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If mothers are paid for all the work they do, they will own property in
the same way that fathers do, and so there should be no need for sharing of
property at divorce.

The big social and economic dividing line in society will then be between
parents and people without children rather than between men and women.
Parents, both mothers and fathers will be partly prevented from full labour
market participation (or paid properly for care), and therefore both mothers and
fathers will be economically disadvantaged. The need for society to compensate
economically will be more evident and probably also easier to understand and
approve.

Love cannot be regulated by law. Love has to be free. If we want to go beyond
behaving as if we loved, we need to accept this. This means that marriage law in
no way should be a hindrance for divorce, neither in terms of legal procedure
nor in economic terms.

I am not the only one to advocate this view. Fineman came to the same
conclusion and gave this expression to her view:

The pressing problems today do not revolve around the marriage connection,
but the caretaker-dependent relationship. In a world in which wives are equal
partners and participants in the market sphere, and in which the consensus is
that bad marriages should end, women do not need the special protection of
legal marriage. Rather than marriage, we should view the parent-child relations-
hip as the quintessential or core family connection, and focus on how policy
can strengthen this tie.*”’
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