k\s \oal.u.. .. ~~taltea wite and 
although he is legal~Y~I1~ to*UppOrt·h.~_re.is very little 
anyone can do if hels.,-b.l .. to hlUU.1Itibruponsibil1ty. Thus 
many women are torced to work outside the hOllle beeause their husbands 
are unemployed or are' ~ot.4i1dng ~ilOugh ~y toaupportthe..t8lllily. 
This in fg _y absolve.: otl'omour domestic and child care duties, 
however. 

Since marriage const! tut~s slavery for women. it ia clear that the 
Women's Movement mU8'\i~)'iCen~te onattack1tJg this· institution. 
Freedom for woemn c~;be.wOnwith1)ut tb*abOlttlon Of marriage. 
Attack on such issue8.¥~l(O)il\Ien~ d18cr~a.ti.i)nil.s8Uper1'luOUa-.. 
as long as women arewo~1hg£,or nothinc in thft .hom4t.W'ecannot expect 
our demands for equal 'pay outside the hometobe-takenseriOusly. 

Furthermore. marriage'f:.,1;Jte;model for.aU'o~~tormsotcUscrimination 
against women. The ~~onshiPS bet~enmen and women outside of 
marriage follow thla/. . ~ pa'litem. . Al~-th& la.does not offi .. 
cially sanction the, . ,'tit 'a. man to tOlt'ee"hiJ: !fWfttheart to have sex 
with him. she wouldftftl'l '·""t'l4it¥loun.~Ve,rape in the court •• 

. especially .if they~i""~ ~ .. re~lil~~"~Onehip. Alao it 
is not unusual f'or;.,"'·~.,~~t fiis gir11lri .. lid '.to typ ... his term 

'. papers. iron his 8hit!"tB,' Odote (linn .... f~ hU.,,-,even el._an hh 
!'J.partment •.... This'opprit'l\i:1'Vir.:La1:10tuffllp¢a;nolftiov.ri1'lto employment 
and is especially evldciW~lnthe .. ro!e o~ thltsecl'etary. al:8oknown as 
the "officEiwife." . ,. " ... 
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.' -- ~ One of the arguments in the M6ve1l!i",',gainst our attacking marriage 
has been that most women are .marri.a. This has'always seemed strange 
to me as it is like. saying we' sho)iid .'otco¥ o~t p,gail)stopp~ssion 
sinoe ,~~aAoppI'es1!led.'Gli9ar ' • :'ctra).1'tl1:~'~re.iJ.~ve insti­
tutiolUl marriage is tbe,one ,that aUe .ts thi!rroit'Wolilt!ln.. ',It is . 

, logical, then. tha~, if we aI'e inte~s ,ed in bui.:t4~' Ii ~ssmovement 
of women this ieWl1ere we shollld,Ye'gi • . ,...; 

Anothelr;~'tqail\!!t attac1lllg" " ...... ~Aia8(~en 'thatJ.t i~ dp,ng 
out anyway. The evidence cited for tis,is'usulHly,;the',~ r<ate 
of divorce •.. ,Th';s is not evidence fo:t'tJ1.!I~d,ecli.ie ,qf"mati'!,age. as 
ahOWribY tlfell'll@;h~:rate of relliiarriage;' n:gdiyo~e&,pers._ .. :lfe . , 
have seen tl1at divorce is in fa~ta f r:th'.r a~8e .• o :fat:ia.s'1fCNilen·s 

. interests are: oonoemed., Intact '. " .. , " ',.mii4,have, bHnon.:pte in-
crease. ,.From 1900.1940approxima telyone haIr .,of.~l'Ai!l.e~~ean wolnen 

~~:t'j~~:fb~t~1~i::~o~:!:t~':~9~~v~~:J:t:iea~:lrJr~te 
oftwo-thirds .. o.fall WOmen over twent..· . "; .. ,.. . ." - . - . . .. '. ~ 

The Women t S Movementll!ust addressi t,slf to tl),e ·lIlIlUTi~e' ieiJue. from 
etw,_o:th$~;:li01ntof view. ~';;" '·iage·rela1;t~~htp;i,Ii!1iJo. 
phySioally and emotiqnallydra1nl.lU!; ir women:!rivO'.l!ved: in i't~h,at 'We 
must ex~icate our.se1ves if for·no.ote~ x:e!lsoritb,¥ ,to hlivethe 
time and energy"1:o 4jlYot(loi.traelvestbUilding '. 't'eminls1i revolution. 

THE FEMINISTS !'Laye~gun 'to wo~1t,'.9n t,ete.us Or.lIl~i'age ~ It is only 
a be~inningcf bowever, all·/WJlienmUi'ff,'· i.uS irt~i'8, fight. 

.* * 
Note--this paper arose outo£" d,iscussOnSon the issue ofmarI':iage' . 
in TJtE FEMINI$m'o~ 'lam thet'efoI'einde ·te4C tOall.cif'.'the membet's 0'[ 
the group for thei:r ideas and researc.especiaUy, 'l'!i.;;';Gra~·· .' 
At}{inson who originated the ooncept t at ~rriage is slavery. 
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