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Everyda y Proble m Solvin g 

James A. Levin 

Laboratory of Comparative Human Cognition 
Universit y o f  California ,  Sa n Dieg o 

Thi s pape r  wa s generate d throug h th e distribute d 
socia l  processin g o f  th e Laborator y o f  Comparativ e 
Human Cognition ,  wit h specia l  hel p fro m Deni s Newman, 
Naomi  Mlyake ,  Bu d Mehan .  E d Hutchlns ,  Pe g Griffin , 
Hik e Cole ,  an d Harcl a Boruta .  Financia l  suppor t  wa s 
provide d b y Th e Spence r  Foundation . 
Abstract 

Everyday problem solving is different in significant 
ways fro m th e kind s o f  proble m solvin g tha t  tak e 
plac e i n laborator y mlcroworl d settings .  Attempt s t o 
simplif y hav e exclude d importan t  factor s tha t  ca n 
hel p u s understan d aspect s o f  th e proble m solvin g 
tha t  ar e problem s fro m th e poin t  o f  vie w o f  th e 
laboratory .  Thi s pape r  describe s severa l  researc h 
project s tha t  hav e examine d proble m solvin g i n non -
laborator y settings ,  an d som e o f  th e Implication s o f 
thes e studie s fo r  cognitiv e science .  Th e curren t 
notion s o f  distribute d cognitiv e processin g ca n b e 
extende d i n a  powerfu l  wa y t o th e sociall y 
distribute d proble m solvin g characteristi c  o f 
everyda y settings .  Thi s notio n o f  sociall y 
distribute d proble m solvin g ca n the n reflec t  bac k o n 
Individua l  proble m solving ,  whic h whic h i s acquire d 
and ofte n carrie d ou t  i n socia l  settings . 

Someone walk s Int o you r  offic e an d ask s yo u t o 
rpr-ommen d a  pape r  t o rea d a s a n introductio n t o 
researc h o n children' s proble m solving .  Yo u discus s 
wit h th e perso n exactl y wha t  sh e want s t o know ,  yo u 
wal k ove r  t o you r  bookshel f  t o loo k fo r  a n 
appropriat e book ,  yo u cal l  a  frien d o n th e phon e wh o 
migh t  know .  Al l  ver y unexceptional ,  ye t  imagin e tha t 
th e perso n didn' t  allo w yo u t o discus s wit h he r 
exactl y wha t  sh e wante d t o know ,  t o g o t o you r 
bookshel f  o r  cal l  o n th e phone ,  bu t  instea d require d 
you t o answe r  he r  questio n withou t  thes e externa l 
resources .  I n everyda y circumstance s yo u woul d thro w 
her  ou t  o f  you r  office .  Ye t  thes e ar e exactl y th e 
constraint s o f  th e laborator y microworld s withi n 
whic h proble m solvin g i s studied . 

Recentl y a  numbe r  o f  researc h group s hav e bee n 
studyin g proble m solvin g i n non-laborator y settings . 
Thi s wor k ha s som e importan t  implication s fo r 
cognitiv e science :  i t  serve s t o reinforc e th e 
finding s concernin g th e rol e o f  expertis e i n huma n 
proble m solvin g an d exper t  artificia l  intelligenc e 
systems ,  an d thi s non-laborator y wor k extend s beyon d 
th e curren t  proble m solvin g research ,  pointin g t o 
ways t o enric h bot h model s o f  huma n proble m solvin g 
and exper t  Inferenc e systems . 
Expertise. 

Recent  researc h o n exper t  proble m solvin g ha s 
highlighte d th e larg e amoun t  o f  domai n specifi c 
knowledg e an d cognitiv e processe s tha t  constitut e 
oxperlis e (Chas e &  Simon ,  1973 ;  Larkln ,  McDermott , 
Simon ,  *  Simon ,  1980) .  Thes e studie s o f  huma n 
proble m solvin g hav e bee n parallelle d b y th e 
developmen t  o f  artificia l  intelligenc e "expert " 
systems ,  whic h ar e als o characterize d b y a  focu s o n 
domai n specifi c  knowledg e an d inferenc e processes . 

Thi s wor k contrast s wit h th e earl y wor k o n proble m 
solving ,  bot h i n psycholog y an d i n compute r  science , 
whic h postulate d a  fe w al l  powerfu l  genera l  proble m 
solvin g processes ,  tha t  woul d operat e ove r  a  larg e 
passiv e dat a base .  Thes e "centra l  processor "  model s 
hav e bee n displace d b y variou s "distributed "  dat a 
bas e an d processo r  models ,  wit h multipl e concurren t 
pror-osse s tha t  interac t  t o produc e comple x 
procersing . 

The domai n specifi c  focu s o f  exper t  knowledg e ha s 
been reinforce d b y studie s o f  everyda y proble m 
solving .  Fo r  example ,  a  grou p o f  researcher s a t  th e 
Universit y o f  California ,  Irvin e hav e bee n examinin g 
th e way s tha t  ordinar y adult s us e arithmeti c 
knowledg e whil e grocer y shoppin g (Lave ,  1980 ;  D e l a 
Roeha,  Hurtaugh ,  &  Lave ,  1981) .  School s spen d man y 
year s teachin g u s genera l  purpos e algorithm s tha t  ca n 
be use d durin g shoppin g t o calculat e comparativ e 
prices .  Ye t  mos t  o f  thei r  observation s sho w tha t 
peopl e ordinaril y  us e specia l  purpos e heuristic s 
whil e shopping .  Eve n I n thi s mundan e everyda y 
setting ,  peopl e hav e develope d "expertise "  t o carr y 
out  thi s task ,  domai n specifi c  method s tha t  bea r 
littl e resemblanc e t o th e genera l  purpos e 
computationa l  skill s  taugh t  i n school . 

Simila r  researc h b y Scrlbne r  an d he r  associate s 
(Scrlbner ,  1981 )  reinforc e thi s findin g o f  specia l 
purpos e expertis e I n everyda y functioning .  The y 
studie d th e wor k i n a  dair y warehouse ,  examinin g th e 
us e o f  computatio n i n fillin g order s an d determinin g 
tota l  prices .  Th e expert s i n thi s domai n ha d 
develope d specia l  purpos e algorithm s t o allo w the m t o 
functio n efficientl y i n thi s domain . 

Problem Solving vs. Routine Functioning. 
What  i s th e relatio n betwee n expertis e an d proble m 

solving ? Proble m solvin g i s no t  Jus t  accomplishin g 
particula r  kind s o f  task s labele d a s "problems" .  Th e 
processe s involve d i n solvin g mos t  puzzle s ar e 
differen t  th e secon d tim e yo u solv e the m (whe n yo u 
kno w th e answer )  tha n th e firs t  time .  I n fact , 
"expertise "  ca n b e define d a s th e knowledg e an d 
cognitiv e skill s  tha t  allo w a  perso n t o perfor m 
routinel y wha t  othe r  peopl e woul d hav e t o d o throug h 
proble m solving .  Centra l  t o th e definitio n o f 
proble m solvin g i s th e notio n o f  a  "blocke d 
condition "  (Hutchln s &  Levin ,  1981) .  Derive d fro m 
th e Gestal t  studie s o f  proble m solvin g (Kohler , 
1925) ,  thi s occur s whe n a  proble m solve r  i s unabl e t o 
achiev e som e goal ,  afte r  repeate d attempt s t o d o so . 
Proble m solvin g i s th e cognitiv e processin g tha t 
occur s whe n a  proble m solve r  i s  blocked .  Routin e 
functionin g i s th e processin g tha t  occur s whe n 
unblocked . 
Studies of everyday problem solving. 

Severa l  researc h group s hav e examine d ho w peopl e 
dea l  wit h thes e blocke d condition s i n non-laborator y 
settings .  Suchma n (1980 )  di d a n ethnographi c stud y 
of  proble m solvin g i n a n offic e setting ,  settin g dow n 
a detaile d accoun t  o f  accountin g practices , 
especiall y thos e Involve d i n dealin g wit h non -
standar d cases .  Eve n I n th e mundan e work-a-da y 
offic e setting ,  th e executio n o f  explici t 
instruction s remain s "irremediabl y problematic" , 
requirin g Interactiv e wor k o n th e par t  o f  th e 
participants .  Levi n &  Karee v (1980 )  examine d th e 
proble m solvin g o f  childre n i n compute r  clubs .  I n 
bot h thes e studies ,  a  critica l  componen t  o f  th e 
proble m solving ,  whic h i s largel y absen t  fro m 
laborator y studies ,  i s  th e conceptua l  organizatio n 
of  th e task ,  determinin g wha t  th e proble m IS ,  wha t 
ar e th e goal s an d constraint s t o b e satisfied ,  wha t 
action s ar e available . 

The secon d majo r  differenc e betwee n laborator y 
proble m solvin g an d everyda y proble m solvin g i s th e 
much mor e importan t  rol e playe d b y externa l 
resources ,  thos e outsid e th e individua l  proble m 
solver .  Th e laborator y settin g i s relativel y steril e 
of  hel p an d th e experimente r  work s t o kee p i t  tha t 
way.  A  standar d experimen t  woul d no t  b e ru n I n th e 
middl e o f  a  bus y room .  Give n a  puzzl e t o solve , 
i t  i s  no t  considere d prope r  fo r  th e subjec t  t o as k a 
frien d wha t  th e answe r  Is .  However ,  whe n a  perso n 
encounter s a  proble m i n everyda y life ,  askin g someon e 
what  t o d o I s usuall y appropriate . 

The us e o f  socia l  resource s i s probabl y th e 
bigges t  singl e differenc e betwee n standar d laborator y 
setting s an d everyda y settings .  On e o f  th e common strategie s use d b y adult f  whe n face d wit h a n 
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arithmeti c proble m i n a n eveyda y settin g I s t o as k 
someone wha t  th e answe r  I s (Lave ,  1980) .  I n compute r 
clubs ,  childre n hel p an d as k fo r  hel p effortlessl y t o 
get  beyon d mino r  block s s o tha t  the y ca n ge t  o n wit h 
thei r  pla y (Levi n K  Kareev ,  1980) . 

Divisio n o f  labor .  On e o f  th e mos t  Importan t  way s 
tha t  peopl e us e socia l  resource s fo r  proble m solvin g 
I s b y organizin g a  divisio n o f  th e wor k Involved . 
When face d wit h a  ne w compute r  game ,  childre n divid e 
up th e tas k s o tha t  n o chil d I s overwhelme d whil e 
th e gam e get s played .  On e chil d wil l  typ e I n th e 
require d responses ,  anothe r  wil l  tak e ove r  th e 
generatio n o f  guesses ,  other s wil l  evaluat e an d 
modif y th e guesse s (Levi n &  Kareev ,  1980) .  Thi s 
proces s o f  organizin g an d executin g a  divisio n o f 
labo r  i s s o effortles s an d smoot h tha t  repeate d 
viewin g o f  vide o tape d instance s i s require d t o se e 
i t  a t  all . 

Socially distributed problem solving. 
An importan t  contributio n o f  cognitiv e scienc e t o 

th e stud y o f  everyda y proble m solvin g ar e th e 
framework s fo r  distribute d processing .  Usin g thi s 
new processin g "language" ,  researcher s ca n no w tal k 
abou t  th e socia l  distributio n o f  proble m solvin g i n 
many situations ,  characterizin g th e natur e o f  eac h 
processo r  an d th e kind s o f  interaction s tha t  occu r 
(LCHC,  1981 ;  Mehan ,  1981) .  Issue s o f  conflic t 
resolutio n an d informatio n integration ,  centra l 
Issue s fo r  distribute d processing ,  ar e als o 
criticall y importan t  fo r  model s o f  sociall y 
distribute d proble m solving . 

Yet  thi s contributio n I s no t  a  one-wa y street . 
The stud y o f  proble m solvin g tha t  i s distribute d 
ove r  severa l  peopl e ca n sugges t  hypothese s abou t  ho w 
th e sam e proces s migh t  b e organize d cognltivel y whe n 
performe d b y a  singl e person .  A  majo r  issu e fo r  an y 
cognitiv e mode l  i s wha t  i s th e structur e o f  th e 
knowledg e an d processes ,  wha t  ar e th e unit s an d 
subunits .  Th e divisio n o f  a  proble m tha t  ca n b e 
solve d distribute d acros s severa l  peopl e provide s a n 
existenc e proo f  tha t  th e proble m ca n successfull y 
be organize d tha t  way .  Researcher s ca n the n carr y 
out  empirica l  test s o f  whethe r  a n individua l  i n fac t 
doe s organiz e th e tas k tha t  way . 

Aquisitio n o f  expertise .  A  secon d contributio n 
of  thi s approac h t o everyda y proble m solvin g I s t o 
dea l  a t  leas t  partl y wit h th e Issu e o f  acquisition . 
Curren t  researc h o n th e acquisitio n o f  proble m 
solvin g skill s  an d domai n specifi c  expertis e ha s 
concentrate d o n independen t  inventio n (Langley ,  1980 ; 
Lenat ,  1977) .  le t  model s tha t  depen d totall y o n 
independen t  inventio n o f  knowledg e an d processe s 
neve r  ge t  ver y far .  I t  remain s a  majo r  puzzl e ho w 
suc h system s coul d acquir e th e hug e amount s o f  domai n 
specifi c  knowledg e neede d b y experts .  A  wa y t o 
overcom e thi s bloc k wa s pointe d ou t  b y D'Andrade ,  i n 
hi s invite d addres s a t  th e previou s Cognitiv e 
Science s Meetin g (1980) :  peopl e acquir e knowledg e an d 
skill s  fro m othe r  people .  We ar e socialize d withi n a 
ric h culture ,  wher e th e peopl e an d object s ar e a t 
leas t  partiall y  organize d specificall y t o hel p 
novice s becom e expert s i n th e domain s Importan t  fo r 
functionin g I n th e world .  Childre n ar e taugh t  th e 
importan t  fact s o f  life ;  beginner s ar e traine d t o 
becon e experts . 

Fro m thi s poin t  o f  view ,  th e acquisitio n o f 
expertis e ca n b e characterize d a s th e progressiv e 
internalizatio n b y th e learne r  o f  sociall y 
distribute d processing .  A  perso n generall y become s 
an exper t  i n a  settin g wher e he/sh e ca n graduall y 
tak e o n mor e an d mor e o f  th e effor t  i n handlin g task s 
tha t  expert s i n th e domai n handle .  Childre n wh o ar e 
novice s a t  a  compute r  gam e initiall y  divid e th e tas k 
ove r  severa l  childre n an d adults .  Gradually ,  eac h 
chil d take s ove r  mor e an d mor e functions ,  s o tha t 
fewe r  childre n hav e t o cooperat e t o accomplis h th e 
task .  Finall y a  chil d ca n pla y th e gam e alone . 
Thi s progressiv e acqulstio n o f  a  proces s initiall y 
distribute d sociall y i n fac t  ca n provid e a  rational e fo r  th e wa y tha t  th e cognitiv e processe s ar e 

distribute d withi n a n individua l  expert ,  a 
distributio n tha t  allow s th e exper t  t o dra w smoothl y 
upon socia l  resource s wheneve r  problem s arise . 
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Marriag e i s a  Do-It-Yourscl f  Project : 
The Organizatio n o f  Marita l  Goal s 

Naomi Quirm 
Duke IMivereit y 

In the story understanding 111erature,a class 
of  storie s whic h i s o n It s wa y t o becomin g somethin g o f 
a famou s example ,  ha s t o d o wit h gettin g married .  On e 
typica l  variant ,  use d b y Wllensk y (1978 :  67) ,  goe s lik e 
this : 

John was tired of frequenting the local singles' 
bar .  H e decide d t o ge t  married . 

The point of this story is that to understand how 
gettin g marrie d coul d possibl y replac e goin g t o a 
singles '  bar ,  th e reade r  mus t  kno w tha t  a  stat e suc h a s 
marriag e ca n subsum e goal s tha t  aris e repeatedly .  I n 
thi s cas e th e goa l  i s Satlsfy-SEX .  A  serie s o f  variant s 
of  thi s story ,  however ,  demonstrat e tha t  marriag e may i n 
fac t  subsum e a  variet y o f  suc h recurrin g goals : 
John was feeling lonely every evening. He 

decide d t o ge t  marrie d (Wilensk y ibid. ;  72) . 

Mary wa s tire d o f  workin g fo r  a  living . 
decide d t o qui t  he r  jo b an d ge t  marrie d 
(Wllensk y ibid. :  77) . 

She 

Schank an d Abelso n Introduc e tw o othe r  variant s 
(1977 :  126 )  t o Illustrat e a  furthe r  characteristi c o f 
goal  subsumption : 

After his marriage with Mary broke up, John 
bega n frequentin g th e loca l  singles '  bars . 

After his marriage with Mary broke up, John 
decide d t o joi n a  ches s club . 

To understand these stories we need to realize, Schank 
and Abelso n (Ibid. )  say ,  tha t  "goal s tha t  aris e vi a 
subsumptio n ten d t o subsum e mor e tha n a  singl e goal. " 
"Bein g married, "  the y note ,  "ca n subsum e th e se x urg e 
goal ,  goal s o f  socia l  stimulation ,  th e desir e t o hav e 
children ,  t o hav e powe r  ove r  anothe r  person ,  o r  t o b e 
wit h a  love d one. "  Wllensk y (Ibid. :  77 )  view s thi s 
tendenc y t o goa l  multiplicit y a s a  distinctiv e propert y 
of  socia l  relationships : 
Since there Is typically more than one 

obligatio n impose d upo n th e member  o f  a 
relationship ,  socia l  relationship s usuall y 
subsume mor e tha n on e goal .  Fo r  example , 
bein g marrie d t o someon e usuall y subsume s a 
number  o f  recurrin g goal s i n additio n t o 
thos e fo r  whic h mone y I s instrumental . 
Sinc e bein g marrie d obligate s eac h partne r 
t o hav e se x wit h th e other ,  an d sinc e havin g 
a willin g partne r  I s a  preconditio n fo r 
havin g sex ,  the n marriag e subsume s th e 
recurrin g Satlsfy-se x goal .  Also ,  sinc e 
marriag e require s th e partner s t o liv e 
together ,  the n i t  subsume s th e recurrin g 
Enjoy-compan y goa l  t o whic h bein g nea r  a 
love d on e i s instrumental . 

These examples promote a certain view of social 
relationship s a s bundle s o f  discret e goal s whic h happen , 
perhap s becaus e o f  cultura l  convention ,  t o b e package d 
together .  A s Schan k an d Abelso n (Ibid. :  127 )  summarize , 
"Eac h socia l  relationshi p carrie s wit h i t  a  packe t  o f 
goals. "  Thi s pape r  i s offere d a s a n alternativ e t o 
tha t  particula r  vie w o f  goal s an d socia l  relationships . 
I t  argue s tha t  marita l  goal s ar e no t  s o muc h package d 
togethe r  a s highl y organized ,  an d tha t  wha t  organize s 
the m I s a n underlyin g mode l  o f  marriag e which ,  fa r 
fro m bein g fixe d an d conventional .  I s constructe d b y 
th e Individua l  I n th e cours e o f  th e relationship . 
Perhap s th e bes t  wa y t o Introduc e thi s vie w o f  th e 

organizatio n o f  goal s I s t o quot e som e statement s b y 
Alex ,  a n Interviewe e o f  mine ,  o n th e subjec t  o f  hi s 
marriage .  Talkin g abou t  hi s preconception s o f  marriage , 
he says , 

6H-1: Well yeah 1 thought it was all going 
t o b e wonderful .  Yo u kno w i t  was—th e probler n 
of  se x wa s goin g t o b e solved .  Yo u kno w I  wa s 
an adolescen t  o r  barel y ou t  o f  adolescence , 
you know—thi s wa s a  wonderfu l  idea .  And ,  I 
don' t  know...yo u know—th e Idea—and—yo u 
really—you'r e askin g som e goo d question s 
becaus e ther e reall y ar e som e thing s tha t  I 
kne w abou t  an d tha t  I  wanted .  A  companio n an d 
friend .  Probabl y th e most .  Yo u know ,  th e 
thing s tha t  I  di d wan t  an d I  go t  ou t  o f  th e 
marriage .  Tha t  seeme d Importan t  then—t o hav e 
someone ther e al l  th e tim e tha t  yo u coul d rel y 
on.  An d tal k t o al l  th e tim e abou t  things . 
Somebody t o hel p an d somebod y t o hel p you ,  yo u 
know,  tha t  seeme d lik e a  rea l  goo d idea .  Tha t 
seemed lik e somethin g I  reall y wanted .  I t 
seemed lik e somethin g tha t  w e go t  ou t  o f  th e 
marriage .  Somebod y alway s there . 

In a second Interview, he goes back to this issue: 
6H-2: I think, right from the very beginning, I 

believ e I  mentione d o n th e othe r  tap e tha t  I 
fel t  the—talkin g abou t  the—wha t  was—di d yo u 
expec t  gettin g marrie d tha t  I  di d fee l  a  nee d 
fo r  a  companio n an d somebod y t o b e wit h me an d 
t o fulfil l  somethin g tha t  wa s empty ,  I  didn' t 
kno w wha t  i t  was .  An d I  thin k tha t  migh t  hav e 
been th e firs t  step—th e firs t  stag e o f  love . 
But  no w I' d sa y tha t  lov e is ,  t o me ,  i s th e 
desir e t o giv e mor e t o th e othe r  perso n tha n 
you'r e givin g t o yourself ,  a t  times .  Yo u 
kno w it' s  the ,  no t  onl y willingnes s t o 
accep t  th e par t  o f  marriag e wher e yo u hav e t o 
chang e an d adjust ,  bu t  a  stron g desir e t o d o 
so .  No t  onl y th e willingnes s t o accep t  tha t 
ther e ar e time s whe n th e othe r  part—perso n 
or  partne r  migh t  nee d som e help .  Bu t  th e 
desir e t o giv e help .  T o tha t  person .  Th e 
sor t  o f  lov e o f  th e fulfillin g th e othe r 
person' s needs . 

Later in the same Interview, talking about why some of 
th e couple s the y ha d bee n throw n togethe r  wit h i n th e 
Navy ha d marita l  difficulties : 
6H-2: Therewere certain things they married for. 

They' d gotte n whic h i t  ma y hav e bee n thei r 
dinne r  o n th e tabl e ever y nigh t  and ,  yo u V.no« , 
a war m bod y nex t  t o yo u i n bed .  Kn d I t 
suddenl y wen t  beyon d that .  I t  suddenl y go t 
int o conversation .  An d support ,  thing s o f 
tha t  sort .  An d that's—tha t  cause d som e 
difficulties . 

In a later interview, he describes giving advice to a 
Navy shipmate : 

6H-^: And he said he was going to get married and I 
said ,  "Well, "  I  said ,  " I  hop e yo u thin k abou t 
i t  rea l  har d becaus e I  thin k yo u migh t  fin d 
marriag e t o b e a  littl e bi t  surprisin g tha n 
what  I t  is .  Becaus e i t  wa s fo r  me .  Shockin g 
sometimes ,  yo u know ,  tha t  i t  wasn' t  al l  lov e 
and se x an d that' s it .  Yeah ,  tha t  ther e wa s 
some wor k t o b e done. " 

The first thing to be said about the '"goal 
subsumption "  mode l  o f  ro.Trriage,  then .  I s tha t  I t  I s a 
fol k model .  Th e reaso n wh y w e understan d marriag e a s 
subsumptio n o f  a  particula r  se t  o f  goals ,  i s  no t  becaus e 
socia l  relationship s necessaril y  subsum e multipl e goals , 
but  becaus e th e goa l  subsumptio n mode l  o f  marriag e I s a 
ver y common preconceptio n i n ou r  society .  T t  i s  not . 31 



however ,  th e onl y myt h abou t  marriage ;  another , 
sub-cultura l  one .  I s expresse d I n th e followin g segment s 
fro m Interview s wit h anothe r  husband , 

2H-7: The marriage thing, I think basically, 
i s  Jus t  a  menta l  thin g wher e yo u know ,  you'v e 
hear d s o man y thing s abou t  marriag e lik e I t ' s — 
marriag e hav e becom e somethin g lik e a  negativ e 
thing .  Yo u know ,  a  lo t  o f  people ,  yo u know , 
yo u know ,  it' s  Just—yo u jus t  hea r  s o much , 
you'v e neve r  bee n marrie d s o yo u don' t  know . 
You kno w yo u Jus t  hea r  s o man y thing s abou t 
when you'r e married ,  yo u know ,  thing s reall y 
change .  You r  wif e don' t  le t  yo u g o ou t  or , 
yo u know ,  you r  husban d don' t  le t  yo u g o ou t 
and ,  yo u hav e to—yo u know ,  yo u neve r  hav e 
any money ,  yo u can' t  spen d mone y o n wha t  yo u 
want  to .  Yo u kno w yo u hea r  s o man y things — 
when yo u ge t  marrie d you r  wif e don' t  wan t  yo u 
sexuall y anymor e o r  yo u don' t  wan t  you r  wif e 
and yo u hav e t o b e sneakin g her e an d ther e 
tryin g t o d o things .  Yo u know ,  thes e ar e 
thing s tha t  yo u hea r  an d becaus e o f  al l  this , 
yo u know ,  yo u know ,  it' s  lik e yo u hav e a — 
it' s  Jus t  lik e yo u sor t  o f  tak e cautio n an d 
say ,  "Wel l  let' s  tr y i t  ou t  firs t  an d the n 
we'll"—yo u know — 
You hea r  i t  al l  you r  lif e fro m a  ki d o n u p 
and fro m variou s people . 

2H-7: Your wife won't let you out and—or 
yo u go t  t o b e doin g something .  Yo u go t  t o 
kee p th e baby ,  you'r e babysitting ,  yo u know . 
And the y sa y thing s like ,  "You'r e babysittin g 
whil e you r  wif e i s ou t  i n th e streets ,  yo u 
know,  playin g around."  Or  yo u know ,  yo u know , 
the y pu t  a  lo t  of ,  yo u know ,  it' s  a  lo t  o f 
fear s being—it ,  yo u know ,  i t  b e a  lo t  o f 
fears— a lo t  o f  thing s tha t  people—yo u know , 
it' s  jus t  constantly ,  yo u know . 

2H-7: You know, so it's Just something 
constantl y yo u know .  It' s  lik e something — 
lik e it' s  th e en d o f  th e road ,  yo u know ,  t o 
get  married .  It' s  lik e you—you'r e jus t 
crazy .  You'r e ou t  o f  you r  mind ,  yo u know . 

2H-7: Okay, I'm single, okay and I'm going 
out  an d mayb e on e o f  my—somebody I  kno w a 
budd y o r  somebod y that' s married .  Okay ,  yo u 
hear  fro m women an d men .  Okay ,  an d you'r e 
singl e an d peopl e tel l  you ,  "Oh ,  you'r e s o 
lucky. "  Yo u know ,  yo u know ,  'You'r e singl e 
and yo u ca n g o ou t  her e an d se e al l  thes e 
women yo u wan t  t o see ,  yo u know ,  anywhere — 
yo u know ,  you'r e just—you'r e livin g th e 
life ,  yo u know ,  an d they'r e makin g yo u fee l 
like ,  "God, "  yo u know ,  "Marriag e i s lik e th e 
end o f  everything, "  yo u know . 

Marriage, In this view of Jimmy's does not so much 
solv e th e proble m o f  se x a s creat e it : 
2H-7: Marriage or whatever it is—it's a sex 

thing ,  yo u know .  Yo u go t  to—you r  se x go t  t o 
be cookin g al l  th e time ,  yo u know ,  o r  else , 
yo u know ,  yo u ain' t  doin g nothing ,  yo u know . 
And you'r e wif e may essential—o r  whoeve r  may 
Jus t  leav e yo u because ,  yo u know—or  yo u may 
hav e t o leave ,  yo u know ,  you r  wif e o r  you r 
woman because—o r  g o fo r  somebod y that's , 
yo u know ,  tha t  thing s ar e rolling ,  yo u know . 
Thi s i s wha t  societ y ha s pu t  int o you . 

Becaus e o f  thi s ver y stron g stereotyp e h e ha s bee n 
taught ,  Jimm y decide d h e i s neve r  goin g t o ge t  married , 

2H-2: I wouldn't want anything like a marriage 
t o Interfer e wit h my norma l  wa y o f  living .  I 
wouldn' t  wan t  t o Interrup t  my lif e t o be—yo u 
know,  mayb e becaus e I  fee l  lik e I  woul d probabl y 
be unhapp y becaus e n o woman woul d reall y giv e 
me,  maybe ,  th e freedo m tha t  1  need . 

Jlnmy's model might be dubbed the "goal-frustration" 
model  o f  marriage .  Ou r  cultura l  knowledg e o f  thi s 
model  shoul d assis t  u s i n understandin g storie s suc h as , 

Jimmy wanted his freedom. He decided not to 
get  married . 

or 

Jimmy di d no t  wan t  t o fee l  lik e h e ha d t o kee p 
sex cookin g al l  th e time .  H e determine d neve r 
t o ge t  married . 

The real-life excerpts above are taken from 
Interview s wit h tw o husband s i n a  large r  study ,  durin g 
whic h eac h spous e i n eleve n marriage s ha s bee n 
interviewe d fo r  a n averag e o f  15-1 6 hour s apiece . 
Interviewee s describ e thei r  preconception s o f  marriage , 
and mak e clea r  I n th e cours e o f  thes e extende d 
interview s wha t  the y thin k thei r  marriage s turne d ou t 
t o be .  T o Illustrat e ho w goal s ar e organize d b y thes e 
understanding s o f  marriag e whic h emerg e i n th e cours e 
of  it ,  I  woul d lik e t o provid e a  somewha t  extende d 
analysi s o f  Alex' s conceptualizatio n o f  hi s marriage , 
whic h 1  wil l  the n compar e wit h a  somewha t  briefe r  loo k 
at  anothe r  marriage . 
First of all, Alex sees his marriage as a joining 
togethe r  o f  tw o people ,  expresse d mor e specificall y i n 
two metaphor s h e use s agai n an d again :  MARRIAGE I S 
BEING A  COUPLE an d MARRIAGE I S A  PERSON.  Th e firs t  o f 
thes e metaphor s i s characteristi c o f  hi s description s 
of  th e earl y perio d o f  hi s thirteen-yea r  marriage ,  fo r 
exampl e i n thi s remembranc e o f  th e decisio n t o hav e a 
chil d whil e h e wa s i n th e Navy : 
6H-1: After I got the first promotion with 

th e ide a tha t  th e secon d on e migh t  b e coming . 
I  thin k that' s ho w i t  wa s an d tha t  wa s quit e 
successfu l  becaus e Shirle y go t  pregnan t  righ t 
away.  An d she ,  yo u know ,  whe n I  go t  bac k fro m 
Guantanam o sh e tol d me an d w e tol d th e new s 
t o everybod y an d i t  wa s a  reall y bi g deal . 
And I  thin k tha t  th e apartmen t  an d th e bab y 
and al l  o f  tha t  stuf f  reall y bega n t o com e 
down o n us ,  yo u know ,  an d w e starte d believin g 
tha t  w e wer e trul y a  couple .  An d w e wer e trul y 
a famil y an d reall y married . 

Here the equation between being married and being a 
coupl e i s explicit ;  an d bein g a  coupl e i s als o equate d 
wit h bein g a  family .  Al l  thre e continu e t o b e use d 
interchangeabl y throughou t  Alex' s interviews .  Th e 
firs t  identit y i s explore d i n th e followin g remark s 
abou t  a  coupl e the y kne w i n th e Navy : 

6H-2 :  Yo u kno w it' s  funn y there' s eve n a 
coupl e tha t  w e go t  t o kno w i n Icelan d tha t 
wer e Jus t  datin g there ,  the y Jus t  met  there . 
One o f  th e teacher s an d a  fello w tha t  wa s u p 
ther e wh o didn' t  ge t  marrie d fo r  years ,  bu t 
di d later .  I  mea n the y wen t  of f  o n thei r 
own—he wen t  further—h e wen t  ou t  t o th e Wes t 
Coast  an d go t  a  ship .  Sh e wen t  t o Okinaw a t o 
teach .  An d the y eventuall y go t  married .  An d 
we kne w the m ver y well ,  an d wer e clos e t o 
the m an d the y wer e jus t  datin g then .  An d the y 
ende d u p gettin g marrie d an d havin g a  ver y 
soli d marriage ,  no w wit h a  child .  An d w e se e 
them ,  the y live d i n Okinaw a fo r  a  whil e an d 
the n the y wen t  t o Germany .  An d that' s another — 
it' s  amazin g ho w tha t  happened . 
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I :  Why? 

6H-2: Well that—I still feel like—I still— 
I  kne w the m a s a  couple ,  eve n then .  You  kno w 
I  alway s sa w the n a s a  couple ,  eve n thoug h 
the y really—the y weren' t  I n th e sam e 
relationshi p a s th e othe r  couple s tha t  w e 
knew,  bu t  the y ende d u p tha t  way .  What' s 
amazin g i s ho w tha t  coupl e forme d th e sam e 
sor t  o f  marriag e tha t  th e othe r  marrie d 
couple s tha t  w e kne w alread y had . 

Alex is amazed that his perception of them as a married 
coupl e turne d ou t  t o b e accurate .  Th e secon d equation , 
betwee n bein g a  coupl e an d bein g a  famil y i s elaborate d 
furthe r  i n thi s segment : 

6H-1: That, you know, we were now a family. 
Jus t  th e tw o o f  us ,  w e wer e a  family ,  an d 
that—an d th e commitmen t  wa s t o mak e tha t 
famil y move .  You  know ,  tha t  i t  wa s goin g t o 
be a  soli d thing—yo u kno w I t  va s goin g t o b e 
a—you kno w jus t  lik e th e parents '  ha d been — 
the y were—an d al l  th e peopl e w e knew ,  aroun d 
us .  Remember  o f  cours e tha t  thi s mas s divorc e 
thin g whic h i s goin g o n now ,  hadn't—wa s no t 
goin g o n then .  Thi s was—we go t  marrie d i n 
'67 ,  1  gues s I t  was .  Januar y '67 . 

A couple is a family. This excerpt also Introduces a 
goal—t o mak e tha t  famil y move .  Th e juxtapositio n o f 
thi s observatio n wit h th e comment s abou t  contrastin g 
marriage s bac k the n wit h th e mas s divorc e o f  th e 
presen t  tim e make s clea r  tha t  wha t  Ale x mean s b y a 
famil y tha t  move s i s a  marrlaji e whic h doe s no t  en d i n 
divorce .  Thu s on e goa l  o f  BEIN G A  COUPLE (an d henc e a 
family )  i s  permanence .  Thi s excerp t  als o hint s a t  ho w 
tha t  permanenc e i s t o b e attained—a n issu e whic h wil l 
be take n u p below . 
The COUPLE metaphor Is associated not only with the 
goal  o f  permanence ,  bu t  als o wit h th e furthe r  goal s 
(Preservatio n Goals ,  i n Schan k an d Abelson' s ibid. : 
115-116 )  o f  exclusivity ,  proximity ,  an d share d 
experience .  Th e firs t  o f  thes e goal s emerge s i n Alex' s 
description s o f  severa l  incident s earl y i n th e marriage , 
revolvin g aroun d hi s wife' s fllrtatlousnes s an d untowar d 
Interes t  i n men .  Ale x ha s thi s t o say : 
6H-1: 1 think I decided It was time for 

Shirle y t o sto p foolin g aroun d wit h an y othe r 
guys .  An d tha t  [GETTIN G HARRIED)  wa s th e on e 
way 1  though t  I  coul d convinc e he r  t o d o that . 
Othe r  tha n tha t  sh e wa s goin g t o part y fo r  th e 
res t  o f  he r  life . 

from which it is clear that being married implies 
exclusivity .  Th e relationshi p betwee n BEIN G A  COUPLE 
and exclusivit y I s stil l  cleare r  i n anothe r  strikin g 
passag e abou t  hi s respons e t o he r  emotiona l  ti e t o he r 
parents : 
6H-1: I think it was significant because you 

kno w I  mad e a  ver y stron g decisio n the n and , 
you know ,  we—Shirle y wen t  alon g an d I  thin k 
tha t  wa s on e o f  th e firs t  time s tha t  I  ha d 
said ,  "I' m goin g t o separat e yo u fro m you r 
parents. "  I n a  ver y decisiv e manne r  an d 
"Thi s I s wha t  we'r e goin g t o do. "  An d yo u 
know,  "You'r e goin g t o follo w me here ,  you'r e 
goin g t o g o wit h me her e a s you r  husband. " 
Maybe I t  was ,  you  know—lookin g bac k o n tha t 
I—maybe tha t  seems—sound s a  littl e 
chauvinisti c bu t  1  thin k I t  wa s a  declaratio n 
tha t  w e hav e a  marriag e an d it' s  jus t  tw o o f 
us i n thi s marriag e no t  four . 

Thi s segmen t  offer s a n unusuall y clea r  glimps e Int o th e 
interna l  logi c b y whic h a  goa l  follow s fro m a  metaphor — 
probabl y becaus e Ale x i s her e recappin g th e ver y 
argumen t  whic h h e use d t o persuad e hi s wife .  Thu s "w e 
hav e a  marriage "  set s ou t  th e initia l  assumption ;  "it' s 
jus t  th e tw o o f  u s i n thi s marriage "  establishe s th e 
identit y o f  a  "marriage "  wit h a  "couple" ;  "no t  four "  I s 
a logica l  inferenc e followin g fro m "jus t  th e tw o o f  us, " 
and i n tur n supplie s a  reaso n fo r  th e goa l  o f 
exclusivity ,  her e t o b e realize d b y separatin g he r  fro m 
her  parents .  Suc h a  chai n o r  reasonin g I s no t  ofte n 
made explici t  i n thes e description s o f  marriages ; 
rather ,  th e lin k betwee n a  give n marita l  metapho r  an d 
a give n marita l  goa l  mus t  ofte n b e inferre d fro m thei r 
juxtaposition ,  fro m mor e scattere d piece s o f  logi c 
whic h ca n b e piece d togethe r  t o relat e them ,  an d fro m 
thei r  recurrenc e an d emphasi s a s common theme s i n a 
give n individual' s interviews .  Thus ,  i t  doe s no t 
surpris e u s t o lear n tha t  Ale x repeatedl y stresse s th e 
furthe r  goa l  o f  proximity .  Talkin g abou t  thei r  decisio n 
whethe r  o r  no t  t o accep t  .- > pos t  i n Iceland ,  a  statio n 
whic h provide d housin g fo r  families ,  h e says : 
6H-2: I think if you're separated by necessity, 

i f  ther e i s n o choic e abou t  it ,  that' s on e 
thing .  The n yo u become—yo u know ,  you'r e tie d 
togethe r  b y you r  letter s an d you'r e bot h 
fightin g it .  An d that' s a  differen t  thing . But  t o b e give n a  chance—t o b e tol d tha t  you 
may sta y togethe r  tha t  everythin g ha d bee n 
cleared ,  tha t  w e ha d a  place .  I t  ha d al l  bee n 
settled ,  an d the n t o say ,  "I' m no t  goin g t o go. " 
That  woul d hav e bee n a  breac h o f  th e fait h o f 
th e marriage .  I t  woul d hav e bee n har d t o 
overcome . 

Choosing to stay together at every opportunity Is a 
consequenc e o f  th e proximit y goal ;  an d maintainin g tie s 
durin g force d separations  i s a n attemp t  t o overcom e th e 
circumstance s whic h preven t  proximity .  Letter-writin g 
was a  majo r  shipboar d activit y durin g hi s oversea s 
trip s i n th e Navy ;  an d nowadays ,  o n busines s trips ,  h e 
makes lon g dall y phon e call s home .  Whil e separation s 
can b e "fought "  i n thes e ways ,  a  marriag e may no t  b e 
abl e t o sustai n extremel y length y ones : 
6H-2: But I thought that would be two years 

lik e tha t  [APART ]  woul d hav e don e sever e 
damage t o ou r  marriage .  I  thin k i t  would , 
you  know ,  i t  woul d hav e don e sever e damag e 
and i f  w e weren' t  th e sam e peopl e tha t  w e ar e 
righ t  no w tha t  migh t  hav e happened .  An d tha t 
ther e I s on e o f  th e weakenin g thing s o f  a 
tri p oversea s lik e that . 

It can be Inferred that separation causes damage by 
blockin g th e proximit y goal ,  jus t  a s Shirley' s 
flirtation s blocke d th e exclusivit y goal .  Elsewher e h e 
describe s he r  fllrtatlousnes s a s "jeopardizin g ou r 
relationship "  befor e the y wer e married . 
Another consequence of the proximity goal is that 
parting s ar e difficult ;  a  nimibe r  o f  incident s hav e t o 
do wit h sorrowfu l  departures : 
6H-6: I think the thing that bothers me the 

most  an d sometime s I t  bother s me whe n I  leav e 
i n th e mornin g I s i f  somethin g happen s t o 
eithe r  on e o f  u s an d we'l l  don' t  se e eac h 
othe r  again .  An d tha t  make s me—I—ever y onc e 
I n a  whil e tha t  though t  strike s me—maybe i t 
doesn' t  othe r  peopl e wh o ar e married—an d I t 
makes me ver y sad .  An d I  jus t  wan t  t o g o bac k 
and sa y som e more—an d sometime s we're—it' s 
ver y har d fo r  us ,  yo u know ,  we'l l  b e ver y slo w 
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at  partin g an d Shirle y wil l  som e mornings , 
yo u know .  Jus t  goin g t o wor k Shirley'1 1 b e 
at  th e doo r  wavin g t o me an d stuff .  That' 9 
Importan t  1  thin k t o bot h o f  u s tha t  w e d o 
car e enoug h that—an d eve n littl e departure s 
ar e Important . 

Talking about his out-of-town business trips, which 
he doe s no t  enjoy ,  Ale x dwell s o n anothe r  goal—tha t  o f 
sharin g experience .  Thi s ca n b e see n a s a  logica l 
consequenc e o f  th e proximit y goal .  Share d experienc e 
bot h require s proximity ,  an d affirm s it . 

6H-6: Now I would not choose to take a 
vacatio n alone .  Tha t  woul d b e terribl e t o me . 
I  woul d prefe r  t o hav e Shirle y wit h me .  O n 
any sor t  o f  vacatio n o r  pleasan t  busines s a t 
all .  An y sor t  o f  rea l  pleasan t  tim e I  prefe r 
t o hav e he r  wit h me becaus e i f— I  reall y woul d 
prefe r  t o shar e thos e experience s wit h her . 
I n fact ,  on e o f  th e thing s tha t  I  don' t  lik e 
abou t  th e trip s is—thos e trip s whic h ar e 
clearl y jus t  fo r  me .  When I  d o g o t o someplac e 
ver y goo d t o ea t  o r  I  ge t  t o g o t o a  show ,  I 
reall y fee l  badl y abou t  he r  no t  bein g ther e 
becaus e w e don' t  hav e tha t  a s a  share d 
experienc e anymore .  An d thos e show s an d goo d 
meal s an d thing s lik e tha t  tha t  we'v e don e a s 
a share d thin g ar e reall y importan t  t o u s an d 
hav e been—ar e goo d moment s fo r  u s i n ou r 
marriage . 

So much so that, 
6H-6: I'd probably feel more guilty about 

goin g t o a  sho w tha n almos t  anythin g els e we' d 
do becaus e th e tw o o f  u s lov e t o g o t o a  show . 
And I  woul d probably—I' m goin g t o b e I n Ne w 
Yor k fo r  abou t  a  week—or  i n Stamfor d fo r  abou t 
a wee k i n January .  An d I' m goin g t o b e i n — 
abou t  8  day s I' m goin g t o b e awa y i n Januar y 
includin g 4  o r  5  i n Stamford .  An d whe n we'r e 
i n Stamfor d w e ofte n ge t  ticket s t o Ne w Yor k 
shows—tak e a  trai n in .  An d I' m sur e we'l l 
go se e som e shows .  I' m goin g t o tr y my bes t 
t o go—t o tal k peopl e int o show s tha t  Shirle y 
woul d no t  wan t  t o g o to ,  bu t  I  would . 

And as the following excerpt shows, this goal of 
sharin g experience s ha s a  no t  inconsequentia l  influenc e 
on th e couple' s economi c decisions : 

6H-6: But I also think that it's excellent 
when I—yo u know ,  whe n I  ca n hav e th e chanc e 
t o hav e J .  along .  No t  t o sho w he r  tha t  I' m 
workin g har d becaus e I  wouldn' t  tak e he r  o n 
a tri p whe n there' s n o choic e bu t  t o wor k 1 2 
hour s a  day .  Lik e th e tri p t o th e Carribea n 
woul d hav e bee n ridiculou s fo r  he r  t o g o o n 
becaus e i t  was—ther e were—day s bega n a t 
7 i n th e mornin g an d endin g a t  7:3 0 i n th e 
evenin g o f  work .  An d nothin g pleasan t  a t  al l 
happening .  Bu t  I f  it' s  goin g t o b e fo r  a 
meetin g situatio n wher e th e amount—actua l 
wor k I s margina l  an d ther e ar e spous e affair s 
goin g alon g wit h i t  an d ther e ar e mayb e eve n 
some socia l  affair s wit h I t  a  danc e o r  dinner s 
or  thing s o f  tha t  sort .  An d it' s  apparen t 
tha t  a  wif e woul d be—o r  a  spous e woul d b e ver y 
much welcom e an d comfortabl e ther e the n yes , 
you know ,  b y al l  mean s we'v e gon e Int o deb t 
ove r  those .  I  mea n w e reall y have .  We'v e 
spen t  mor e tha n w e shoul d hav e ofte n o n those , 
withou t  a  hesitan t  mind ,  an d I  stil l  don' t 
loo k bac k o n the m an d thin k tha t  tha t  wa s mone y 
wasted .  B y n o mean s wa s tha t  mone y wasted . 

They hav e "mad e a  lo t  o f  wonderfu l  trips' '  whic h hav e 
"bee n on e o f  th e highlight s o f  ou r  marriage. "  Sh e i n 
turn ,  jump s a t  th e chanc e t o g o o n a  tri p wit h him ,  an d 
Insist s tha t  the y fin d a  recreationa l  activit y t o d o 
together—th e on e the y hav e settle d o n i s ic e skatin g 

6H-2: Because at the time we were sort of 
lookin g fo r  somethin g t o d o togethe r  an d 
Shirley—th e option s sh e ha d brough t  u p wer e 
unacceptabl e t o me ,  particularl y th e on e t o 
go squar e dancing .  Tha t  wa s on e tha t  I  ha d 
just—w e trie d som e sports ,  w e di d volleybal l 
fo r  a  whil e bu t  the n I  jus t  hur t  my shoulder . 
And I  couldn' t  pla y volleybal l  anymore .  Bu t 
we—Shirle y said ,  I  remembe r  he r  saying ,  "W e 
don' t  d o anythin g together, "  o r  something ,  yo u 
know,  sh e ha d on e o f  these—an d I  was ,  I  said , 
"That' s crazy. "  Yo u know ,  "W e liv e togethe r 
we hav e al l  sort s o f  thing s w e d o togethe r  al l 
th e time, "  bu t  sh e wante d somethin g specifi c 
she coul d pu t  he r  finge r  o n tha t  w e di d 
together . 

Just as forced separations are met by attempts to 
remai n tie d togethe r  a t  a  distance ,  unavoidabl e 
occasion s whe n pleasurabl e experience s canno t  b e share d 
ar e countere d wit h effort s t o shar e thes e experience s 
vicariously : 
6H-6: If I go to a show I—once I've gone, 

yo u know ,  onc e it' s  to o late ,  yo u know ,  no t 
t o go .  I  tr y t o tel l  he r  a s muc h a s I  ca n t o 
shar e wit h her .  Sh e spend s a  lo t  o f  tim e 
lookin g rea l  sa d whe n I' m tellin g he r  abou t 
it .  T o mak e sur e tha t  I  kno w tha t  sh e woul d 
prefe r  t o hav e bee n ther e bu t  I  d o tel l  her . 
In—and nea t  restaurant s tha t  I'v e bee n t o o r 
somethin g lik e that .  Place s tha t  I  woul d lik e 
to ,  i n th e future—us ,  yo u know ,  hav e u s g o t o 
together . 

Jus t  a s h e fille d hi s oversea s letter s wit h detail s o f 
hi s lif e i n th e Navy ,  h e share s wit h he r  al l  th e detail s 
of  hi s busines s trips—"An d th e tri p i s somethin g t o b e 
discusse d wit h he r  a s fa r  a s I' m concerned"—a s wel l  a s 
th e in s an d out s o f  offic e politics .  A  medi a specialis t 
fo r  a  larg e company ,  h e bring s al l  o f  th e film s h e ha s a 
hand i n producin g hom e fo r  he r  t o view .  Sh e alway s 
presse s hi m fo r  mor e detail s o f  hi s solitar y trips : 
6H-6: My memory is not as good as hers for 

details .  An d sh e alway s want s mor e detail s an d 
usuall y wha t  happen s t o me i s I  don' t  remember . 
As soo n a s I  ge t  bac k I  hav e troubl e wit h som e 
detail s bu t  ove r  th e nex t  wee k o r  tw o week s o r 
maybe a  period— a lon g perio d o f  tim e a s I 
remember  mor e detail s I  tel l  her .  Bu t  I  tel l 
her  abou t  thing s lik e th e politic s an d th e 
meetin g itsel f  an d wha t  happene d an d she' s 
reall y my soundin g boar d o n a  lo t  o f  tha t  stuff . 
When they'v e bee n difficul t  meeting s sh e reall y 
i s a  soundin g board .  I've ,  alway s share d my 
wor k wit h Shirley . 

A potential of being joined to another person is that 
tha t  unio n ca n becom e eve n close r  ove r  time ,  an d Ale x 
characterize s hi s marriag e i n thi s way .  H e talk s o f 
how the y ar e "muc h mor e tie d t o eac h othe r  no w tha n w e 
wer e then .  We wer e stil l  tw o independen t  people, " 
implyin g tha t  no w the y ar e not .  H e feel s "mor e i n love" ; 
romanti c lov e ha s "deepene d an d grow n stronger. "  The y 
lik e t o b e wit h eac h othe r  more ,  an d als o t o d o thing s 
fo r  eac h othe r  mor e tha n before .  T o separat e himsel f 
fro m hi s wif e an d childre n become s mor e an d mor e 
difficult : 
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6H-4 :  I  jus t  don' t  thin k marriag e i s abou t 
me.  I  thin k It' c  abou t  u s an d eac h tim e yo u 
add anothe r  perso n i n ther e tha t  perso n become s 
ver y deepl y involved . 

Addin g children .  It' s  har d fo r  me t o se e ho w 
you ca n separat e yoursel f  fro m al l  o f  thes e 
othe r  individual s tha t  you'v e becom e s o tie d 
to .  Othe r  marriage s may no t  b e lik e min e an d 
Shirley' e wher e 1  feel ,  yo u know ,  tha t  w e ar e 
thi s close . 

6H-4 :  1  certainl y believ e tha t  Shirle y a s a n 
individua l  shoul d hav e he r  right s an d 
privilege s a s 1  thin k 1  should .  Bu t  I  als o 
believ e ver y strongl y i n Shirle y an d Ale x a s 
th e marrie d coupl e o r  th e D .  famil y a s i t 
exist s her e a s th e famil y tha t  i n itsel f  ha s 
right s an d privilege s thi t  mus t  b e see n to . 

Individual needs may interfere with the needs of the 
marriage .  An d analysis ,  Ale x believes ,  wil l  creat e thi s 
interferenc e becaus e i t  promote s individua l  needs : 

At  som e point ,  an d increasingl y a s hi s stor y move s 
towar d th e present ,  h e begin s t o tal k abou t  th e 
marriag e itsel f  a s n o longe r  "tw o independen t  people " 
couple d together ,  bu t  a s a  perso n I n it s ow n right : 

6H-1: When Shirley came back we shortly after 
tha t  go t  a n apartmen t  an d I  thin k tha t  wa s 
th e beginnin g o f  som e goo d things .  We wer e 
reall y mor e upse t  abou t  th e ship' s leavin g 
tha n w e ha d bee n abou t  anythin g els e an d I 
thin k tha t  wa s a  sig n tha t  w e wer e beginnin g 
t o reall y fee l  fo r  ou r  marriage . 

In a series of similarly striking metaphors, he speaks 
of  th e marriag e growin g an d maturing , 

6M-6: Our marriage and our love has grown a 
grea t  dea l  ove r  th e year s an d onl y i n th e las t 
maybe eight ,  nine ,  te n yenr s d o I  fee l  tha t 
it' s  reall y matured . 

and as something he has a confidence in: 

6H-2: I think we pass the crisis then and I 
had a  confidenc e i n ou r  marriag e the n whic h 
I  thin k I  wa s lackin g righ t  a t  th e poin t  whe n 
we were—yo u know ,  wel l  lik e I  sai d w e —I 
don' t  thin k w e go t  t o kno w eac h othe r  i n tha t 
ver y intimat e wa y unti l  w e go t  overseas . 

Elsewhere he speaks of some things as being "a breach of 
th e fait h o f  th e marriage, "  more  o r  les s "goo d fo r  a 
marriage, "  "helpfu l  t o a  marriag e situation, "  "har d fo r 
th e mnrriage, "  an d "challengin g t o marriages, " 

eH-l: There is certain kinds of analysis, 
encounte r  group s an d al l  sort s o f  thing s ar e 
done no w tha t  d o focu s o n th e individual . 
Yes,  an d 1  thin k tha t  i s  challengin g t o 
marriages .  What  i t  reall y come s dow n to ,  th e 
bi g questio n is ,  shoul d th e couple s tha t 
brea k up ,  a s a  resul t  o f  havin g thes e things , 
shoul d the y hav e bee n marrie d a t  all ? Mayb e 
thos e marriage s weren' t  an y goo d anyway .  Bu t 
you the n begi n t o wonder—tak e thi s a  ste p 
further--yo u wonde r  i f  an y marriag e woul d 
make i t  give n the—give n egotism .  I f  yo u pu t 
th e sel f  ahea d o f  th e marriage ,  i f  an y marriage s 
woul d last .  What  I' m sayin g i s tha t  I  mysel f 
don' t  kno w whethe r  analysi s destroy s tha t  typ e 
of  relationship ,  o r  whethe r  i t  jus t  point s ou t 
th e problem s wit h tha t  typ e o f  relationship . 

Here the goal of marital permanence is recast in terms 
of  huma n survival—Ale x wonder s "i f  an y marriag e woul d 
make it. "  An d anothe r  goa l  i s  introduced ,  tha t  o f 
unselfishnes s towar d one' s spouse .  Thi s i s expresse d 
elsewher e a s "th e desir e t o giv e more  t o th e otfte r 
perso n tha n you'r e givin g t o yourself ,  a t  times "  an d 
"th e nee d t o giv e I n th e marriage. "  Egotism ,  b y 
contrast ,  i s  "puttin g th e sel f  ahea d o f  th e marriage. " 
The exa< t  logi c o f  unselfishnes s a s a  goa l  o f  marriag e 
as a  PERSON i s spelle d ou t  i n th e followin g statemen t 
concernin g th e effect s o f  hi s wife' s analysis ;  thi s 
statemen t  make s us e o f  th e PERSON metapho r  onc e again : 

6H-4 :  Ou r  marriag e i s a  ver y goo d thin g fo r 
bot h o f  us .  Ha s bee n a  goo d thin g fo r  bot h 
of  us .  An d i s the—t o me i s th e bes t  thin g 
i n th e worl d fo r  bot h o f  us .  An d i n analysi s 
yo u have  t o dea l  wit h 100 % o f  yourself ,  me . 
You know ,  th e "me "  generatio n i s ofte n brough t 
up.  An d on e o f  th e thing s that' s brough t  u p 
i s the— a lo t  o f  analysis .  A  lo t  o f  these , 
"the  importanc e o f  lookin g ou t  fo r  Number  One " 
typ e concepts .  Wel l  that' s wha t  analysi s i s 
t o a  grea t  degree .  You'r e reall y goin g afte r 
yoursel f  an d you r  analys t  i s  alway s saying , 
"Yo u have  a  righ t  t o this ,  yo u hav e a  righ t  t o 
that ,  yo u hav e a  righ t  t o — "  Yo u know ,  "Othe r 
peopl e hav e n o right. "  Wel l  tha t  reall y work s 
ver y wel l  whe n you'r e i n analysis .  I t  doesn' t 
wor k ver y wel l  whe n you'r e i n th e middl e o f  a 
marriage .  Becaus e a  marriag e i s no t  that .  A 
marriag e i s somethin g else .  It' s  somethin g 
wher e yo u hav e t o be--hav e t o giv e awa y par t 
of  thi s righ t  t o alway s react ,  certainly . 

Therefore Alex is afraid of analysis; for analysis 
threaten s marriag e b y blockin g th e marital  unselfishnes s 
goal  i n th e sam e wa y a s hi s wife' s flirtatiousnes s 
threatene d th e marriag e b y blockin g th e goa l  o f 
exclusivity ,  an d extende d separatio n threatene d th e 
marriag e b y blockin g th e proximit y goal : 
6H-4: When Shirley was in analysis for a 

shor t  perio d o f  time .  When tha t  happene d 
tha t  wa s ver y har d o n me and ,  yo u know ,  w e ha d 
a ver y goo d marriage .  An d I  thin k analysis— I 
was afrai d analysi s wa s goin g t o rui n it .  An d 
I  suspec t  tha t  Shirle y i s too .  Becaus e sh e 
sai d t o me ,  " I  drea d th e da y yo u eve r  g o int o 
analysi s becaus e I  don' t  kno w i f  you'll—yo u 
know,  I  don' t  kno w what' = goin g t o happe n t o 
you. "  Yo u know—and—as i f  somethin g migh t 
happe n t o ou r  marriage . 

At the same time Alex agrees that individuals have the 
righ t  t o fin d ou t  wh o the y ar e an d wha t  the y wan t  ou t  o f 
life ,  an d h e wonder s whethe r  ther e isn' t  some  alternativ e 
way "t o analyz e peopl e i n a  marriag e a s oppose d t o 
analyzin g peopl e wh o ar e no t  i n a  marriag e situation. " 
Because ,  a s h e say s abou t  individua l  analysis ,  i n on e 
fina l  metaphor , 
6H-4: If you start to take one part—it's 

somethin g lik e tryin g t o analyz e onl y on e sid e 
of  my brain .  T o tak e on e par t  o f  th e famil y 
and dea l  tha t  way . 

I  a m arguin g tha t  metaphor s engende r  goals .  MARRIAGE 
I S BEIN G A  COUPLE engender s th e marital  goal s o f 
permanence ,  exclusivity ,  proximit y an d share d experience , 
becaus e thes e ar e propertie s o f  BEIN G A  COUPLE whic h 
realiz e th e chose n metaphor .  Thi s metapho r  engender s 
th e furthe r  goal s o f  connectednes s durin g separatio n an d 
vicariou s sharin g o f  separat e experience s becaus e thes e 
ar e alternativ e way s o f  realizin g th e goal s o f  proximit y 
and share d experience ,  respectively .  I n th e sam e way , 
MARRIAGE I S A  PERSON entail s th e goa l  o f  marita l 
unselfishness .  Bu t  marita l  metaphors ,  themselves ,  ar e 
organize d b y underlyin g conceptualizations .  Th e logi c 
whic h link s thes e tw o metaphor s seem s t o b e a  processua l 
one—tha t  o f  tw o independen t  peopl e couple d togethe r  an d 
mergin g int o a  singl e person . 
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A furthe r  se t  o f  metaphor s ubiquitou s I n Alex' s 
thinking ,  marriag e a s som e kin d o f  MANUFACTURED PRODUCT, 
I s linke d t o th e metaphor ,  MARRIAGE I S BEIN G A  COUPLE. 
Thi s i s don e b y equatin g on e particula r  propert y o f 
BEING A  COUPLE—permanence—with a  propert y take n b y 
MANUFACTURED PRODUCTS—durability .  Th e reasonin g i s 
reveale d I n on e o f  th e intervie w segment s above : 
6H-1: That, you know, we were now a family. 

Jus t  th e tw o o f  us ,  w e wer e a  family ,  an d 
that—an d th e commitmen t  wa s t o mak e tha t 
famil y move .  Yo u know ,  tha t  i t  wa s goin g t o 
be a  soli d thin g 

"just like the parents' had been," with an ensuing 
discussio n o f  marriag e i n th e '60' s contraste d wit h th e 
mass divorc e o f  today .  Anothe r  passag e whic h make s 
explici t  th e rel.itionshi p betwee n produc t  manufactur e 
and permanenc y i s 

6H-1: Wlien we got the apartment in Virginia 
Beach i n Norfol k i t  wa s reall y nice .  An d i t 
was—I  hav e ver y fon d memorie s o f  tha t  plac e 
and ou r  marriag e a t  tha t  place .  I  thin k w e 
bega n t o reall y for m a  marriag e there .  Th e 
fac t  tha t  Shirle y go t  pregnan t  als o Indicate s 
we wer e gettin g int o somethin g mor e permanent . 

Thus strong or solid or good marriages, or what Alex 
elsewher e call s successfu l  marriages ,  lik e hi s own ,  ar e 
thos e whic h ar e permanent .  Hi s comparison s wit h othe r 
couple s inevitabl y emplo y th e DURABLE PRODUCT metapho r 
t o distinguis h betwee n thes e marriage s an d other s whic h 
ar e "weak, "  o r  "broken'' : 

6H-2: And we were relying on the kind of 
lookin g a t  eac h othe r  an d saying ,  "Well, " 
yo u know ,  "Wh o ar e you? "  No w peopl e wer e 
doin g tha t  u p there ,  marrie d couple s wer e 
doin g tha t  quit e ofte n an d i t  resulte d quit e 
ofte n I n broke n marriages .  Ther e wa s a  lo t 
of  troubl e wit h that .  A  lo t  o f  couple s wh o 
came u p ther e [T O ICELAND ]  ha d problems . 
And som e othe r  couple s tha t  cam e u p ther e 
seemed t o b e ver y stron g i n thei r  marriages , 
when the y lef t  there ,  a s I  thin k w e were .  An d 
we remaine d goo d friends ,  althoug h long-distanc e 
friends ,  wit h som e o f  thes e couples .  Tha t  w e 
kne w u p ther e wh o wer e ou r  age ,  wh o ha d goo d 
stron g marriages ,  an d whos e marriage s wer e 
obviousl y strengthene d b y th e sta y there .  O r 
at  leas t  no t  weakene d b y it .  I  thin k ou r 
marriag e wa s strengthene d there .  I  thin k w e 
did—we wer e force d t o loo k a t  eac h othe r  ver y 
closely . 

Whil e Ale x i s "no t  exactl y sur e wh y on e marriag e work s 
and anothe r  doesn't, "  h e doe s hav e Idea s abou t  wha t  ha s 
made hi s ow n marriage ,  an d othe r  stron g marriage s h e 
has known ,  work : 

6H-2: Well I'd say there's something about 
thos e peopl e tha t  w e knew ,  the y ha d a  basi c 
soli d foundatio n i n thei r  marriage s tha t 
coul d b e shape d int o somethin g good . 

Here the product is an edifice of some sort, to allow 
th e notio n tha t  wha t  i s critica l  I s a  soli d foundation . 
The foundation ,  h e believes ,  i s ''commitment" : 

6H-2: The couples that we knew that it was 
working ,  I  don' t  thin k ther e wa s an y questio n 
i n thei r  mind s abou t  gettin g married .  Al l  o f 
the m wer e prett y sur e tha t  the y wante d t o ge t 
married .  An d the y wer e prett y sur e the y kne w 
what  t o d o wit h marriage .  An d thi s wa s tru e 
abou t  u s too ,  eve n though ,  I'v e sai d ove r  an d 
ove r  again ,  yo u know ,  ho w muc h we'v e change d 
and ho w muc h ou r  relationshi p ha s matured . 

(Here he refers to the MARRIAGE IS A PERSON metaphor, 
whic h I s no t  applicabl e i n thi s context) , 

I still, at the very beginning, I said, you 
know,  righ t  awa y w e kne w ther e wa s a 
commitment .  An d thi s wa s th e sam e thin g tha t 
was basicall y tru e abou t  al l  thes e couples . 
I  thin k the y al l  go t  marrie d thinkin g tha t 
thi s wa s "th e thing. "  Th e righ t  thin g t o d o 
and i t  mad e sens e t o them . 

in his own case the commitment to marriage is attributable 
t o background ,  an d i t  become s clea r  tha t  th e commitmen t 
Itsel f  i s  abou t  no t  givin g u p th e marriage ;  now ,  perhaps , 
permanenc e i s equate d wit h th e tenacit y o f  th e effor t 
rathe r  tha n th e durabilit y  o f  th e product : 

6H-1: I think we're just lucky as hell, that 
we hav e a  goo d marriage .  An d I  thin k it' s  no t 
Jus t  du e t o luc k bu t  als o th e fac t  tha t  bot h 
of  u s are—hav e dee p coranltment s t o th e concep t 
of  marriag e base d o n ou r  background s an d 
upbringing .  We couldn' t  hav e give n thi s u p 
onc e w e mad e th e commitmen t  t o it ,  withou t 
tremendou s trauma . 

He attributes this attitude to the common cultural 
heritag e h e share s wit h hi s wife ,  becaus e "Jewis h 
familie s ar e stron g an d such "  an d "th e cultura l  heritag e 
get s carrie d on. "  Eve n thoug h hi s parents '  marriage , 
unlik e hi s own ,  i s fa r  fro m ideal . 

Stron g marriage s ar e les s likel y t o brea k tha n wea k ones . 
But  th e introductio n o f  th e DURABLE PRODUCT metapho r 
seems t o permi t  a  proliferatio n o f  metaphor s expandin g 
thi s notio n o f  marriag e a s som e kin d o f  MANUFACTURED 
PRODUCT.  A  common on e Ale x use s i s a  metapho r  o f 
marriag e a s a  productio n o r  project ,  th e effor t  a t 
makin g th e marriage ,  a n effor t  whic h i n hi s word s eithe r 
"works "  o r  doesn' t  work ,  an d whic h yo u hav e t o "wor k at " 
and "wor k out. "  I n on e version ,  th e resul t  i s  a 
decidedl y home-mad e product : 
6H-4: Maybe this is just for us. Maybe this 

has nothin g t o d o wit h anybod y else .  Bu t  i t 
coul d b e that—ou r  situatio n whe n w e go t 
marrie d wa s suc h tha t  w e ha d lot s o f  roo m t o 
adjust .  Becaus e w e didn' t  hav e an y ide a wh.-i t 
we wer e gettin g Into .  Tha t  gav e u s a  lo t  o f 
roo m t o adjust .  An d b y th e tim e w e ha d bee n 
throug h th e firs t  yea r  w e realized ,  yo u know , 
ther e woul d hav e t o b e adjustment s made .  An d 
a fe w year s afterward s whe n thing s reall y go t 
seriou s w e were—yo u know ,  whe n th e marriag e 
was strong ,  i t  wa s ver y stron g becaus e i t  wa s 
made a s w e wen t  along—i t  wa s sor t  o f  a  do-it -
yoursel f  project . 

6H-7 :  I  thin k the y believ e i n hom e an d famil y 
to o an d perhap s I'v e gotte n thi s stron g feelin g 
abou t  hom e an d famil y fro m th e fac t  tha t  they'r e 
togethe r  despit e al l  thi s bickerin g an d arguing , 
yo u know ,  the y woul d neve r  thin k o f  divorcing , 
I  don' t  believe .  X  don' t  thin k i t  eve r  crosse d 
thei r  minds . 

But there are other factors which worked for he and his 
wife : 

6H-2: I will only say this, what worked for us 
is ,  w e hav e a  common cultura l  background .  We 
hav e th e Jewis h heritag e whicl i  i s  ver y strong — 
tha t  heritag e i s ver y stron g an d ha s mad e a 
differenc e fo r  us .  We ar e supportiv e o f  eac h 
othe r  an d w e ar e very ,  ver;/complimentar y t o 
eac h other . 

He elaborates on this latter "asset": 
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6H-4 :  I  thin k tha t  w e wer e s o differen t  an d 
we ha d suc h complimentar y difference s tha t 
our  weaknesses—tha t  bot h o f  ou r  weaknesse s 
wer e suc h tha t  th e othe r  perso n coul d fil l  in . 
And tha t  quickl y becam e apparen t  t o u s tha t 
i f  w e wante d t o no t  derid e th e othe r  perso n fo r 
thei r  weaknesse s w e woul d instea d ge t  thei r 
strength s i n return .  An d that' s wha t  I  thin k 
has bee n th e asset—thes e ar e th e asset s tha t 
hav e bee n ver y goo d fo r  us .  An d I  suppos e 
what  tha t  mean s i s tha t  w e hav e bot h looke d 
int o th e othe r  perso n an d fou:i d thei r  bes t 
part s an d use d thos e part s t o mak e th e 
relationshi p gel .  An d mak e th e relationshi p 
complete . 

Here he moves to another PRODUCT metaphor which suggests 
cannibalizin g part s fro m tw o broken-dow n automobile s t o 
buil d a  workin g one .  Elsewhere ,  th e PRODUCT ide a allow s 
stil l  anothe r  metaphor : 
6H-4: I'd certainly hate to see people— 

everybod y i n th e worl d jumpin g int o marriag e 
immature .  Bu t  mayb e there' s reall y somethin g 
t o th e ide a tha t  i t  i s  no t  s o muc h ho w yo u 
feel—exactl y ho w yo u fee l  befor e yo u ge t 
int o a  marriag e bu t  wha t  yo u ca n mak e o f  life , 
you know ,  i n th e marriag e tha t  reall y counts . 
Havin g though t  i t  out—i n othe r  words ,  havin g 
though t  i t  ou t  beforehan d an d comin g t o th e 
conclusio n tha t  yo u reall y ar e i n love .  Migh t 
not  b e a s goo d fo r  a  marriag e a s havin g gotte n 
married ,  looke d int o wha t  wa s worth y o f  bein g 
i n lov e about ,  foun d it ,  Identifie d i t  afte r 
awhile ,  becaus e i t  does—i t  take s a  while ,  an d 
the n mad e tha t  th e cornerstone . 

And finally, another element in their situation which, 
couple d wit h commitment ,  mad e fo r  a  permanen t  marriag e 
was th e ver y lac k o f  an y idea ,  a t  th e outset ,  wha t 
marriag e wa s about ;  thi s understandin g permit s hi m stil l 
anothe r  DURABLE PRODUCT metaphor : 
bH-l<: But I think that my commitment to the 

marriag e wa s jus t  s o stron g an d I—a s I  sai d 
befor e I  thin k thi s ha d a  lo t  t o d o wit h 
heritag e an d backgroun d an d wha t  w e kne w ha d 
t o b e done .  My commitmen t  t o th e marriag e 
was s o stron g tha t  eve n though ,  o r  maybe—I 
don' t  know ,  m.nyb e becaus e I  hadn' t  though t 
abou t  this ,  becaus e I  ha d t o mak e i t  a  struggle , 
or  becaus e i t  wa s a  struggl e fo r  u s tha t  w e 
forge d a  lifetim e proposition .  An d mayb e i t 
was becaus e thing s wer e wron g a t  first ,  an d w e 
wer e screwe d u p an d w e didn' t  kno w wha t  w e 
wer e doing .  Mayb e tha t  ha d somethin g t o d o 
wit h wha t  wa s goo d abou t  It .  Th e fac t  tha t  w e 
reall y ha d t o wor k a t  it . 

So that all these different metaphors—of carrying 
out  a  project ,  shapin g a  product ,  puttin g i t  togethe r 
fro m differen t  parts ,  buildin g a n edific e wit h a  soli d 
foundatio n an d a  cornerstone ,  forgin g somethin g tha t 
wil l  las t  a  lifetime ,  somethin g stron g an d unbreakable — 
ar e permitte d b y th e underlying ,  an d mor e general , 
understandin g tha t  MARRIACe'  I S A  MANUFACTURED PRODUCT. 
And eac h o f  thes e metaphor s introduce s it s ow n marita l 
goals :  yo u hav e t o star t  ou t  wit h th e inten t  no t  t o 
giv e u p (th e foundation) ;  yo u hav e t o b e willin g t o wor k 
and struggl e t o produc e i t  ((h e effort) ;  yo u hav e t o 
fin d somethin g wort h bein g i n lov e abou t  (th e 
cornerstone) ;  yo u hav e t o identif y eac h others ' 
strength s an d overloo k eac h others '  weaknesse s (th e 
parts) ,  an d s o on .  I n Schan k an d Abelson' s (ibid. : 
116-117 )  terras ,  thes e woul d see m t o b e Instrumenta l 
Coals—the y ar e al l  i n th e servic e o f  constructin g a 
durabl e product .  I n turn ,  th e conceptualizatio n o f 
marriag e a s a  PRODUCT i s linke d t o a  prio r  understandin g 
of  marriag e a s BEIN G A  COUPLE,  vi a th e associatio n 

betwee n produc t  durabilit y  an d marita l  permanence . 
Unlik e othe r  goal s o f  BEIN G A  COUPLE,  suc h a s proximit y 
and share d experience ,  permanenc e i s a n Achievemen t  Goal . 
And i t  i s  difficul t  t o achieve ,  somethin g tha t  roust  b e 
worke d at ,  a  featur e whic h lend s Itsel f  t o characterizatio n 
I n term s o f  production .  Thus ,  on e model ,  o f  wha t 
marriag e shoul d b e like ,  lead s t o anothe r  mode l  o r  theory , 
abou t  ho w i t  ca n b e implemented .  Eac h suggest s apposit e 
metaphors ,  an d eac h ne w metapho r  i s capabl e o f 
introducin g ne w marita l  goals . 
This highly individualized and relatively complex 
model  o f  marriag e contrast s wit h th e cultura l  stereotyp e 
wit h whic h Ale x entere d marriage—th e goa l  subsumptlo n 
model  whic h cas t  marriag e a s a  RESOURCE an d aske d wha t 
he "go t  ou t  o f  it. "  I n genera l  th e preconceive d idea s 
wit h whic h husband s an d wive s ente r  marriage ,  b y 
compariso n wit h th e understanding s whic h the y ultimatel y 
construc t  throug h th e proces s o f  encounte r  an d 
assimilatio n an d realization ,  ar e ver y sketchy ,  static , 
culturall y standardize d an d readil y dispelled .  Thes e 
more comple x understanding s suppl y an y numbe r  o f  simpl e 
storie s fo r  a  stor y understandin g task ,  suc h a s 
Alex decided it was time for Shirley to stop 

foolin g aroun d wit h an y othe r  guys .  H e go t 
marrie d t o her . 

or 

Ale x though t  tha t  tw o year s apar t  woul d d o 
sever e damag e t o hi s marriage .  H e decide d 
t o tak e th e pos t  whic h provide d housin g fo r 
families . 

Ale x feel s tha t  analysi s focusse s o n th e 
individual .  H e wa s afrai d tha t  hi s wife' s 
analysi s woul d rui n hi s marriage . 

and s o on . 

The degree to which marital goals are tied to the 
metaphor s whic h engende r  the m i s mor e obviou s b y 
compariso n wit h a  differen t  se t  o f  metaphors .  Fo r  thi s 
purpos e th e view s o f  anothe r  husban d wil l  b e somewha t 
more briefl y summarize d an d interpreted .  Thi s husband , 
Bob,  bega n marriag e wit h a  versio n o f  th e LIV E HAPPIL Y 
EVER AFTE R myt h o f  America n marriage , 
5H-2: I don't think many issues did come up. 

I  thin k tha t  I  wa s a  ver y adep t  live r  i n th e 
sens e o f  I  di d ray  thin g rathe r  well .  I  wa s 
much int o being ,  I  think—playin g a  grea t  dea l 
on th e surfac e o f  lif e an d living .  I  thin k 
that ,  i t  seeme d t o me tha t  peopl e go t  marrie d 
and live d togethe r  i n a  certai n amoun t  o f 
harmony ,  ergo ,  w e wil l  marr y an d liv e togethe r 
i n a  certai n amoun t  o f  harmony .  We didn' t 
pursu e i n an y dept h an y issu e tha t  I  recall . 
That  if ,  I  don' t  know ,  me walkin g i n wit h my 
fee t  slopp y ticke d of f  Eilee n the n tha t  wa s a 
reaso n wh y I  didn' t  wal k i n wit h my fee t  sloppy . 

This model was to be jeopardized, first, by their 
friendshi p wit h anothe r  coupl e wh o wer e continuall y 
questionin g thei r  ow n relationship : 
5H-2: I think that we saw at that juncture, 

probabl y no t  eve n consciously ,  th e potentia l 
fo r  a  differen t  kin d o f  marriage— a differen t 
sor t  o f  motif .  An d I  thin k w e wer e bot h 
impressed ,  awe d wit h i t  an d frightene d o f  it . 
Ue didn' t  wan t  t o lea p i n int o a n inquir y 
metho d o f  marriag e a t  th e point— I  don' t  thin k 
eithe r  o f  u s fel t  a n impetu s t o d o it ,  i n a 
sens e tha t  i t  seeme d t o b e th e wa y t o a  goo d 
marriage . 
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Ultimately ,  however ,  a  serie s o f  extramarita l  sexua l 
relationship s wit h othe r  peopl e le d the m t o adop t  th e 
inquir y method .  Thes e relationship s calle d int o 
question ,  fo r  eac h spous e a t  differen t  Junctures ,  th e 
statu s o f  thei r  relationshi p wit h eac h other .  When 
Bob reacte d t o hi s wife' s affai r  b y declarin g hi s ow n 
inten t  t o figur e ou t  "wher e h e is "  o n hi s own , 
5H-4: She then became very concerned about, 

"My God .  Al l  thi s mean s al l  this .  Yo u kno w 
what  1  reall y car e abou t  i s my relationshi p 
wit h Bo b an d 1  don' t  wan t  i t  t o g o t o hell. " 
And I  thin k tha t  wa s a  ver y importan t  thin g 
t o hea r  fo r  me .  An d I  thin k fro m the n on ,  w e 
talke d a  grea t  dea l  mor e abou t  our—wher e ar e 
we,  an d no t  wher e ar e yo u but—o r  wher e a m 1 
vis-a-vi s lif e an d lov e an d th e pursui t  o f 
happiness ,  bu t  wher e ar e yo u an d 1 ? 

When he gets involved in an unexpectedly intense love 
affair ,  h e an d Eilee n g o t o th e mountain s t o wor k 
throug h th e questions , 

5H-5: "Where was I? What did it mean?" 
"What  di d i t  mea n t o th e tw o o f  us? "  fllloe n 
basicall y supportiv e an d I n favo r  o f  i t  bu t 
als o scare d t o deat h an d no t  knowin g an d I 
gues s i n a  sense ,  a t  leas t  wha t  I—wa s conveye d 
t o me was ,  " I  kin d o f — I  though t  anothe r 
relationshi p woul d b e nic e an d I' m gla d tha t 
you'r e havin g it .  Bu t  my Go d I  didn' t  thin k i t 
woul d b e quit e thi s Intense, "  an d al l  o f  tha t 
sor t  o f  thing .  The—I  thin k sh e wa s no t  overl y 
threatene d b y my sexua l  Involvemen t  wit h Marth a 
but  tha t  wa s a  weight y dimension .  The—I  thin k 
sh e wa s mor e concerne d abou t  th e dept h o f  ou r 
lov e an d th e basicnes s o f  my lov e a t  tha t  point . 
Whic h again ,  exclude d Eilee n but—certainl y ha d 
an intensit y tha t  wa s differen t  fro m my lov e 
fo r  Eilee n a t  tha t  time . 

It Is not only Eileen who is scared by the depth of Bob's 
involvemen t  wit h Martha : 

5H-6: I think the risk is basically that the 
situatio n o f  th e relationshi p wit h Eilee n an d 
I  woul d ge t  ou t  o f  hand ,  suc h tha t  I  couldn' t 
insur e tha t  i t  woul d continu e n o matte r  wha t 
I  did .  An d s o I  woul d b e i n a  positio n o f 
losin g someon e tha t  I  though t  s o muc h o f  an d 
I  coul d d o littl e abou t  it .  An d s o i f  1  playe d 
i t  safe ,  i f  1  playe d i t  tentatively ,  I  ha d a 
certai n contro l  i n It ,  i n th e sens e tha t 
Eilee n coul d b e runnin g aroun d an d makin g a 
ris k o f  hersel f  i n a  sense ,  bu t  I f  I  didn' t  I 
coul d alway s hol d I t  togethe r  an d kee p I t  goin g 
and al l  that .  Whic h I  migh t  thin k 
retrospectivel y i s no t  probabl y righ t  eithe r 
but  tha t  wa s my perception .  S o 1  thin k reall y 
what  wa s a t  stak e wa s the—wa s ending—losin g 
th e relationship . 

Bob and Eileen meet each one of these marital crises by 
talking : 

5H-4: I think it worked out that Eileen and 
I  bot h perceive d tha t  w e ha d littl e ide a of , 
i n fact ,  wha t  ou r  commitment s t o on e anothe r 
Involved .  Tha t  w e di d no t  I n man y way s kno w 
ourselve s particularl y well ,  relativ e t o 
relationships ,  relativ e t o lif e an d livin g 
and tha t  sor t  o f  thing .  I  thin k i t  worke d 
out  tha t  throug h mile s o f  talking ,  wit h on e 
another ,  o n a  lo t  o f  thi.s ,  tha t  i t  n t  leas t 
made sens e t o u s an d fel t  Importan t  t o u s t o 
coiitlnti p ou r  commitmen t  an d ou r  livin g 
togethe r  wit h on e another . 

And on another occasion. 

5H-5 :  S o w e wen t  bac k t o th e mountain s an d I 
thin k I t  wa s a  tim e o f  a  lo t  o f  walks .  I t  wa s 
a tim e o f  a  lo t  o f  searching .  A  tim e whe n w e 
gav e eac h othe r  som e spac e t o kin d o f  wor k ou t 
wher e eac h o f  u s were... .  I  thin k a t  th e en d o f 
tha t  tim e together ,  w e bot h were—i t  wa s prett y 
clea r  t o bot h o f  u s tha t  ou r  lov e wa s a  ver y 
stron g an d dee p one... .  An d i n tha t  I t  wa s a 
biggie ,  tha t  w e reall y ha d t o kee p I n contac t 
abou t  it ,  w e reall y ha d ha d t o tal k abou t  it . 

The conclusion which emerges "through miles of talking" 
I s tha t  th e relationshi p wit h eac h othe r  i s a  basi c o r 
PRIMARY RELATIONSHIP ,  a  "biggie, "  an d thi s understandin g 
makes sens e o f  thei r  relationship s wit h othe r  lovers : 

5H-5: There was a primary commitment to me 
and th e relationshi p wit h Dav e wa s ancillary , 
may dea l  o n area s tha t  1  didn't .  Bu t  wa s 
largel y additiv e an d s o tha t  mad e i t  goo d an d 
oka y an d reasonabl e an d al l  that .  That' s kin d 
of  a  rul e o r  a n understandin g i n muc h o f  tha t 
tha t  mad e sense . 

5H-9: And so there's been a very strong draw. 
I  thin k tha t  a s w e wer e sluggin g throug h som e 
of  th e mor e rationa l  Issue s o r  thos e tha t  w e 
coul d ge t  int o som e sor t  o f  rationa l  component , 
what  reall y prompte d u s t o d o tha t  wor k an d 
what  reall y mad e i t  importan t  tha t  w e com e t o 
some clarit y i s th e strengt h o f  th e emotiona l 
sor t  o f  thing .  Wliic'. i  agai n I  thin k w e bot h 
recognize d an d the n Jus t  a —I  don' t  thin k w e 
glorifie d i t  a s muc h a s acknowledge d tha t  i t 
was there .  Tha t  I s t o sa y my hur t  hur t  Eileen , 
her  hur t  hur t  me an d I  ca n b e hur t  b y lot s o f 
othe r  people' s hur t  bu t  I  thin k no t  t o a  dept h 
tha t  tha t  seeme d t o consistentl y have ,  an d 
the n wit h he r  a s well .  There—mayb e it' s  th e 
combinatio n tha t  ther e i s a—there' s a n 
intellectua l  stimulatio n wit h on e another , 
there' s a n emotional  stimulatio n wit h on e 
another ,  there' s a  sexua l  stimulatio n wit h on e 
another ,  there' s a  childbearln g stimulatio n 
wit h on e another ,  o r  wrestlin g wit h grea t 
Issue s o f  th e world ,  an d s o I  thin k Eilee n 
encapsulate s fo r  me a n ongoin g growt h potentia l 
fo r  me an d al l  tha t  gambi t  an d vic e versa ,  I 
believe .  So—and I  thin k w e hav e foun d part s 
of  tha t  i n man y othe r  peopl e man y times ,  bu t 
no on e wh o w e fel t  coul d replac e i n tha t  sense . 

MARRIAGE IS A PRIMARY RELATIONSHIP, comparable to other 
relationships ,  bu t  mor e basic ,  Important ,  emotionall y 
deep ,  an d Irreplaceable .  Unlik e Alex' s mode l  o f 
marriage ,  i t  doe s no t  entai l  exclusivity .  Consisten t 
wit h thi s vie w o f  marriage .  Bo b report s Cha t  h e ha s 
troubl e wit h th e ter m 'marriage '  itself ,  an d h e I s fa r 
more Incline d t o spea k o f  thei r  'relationship. '  H e 
comments tha t 
5H-8: I think that we looked at our 

relationshi p ver y ofte n i n context s o f  othe r 
relationships .  We hav e bee n a s a  coupl e a t  time s 
ver y involve d wit h othe r  friend s an d wha t  the y 
wer e doin g o r  no t  doing .  An d the y hav e seeme d 
ver y comfortabl e sharin g wit h u s wher e the y ar e 
and wher e the y aren' t  an d I  thin k w e hav e 
provide d fo r  the m sometime s ne w vocabular y an d 
vic e versa .  I  thin k Eilee n ha s bee n mor e ope n 
abou t  wher e sh e i s wit h he r  friend s tha n I  have . 
Gettin g ou t  type s o f  ne w vocabular y o r  wh y 
don' t  yo u loo k a t  i t  thi s way .  Or  gettin g 
suppor t  fo r  area s tha t  sh e wa s i n som e sens e 
holdin g ou t  o r  tryin g t o sa y Co me ,  "No ,  i t 
need s t o g o anoChe r  way. "  Tha C sor t  o f  thing . 
So I  Chin k oche r  peopl e provide d u s boc h 
Chroug h thei r  direc C reques C fo r  ou r  counse l 
and hel p an d al l  an d Ch e time s i n u s utilizin g 
thei r  marriage s a s kin d o f  cas e studie s fo r 
wher e w e ar e I n al l  this . 
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Thi s us e o f  othe r  marriage s a s "cas e studies "  providin g 
nev vocabular y an d ne w perspective s helpfu l  I n th e t.is k 
of  understandin g thei r  ow n relationship ,  contrast s wit h 
th e wa y Ale x use s othe r  couples '  marriages .  Fo r  Alex , 
othe r  marriage s ar e eithe r  lik e o r  unlik e hi s ow n I n 
term s o f  durability ,  an d thei r  compariso n provide s hi m 
wit h som e understandin g o f  wha t  tha t  dlfferenr e is . 

If MARRIAGE IS A PRIMARY RELATIONSHIP, the 
Preservatio n Goa l  I s t o kee p thi s relationshi p togethe r 
I n th e cours e o f  other ,  les s Importan t  ones .  Bu t  a 
RELATIONSHIP doe s no t  lin k tw o peopl e togethe r 
physically ,  a s doe s BEIN G A  COUPLE;  rather ,  i t  position s 
the m vis-a-vl s on e another .  Thu s th e proble m o f 
Implementin g thi s goa l  I s no t  on e o f  constructin g a  mor e 
durabl e product ;  I t  I s  on e o f  "keepin g i n contact, "  a 
majo r  Instrumenta l  Goa l  o f  thi s marriage .  Thi s Involve s 
th e "Inquir y method "  o f  marriage .  Marriag e a s INQUIR Y 
lend s itsel f  t o th e furthe r  metapho r  o f  mutua l  self -
examination ,  an d henc e marriage ,  a s a  SPATIA L 
RELATIONSHIP. 
5H-7: I don't know I think that if she were 

t o chang e dramaticall y o r  I  wer e tha t  tha t  ma y 
not  b e so .  Perhap s par t  o f  ou r  commitmen t  t o 
continuall y evaluat e wher e w e nr e i n som e sor t 
of  awarenes s o f  tha t  phenomenon .  Tha t  th e 
greates t  liabilit y  t o ou r  relationshi p i s t o 
not  wor k o n tryin g t o ge t  a  goo d sens e o f  wher e 
we are .  I f  I  le t  he r  alon e an d don' t  tr y an d 
she let s me alon e w c migh t  satellit e fa r  enoug h 
away s o we'r e no t  sur e what' s i n betwee n us . 

This last is a kind of "Lost in Space" metaphor which 
nicel y capture s th e sens e tha t  ther e ar e n o referenc e 
point. s excep t  eac h other .  I n thi s spatia l  metaphor , 
"keepin g i n contac t  abou t  It "  mean s "talkin g abou t  It. " 
Talk ,  whic h Initiall y  serve d t o establis h th e primac y 
of  thei r  relationshi p t o eac h other ,  no w serve s t o kee p 
eac h spous e apprise d o f  wher e th e othe r  i s s o tha t  the y 
can ,  presumably ,  d o whateve r  necessar y t o "hol d 
together "  thei r  relationship . 

5H-5: So I think that the relationship with 
Marth a probabl y se t  a  lo t  o f  groun d rule s fo r 
how we'r e goin g t o comnunicat e throug h othe r 
relationships ,  a t  othe r  times .  I  gues s i t 
als o ver y deepl y confirme d tha t  w e ca n dea l 
wit h an d proces s i n th e throe s o f  livin g 
relativel y effectively ,  a  lo t  o f  stuff .  An d 
tha t  i f  w e don't ,  i f  w e tr y t o pac k i t  of f 
somewhere ,  ver y quickl y there' s a  ver y 
petceptiv—perceivabl e sterility ,  b y eac h o f 
us ,  a t  wher e ou r  relationshi p Is . 

Again, the role of communication in this marriage 
contrast s sharpl y wit h th e us e o f  tal k b y Ale x an d 
Shirle y t o conver t  unshare d int o vicariousl y share d 
experienc e b y tellin g al l  th e remembere d detail s o f 
thei r  time s apart . 

Alex feels his marriage threatened when certain 
conditions—hi s wife' s flirtations ,  he r  analysis ,  thei r 
length y separation—aris e t o bloc k critica l  marita l 
goals .  H e generall y respond s t o suc h situation s b y 
doin g hi s bes t  t o eliminat e th e threatenin g condition . 
What  threaten s Bob' s marriag e i s a  muc h mor e gradua l 
proces s o f  chang e i n on e o r  th e othe r  spouse ,  whic h ca n 
be brougli t  abou t  b y ne w relationship s o r  ne w experience s 
of  an y kind ,  an d whic h I s s o nearl y Imperceptibl e tha t 
I t  require s continua l  monitoring : 

5H-7: I guess what I'm saying is I don't know 
how bi g a  chang e tha t  I  though t  ther e migh t 
hav e bee n bu t  I  thin k tha t  ther e i s alway s a 
though t  whe n Eilee n goe s int o a  differen t  sor t 
of  experienc e and—o r  1  do ,  o f  th e othe r 
partne r  saying ,  "Ho w muc h wil l  thi s chang e 
them? "  Indeed ,  Eileen' s goin g t o he r  Jo b i n 
Greensboro .  Ther e wa s a  par t  o f  me tha t 

monitore d ver y carefull y ho w sh e wa s changin g 
I n th e aspec t  of ,  "I s thi s stil l  th e perso n 
who I  wan t  t o Interrelat e with ? Ca n I  dea l 
wit h thi s change ? Doe s i t  see m reasonabl e t o 
me? Uha t  d o I  hav e t o gai n o r  los e fro m It? " 
That  whol e bit . 

Such separate experiences cannot be dealt with, simply, 
by sharin g the m vicariously ,  fo r  the y alte r  th e 
Individua l  i n way s tha t  may simpl y mov e hi m o r  he r  to o 
fa r  away ,  s o tha t  th e relationshi p ca n n o longe r  b e 
hel d together .  Effort s t o kee p i n contac t  may no t  b e 
enough ,  either .  Change s i n th e othe r  perso n may b e s o 
grea t  a s t o cal l  int o questio n whethe r  thi s i s "stil l 
th e perso n wh o I  wan t  t o Interrelat e with"—whethe r 
thi s shoul d continu e t o b e th e PRIMARY RELATIONSHIP . 
For  unlik e Alex' s versio n o f  a  marriag e a s som e kin d o f 
physica l  coupling ,  a  PRIMARY RELATIONSHI P canno t 
necessaril y  b e expecte d t o b e permanent . 

5H-7: I think that what our relationship Is, 
I s importan t  becaus e we'r e tw o othe r  peopl e 
tha t  d o liv e together ,  w e hav e live d together , 
Eilee n and—th e Informatio n an d th e knowledg e 
and th e respec t  an d lov e fo r  me tha t  sh e ha s 
I s enormou s an d vic e versa .  An d I  thin k tha t 
now It' s  muc h mor e a  commitmen t  t o makin g 
certai n tha t  we'r e prett y clea r  wher e eac h o f 
us ar e i n ou r  growth .  I n ou r  lives .  I n ou r 
living .  Not ,  I  guess—wha t  I  don' t  fee l  I n 
what  yo u aske d Is ,  no t  t o kee p th e relationshi p 
togethe r  bu t  becaus e w e hav e a  relationship . 
I  trul y coul d conceiv e o f  u s i n ou r  evolutio n 
of  thing s feelin g tha t  a n ongoin g relationship , 
livin g together ,  doe s no t  mak e sense .  When 
we'r e a t  a  poin t  i n growt h an d wh o w e ar e o r 
becaus e o f  another  perso n o r  anothe r  opportunit y 
tha t  seem s t o b e ther e tha t  says ,  "Oka y w e nee d 
not  an d w e probabl y shoul d no t  perpetuat e this. " 
I  gues s her e agai n I  fee l  ver y simple-minde d 
abou t  th e whol e thin g I n tha t  tha t  w e liv e 
togethe r  w e nee d t o clarif y thes e thing s there' s 
a compellin g Interes t  t o d o so .  I  fee l  prett y 
much th e sam e wit h mos t  everyon e a s a  matte r  o f 
fact ,  bu t  no t  t o th e dept h o f  commitmen t  t o 
doin g It .  I  mea n It' s  ver y importan t  t o me 
tha t  Eilee n an d I  ar e prett y clea r  wher e eac h 
of  u s are . 

So that the final Instrumental Goal of marital self-
examinatio n i s t o asses s whe n i t  i s  tim e t o discontinu e 
th e relationship f  eithe r  becaus e th e tw o spouse s hav e 
moved to o fa r  apart ,  o r  alternatively ,  becaus e anothe r 
relationshi p ha s take n primacy .  Suc h assessment ,  thes e 
passage s hint ,  i s  understoo d withi n ye t  anothe r 
metaphor ,  o f  gain ,  los s an d substltutabllity— A 
RELATIONSHIP I S A N ECONOMIC EXCHANGE. 

Elsewhere (Quinn n.d.) I have described the role of 
th e wor d 'commitment '  i n framin g marita l  goals .  I n on e 
of  it s  senses ,  marita l  commitmen t  i s t o thos e goal s 
whic h ar e effortfu l  an d ongoin g enoug h t o requir e 
substantia l  dedicatio n t o them .  I t  i s  no t  surprising , 
then ,  t o hea r  Ale x say ,  "....th e commitmen t  wa s tomak e 
tha t  famil y move .  Yo u know ,  tha t  i t  wa s goin g t o b e a 
soli d thing. "  whil e Bo b speak s o f  "ou r  commitmen t  t o 
continuall y evaluat e wher e w e are, "  " a commitmen t  t o 
makin g certai n tha t  we'r e prett y clea r  wher e eac h o f  u s 
ar e i n ou r  growth ,  i n ou r  lives .  I n ou r  living. "  Th e 
wor d 'commitment '  i s  use d t o mar k thos e marita l  goal s 
whic h ar e instrumenta l  t o th e Implementatio n o f  a  give n 
model  o f  marriage . 
I hope to have hinted that two-liners from story-
understandin g task s ar e poo r  source s o f  inspiratio n fo r 
a tlieor y o f  goa l  organization .  Al l  o f  u s ca n Interpre t 
any on e o f  th e Ale x storie s I  invente d above ,  an d 
probabl y fo r  th e mos t  par t  Interpre t  i t  correctly . 
Thi s i s becaus e w e hav e a  grea t  dea l  o f  knowledg e abou t 
th e possibl e link s betwee n particula r  goal s an d 
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particula r  actions ,  includin g bot h knowledg e o f  huma n 
natur e an d o f  America n culture .  Thi s knowledg e help s u s 
understan d wha t  Ale x migh t  b e u p t o i n th e particula r 
instance ;  I t  doe s no t  tel l  u s muc h more ,  becaus e t o d o 
suc h spo t  Interpretatio n o f  someon e else' s behavio r  w e 
do no t  ordinaril y  nee d t o kno w hi s philosoph y o f 
marriage .  We do .  Indeed ,  hav e som e folklor e abou t  th e 
way i n whic h marriage s may organiz e goals .  Thi s 
folklor e again .  I s a  misleadin g sourc e o f  informatio n 
abou t  th e wa y goal s ar e actuall y organize d I n ongoin g 
marriages .  I t  may tel l  u s a  lo t  mor e abou t  wh y Joh n 
decide d t o ge t  marrie d tha n abou t  wh y Joh n decide d t o 
get  divorced .  Th e organization  o f  marita l  goal s an d th e 
goal s o f  othe r  interpersona l  relationship s i s bette r 
understoo d i n th e riche r  contex t  o f  extende d discours e 
abou t  th e discourser' s ow n relationship—tha t  is ,  fro m 
th e Inside .  Whil e suc h discours e i s no t  perfectl y 
transparen t  b y an y means ,  i t  doe s sugges t  a  vie w o f 
goal s a s organize d b y metaphor s whic h ar e themselve s 
organize d aroun d underlyin g theorie s o f  wha t  a 
relationship  shoul d b e an d ho w suc h a  relationshi p ca n 
be implemented . 
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