Max Paradox

PROBLEM? RELAX. YOU'VE GOT THIS!
A tongue-in-cheek guide series ;)

We Love Each Other,
But We Don't Have to
Do Everything Together

How to Keep Your Own Interests, Your People, and Your Space
in a Relationship Without Treating Separate Saturday Plans
as a Red Flag

We've got a problem. But relax. It can be solved—
and we’ll even have something to laugh about.



We Love Each Other, But
We Don't Have to Do
Everything Together

How to Keep Your Own Interests, Your
People, and Your Space in a Relationship
Without Treating Separate Saturday Plans

as a Red Flag

Max Paradox

PROBLEM? RELAX. YOU'VE GOT THIS!

ISBN: 978-83-8483-678-1



CONTENTS

INTRO .o e e et e e e e e e eeeaaeaaas 5
Chapter 1- When "We" Starts Swallowing "Me".................. 1
Chapter 2 - Why Separate Plans Can Set Off the

Relationship AlarM ... 21
Chapter 3 - Love Is Not an All-Access Pass ......cccceeevuennnne. 31
Chapter 4 - How to Turn a Simple Compromise into a
DomeStiC COld War....coouviuiiieeeeiieeeiiiiiieee e e eees 40
Chapter 5 - The Guilt Tax: Why Having Fun Without

Your Partner Can Feel Like @ Crime .....ccceevvivvvieeeeiiiiennennn. 50
Chapter 6 - Whatever Happened to My Friends?

Rebuilding a Life Beyond the Couple........ccceevvviviviceeeeeeennns 59
Chapter 7 - Together at Home, Apart in Peace: The

Right to YOUr OWN SPacCe.......ceieiiviieiiiiiiiinieeiieee e eeeaannn 70
Chapter 8 - Please Stop Competing with the Amateur
Theatre GrOUD ovueieeeeeeeee et e e e e e e e e 79
Chapter 9 - How to Make Separate Plans Without
Announcing the End of Your Relationship........cccccceeeennnee. 89
Chapter 10 - Two Calendars, One Life: Making Time

Without Turning Love into an Appointment........cccccvvueennn... 98
Chapter 11 - A Solo Trip Is Not a Rehearsal for

Breaking Up ..ottt 108
Chapter 12 - Separate Experiences, Shared

Closeness: Learning to Come Back Together .................... 118

Chapter 13 - Two Important Plans, One Saturday:
Making a Choice Without Finding Someone to Blame........ 128



Chapter 14 - A Date with Yourself: Stop Spending
Your Free Evening Waiting for Someone to Return.....

Chapter 15 - When Personal Time Becomes a Luxury:
Children, Caring Responsibilities, and Life Without a
Pause BULLON ....iiieiiie e

Chapter 16 - | Need Space, or | Don't Want to Deal
with This? When Independence Becomes Avoidance

Chapter 17 - When Compromise Doesn't Work: Living
with a Difference That Won't Disappear ..........ccc........

Chapter 18 - The Quiet Return of Old Habits: Keeping
Your Balance Without Constantly Checking It.............

Chapter 19 - Don't Manage Your Partner's Freedom:
How to Support Independence Without Taking Over..

Chapter 20 - We Love Each Other, and We Get to Be
(10 7= |V TN



INTRO

The trouble began with a train ticket. One ticket, to be
precise, which was apparently the problem. When Sophie
mentioned that she'd booked a Saturday trip to Bath to
wander around bookshops and visit a small art exhibition,
her boyfriend, Daniel, looked up from his breakfast. "Just
you?" he asked. Sophie nodded. "Have we had an argument
| don't know about?" They hadn't. They had spent the
previous evening laughing over dinner, discussing holiday
plans, and generally behaving like two people who were
rather pleased to be together. Yet somehow a perfectly
ordinary day trip had acquired the emotional significance of
a farewell letter. Daniel wanted to know why she hadn't
invited him. Sophie explained that she fancied exploring at
her own pace. He replied that he could walk slowly. She said
that wasn't quite the point. By the time the toast went cold,
they were no longer discussing bookshops. They were
discussing whether Sophie still enjoyed being in a
relationship.

If you've ever witnessed a harmless personal plan turn
into a referendum on romantic commitment, you know how
exhausting this can become. One person wants an afternoon
with friends, a quiet evening alone, or a weekend pursuing
an interest their partner doesn't share. The other feels
excluded, disappointed, or unexpectedly frightened. Nobody
necessarily intends to cause harm. Yet before long, both
people are defending themselves against accusations
neither expected to make. An invitation to play tennis
becomes evidence of emotional neglect. A wish to stay
home alone sounds like rejection. A separate holiday is
examined with the seriousness normally reserved for an
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international diplomatic incident. Somewhere underneath the
drama lies a surprisingly simple question: can two people
love each other deeply without wanting to experience
absolutely everything together?

At the beginning of a relationship, the answer rarely
seems important. Being together is the attraction. You
discover each other's favourite places, exchange music
recommendations, and enthusiastically participate in
activities that would previously have inspired profound
indifference. Someone who has never willingly entered a
garden centre suddenly develops opinions about ornamental
grasses. Someone who considers camping an elaborate
punishment finds themselves admiring tent specifications.
None of this is necessarily unhealthy. Curiosity about
another person's world is one of the delights of falling in
love. The difficulty arrives when enthusiastic participation
quietly becomes compulsory, and declining an invitation
starts to feel like failing an examination you didn't know you
were taking.

Little by little, couples can develop the assumption that a
good relationship means doing most things together.
Individual friendships fade because organising separate
meetings seems inconvenient. Personal interests get
postponed because the other person isn't particularly keen.
Solitude becomes suspicious, as though wanting to read
undisturbed were the first stage of preparing a new identity.
Nobody has to issue a formal prohibition. Sometimes a
disappointed expression, a sarcastic remark, or an awkward
silence is enough. Eventually, people begin cancelling plans
before even mentioning them. They call this keeping the
peace, although peace purchased by quietly abandoning



everything you enjoy has a habit of becoming rather
expensive.

There's also another side to the story. Perhaps you're the
person who finds separate plans difficult. You genuinely
want your partner to have friends and interests, yet when
they announce an outing without you, something
uncomfortable happens inside. You wonder whether you're
becoming less important, whether they're having more fun
elsewhere, or whether the relationship is changing in ways
you haven't noticed. You might understand perfectly well
that these thoughts are not necessarily reasonable.
Unfortunately, emotions don't always wait for the rational
department to approve their paperwork. Feeling insecure
doesn't make you a terrible partner. What matters is how
you interpret that insecurity and what you ask the other
person to do about it.

Different needs can become especially confusing
because both sides may believe they're protecting the
relationship. One person asks for more time alone because
they feel overwhelmed and want to return refreshed. The
other asks for more shared time because they feel
disconnected and want reassurance. Both are seeking
something valuable, but each may interpret the other's
request as a threat. What begins as a disagreement about a
Wednesday evening turns into an argument about
selfishness, neediness, freedom, and love. The real
challenge is recognising what each person genuinely needs
before the conversation collapses into a competition over
who is the more devoted partner.

Of course, personal freedom doesn't exist in a vacuum. If
one person regularly disappears to enjoy their hobbies while
the other handles childcare, household responsibilities, and



every unexpected inconvenience, that isn't an impressive
display of independence. It's an unequal arrangement
wearing a fashionable jacket. Time, money, work schedules,
caring responsibilities, health, and exhaustion all affect
what's realistically possible. A couple with demanding jobs
and young children may struggle to find a single
uninterrupted hour, let alone arrange separate weekends.
Respecting individual needs means taking these limitations
seriously, not pretending that better calendar management
can produce an additional adult to look after the children.

Nor does wanting space excuse dishonesty or neglect. A
partner who repeatedly avoids important conversations,
breaks agreements, or uses private activities to conceal
harmful behaviour cannot solve those problems by
announcing a commitment to personal growth. Equally,
jealousy does not grant someone the right to monitor every
message, dictate friendships, or punish independent
decisions. When a relationship involves intimidation,
coercive control, or abuse, ordinary advice about
compromises and communication may be inadequate.
Safety and appropriate professional support take priority.
The goal here is not to defend every separate activity
automatically. It's to distinguish healthy individuality from
behaviour that genuinely damages trust or shifts
responsibility unfairly.

So what can you actually do when your needs don't
match? Start by becoming more precise about the problem.
"You'd rather spend time with anyone but me" is a sweeping
accusation. "We've cancelled our last three evenings
together, and I'm missing that time with you" identifies
something you can discuss. Likewise, "You never let me do
anything" may conceal several different difficulties:



household responsibilities, unclear expectations, guilt, or
repeated objections to reasonable plans. Once you know
which obstacle you're facing, you have a better chance of
addressing it. Not every problem needs the same solution,
and not every uncomfortable feeling demands that someone
cancel their plans.

Throughout this book, we'll explore how to protect
individual interests and friendships while remaining
genuinely involved in a shared life. We'll look at the quiet
pressure to participate in everything, the awkwardness of
saying no, the difference between privacy and secrecy, and
the practical difficulty of making room for two people's
preferences. We'll consider what happens when one partner
wants much more togetherness than the other, when
ordinary agreements stop working, and when circumstances
make independence unusually difficult. There won't be a
compulsory formula dividing your week into mathematically
perfect portions of romance and solitude. Human
relationships are complicated enough without introducing
performance targets for affectionate eye contact.

You don't need to become fiercely independent to have a
healthy relationship. Perhaps you love spending most of
your free time together, and that arrangement genuinely
suits you both. Excellent. Perhaps you have different friends,
different hobbies, and occasionally different holiday plans.
That can work too. The important questions are whether
both people have meaningful choices, whether their needs
are treated seriously, and whether shared commitments
receive the attention they deserve. A satisfying relationship
isn't defined by how many hours partners spend apart. It's
shaped by the freedom to be individuals and the willingness
to keep choosing each other.



Imagine Sophie returning from Bath that evening, carrying
a novel she couldn't resist buying and a story about a gallery
Daniel would have found spectacularly boring. Imagine
Daniel having enjoyed his own Saturday, perhaps doing
something Sophie wouldn't have chosen. They meet for
dinner, exchange stories, and feel pleased to see each
other. Nothing extraordinary has occurred. Nobody has
passed a test of romantic loyalty. Neither has had to pretend
that a day apart was secretly miserable. They simply spent a
little time enjoying different things and returned to a
relationship they still value.

That's the kind of freedom worth making room for. Not a
love that demands constant attendance, and not
independence that leaves the other person emotionally
stranded. A relationship where "l want to do this on my own"
can coexist comfortably with "l love being with you." Where
missing someone is allowed, but doesn't automatically
become an accusation. And where buying a single train
ticket doesn't require a lengthy statement confirming that
your relationship remains fully operational.
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Chapter1-When "We" Starts
Swallowing "Me"

At a dinner party, somebody asks Oliver whether he
enjoys spicy food. "We don't really like spicy food," he
replies, without hesitation. His wife, Grace, turns towards
him with the expression of someone who has just
discovered that her personal preferences have been
transferred to a joint account without authorisation. Grace
loves spicy food. Oliver doesn't. Over their six years
together, they've gradually stopped ordering anything that
makes Oliver nervous, and somehow his preference has
become their official position on the matter. Later that
evening, Grace wonders when this happened. She
remembers ordering fiery noodles on her own, visiting
restaurants Oliver disliked, and enjoying the occasional meal
that required both a glass of water and a small negotiation
with her digestive system. None of those pleasures
disappeared following a dramatic argument. They simply
faded until Oliver could confidently speak on behalf of both
their taste buds.

This is one of the quietest ways individuality disappears
inside a relationship. Nobody announces that two separate
identities are being discontinued. There is no ceremony, no
farewell gathering for abandoned interests, and certainly no
compensation package. Instead, small practical decisions
accumulate. You choose the restaurant you both tolerate.
You watch the programme neither dislikes. You spend the
weekend with people who belong to your shared social
circle. Each decision makes sense in isolation. Eventually,
however, you discover that your life contains remarkably
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few things chosen because you personally wanted them.
You have become excellent at knowing what works for the
relationship and unexpectedly uncertain about what works
for you.

The beginning of this process can feel wonderful. Falling
in love often brings genuine enthusiasm for another person's
interests. You become curious about places you've never
visited and activities you've never considered. Your partner
introduces you to something unfamiliar, and sometimes you
discover a new passion. There's no reason to resist that
experience. Relationships can expand our worlds rather than
shrink them. The difficulty emerges when exploring each
other's preferences quietly turns into replacing your own.
Joining your partner for an activity because you're
interested is different from continuing to attend because
declining would cause disappointment. What started as a
voluntary gesture may gradually become an unwritten
requirement.

How Two People Become One Set of Preferences

Consider the decisions couples make during an ordinary
week. What do we eat? Which friends do we see? How do
we spend Sunday? What should we watch? Should we go
somewhere or stay home? Many of these choices naturally
belong to both partners because their consequences are
shared. But there are others that don't necessarily require a
joint answer. You can enjoy a particular restaurant without
your partner. You can maintain an interest they don't share.
You can meet a friend who gets along perfectly well with
you but has little in common with your other half. When
every individual preference is treated as a joint matter, the
relationship begins governing areas of life that could
comfortably remain personal.
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Often, neither partner deliberately creates this
arrangement. One person tends to make suggestions, while
the other prefers avoiding unnecessary decisions. Over time,
this becomes their normal pattern. Perhaps Grace usually
decides where they go because Oliver says he doesn't mind.
Eventually, Oliver stops considering what he might choose
independently. Or perhaps Oliver dislikes unfamiliar social
situations, so Grace gradually declines invitations that don't
involve people he knows. He may never ask her to stay
home. She simply anticipates that he won't enjoy the
occasion and decides it's easier not to mention it. Such
habits can appear considerate while steadily narrowing
someone's opportunities.

There is also a peculiar kind of efficiency involved in
becoming a permanent team. Coordinating separate plans
requires communication, and shared activities are often
simpler. You leave the house together, return together, and
avoid figuring out how one person's schedule affects the
other's. This convenience can be useful, especially when life
is busy. Yet convenience isn't always the same as
satisfaction. Ordering the same meal every Friday might
save ten minutes of discussion, but it doesn't follow that
both people still want that meal. The same applies to
spending time together. A familiar arrangement can continue
long after either partner has stopped actively choosing it.

People sometimes defend this arrangement by saying that
relationships naturally involve compromise. They certainly
do. However, compromise means recognising different
preferences and finding an acceptable way forward. It
shouldn't require pretending the preferences were identical
in the first place. If you dislike your partner's favourite
activity, you can occasionally participate out of affection
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without announcing that you've developed a lifelong passion
for it. If you love something they dislike, you needn't pretend
you've grown out of it merely because doing so makes
scheduling easier. A relationship becomes more honest
when both people can acknowledge their differences
without treating them as defects.

The Things You Stop Mentioning

The most revealing losses are often the activities you no
longer bother proposing. Maybe you used to take evening
classes, browse second-hand shops, attend local events, or
visit a relative independently. Gradually, those things
disappear from your calendar. When somebody asks why,
you struggle to explain. There hasn't necessarily been a
prohibition. Perhaps your partner made a few dismissive
comments. Perhaps arranging things separately felt
inconvenient. Maybe you simply became accustomed to
spending every free evening together. Whatever the reason,
your world has become smaller, and you may only notice
when something reminds you of the person you used to be.

This can create a strange frustration because there's no
obvious culprit. Imagine discovering that you haven't seen
an old friend in two years. Your partner never directly
objected to the friendship, but you repeatedly turned down
invitations because weekends seemed reserved for the
relationship. You might feel resentful, believing you've
sacrificed something important. Your partner might be
genuinely surprised, having assumed you simply weren't
interested anymore. Both experiences are possible. The
crucial task is to distinguish what was explicitly demanded
from what you chose, anticipated, or gradually accepted.
Otherwise, the conversation may become an argument
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about intentions instead of an opportunity to change an
unsatisfying pattern.

Another loss occurs when you stop developing new
interests unless your partner is willing to participate. Perhaps
you hear about a photography workshop but immediately
decide against it because your partner doesn't enjoy
photography. You consider joining a local sports group but
feel awkward about spending evenings elsewhere.
Eventually, even curiosity becomes conditional. Before
asking whether something appeals to you, you ask whether
it fits the couple. That's a substantial restriction on personal
growth, particularly when it happens so gradually that you
barely recognise it. You don't need an enormous catalogue
of hobbies to remain an individual, but you do need
permission from yourself to discover new preferences.

Your social life may also begin revolving around people
who are convenient for both of you. Shared friends can be
an enormous pleasure, yet they don't necessarily replace
individual friendships. Different relationships allow different
conversations, histories, and aspects of your personality to
emerge. The friend who has known you since adolescence
understands memories your partner never experienced. A
colleague might share professional frustrations that would
bore anyone outside your field. You don't need to exclude
your partner from these relationships, but neither must every
friendship be converted into a group activity. Otherwise,
your social world can start looking suspiciously like a
committee whose membership requires approval from two
people.

The Burden of Being Someone's Everything

When individuality contracts, another problem can
develop: partners begin expecting one relationship to satisfy
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almost every emotional and social need. Your partner
becomes your principal companion, confidant, entertainment
provider, activity organiser, and preferred audience for
every personal achievement. Some of those roles belong
naturally in an intimate relationship. Expecting one person to
perform all of them continuously, however, creates
considerable pressure. They may genuinely love you while
lacking the energy to discuss your workplace for another
hour. They may enjoy spending weekends together while
occasionally wanting an activity that doesn't involve you.
Neither limitation proves that the relationship is failing.

The pressure can work in both directions. If you've
allowed most of your friendships and interests to disappear,
you may feel unusually unsettled whenever your partner
makes independent plans. Their absence leaves a space
you've forgotten how to fill. Meanwhile, your partner may
feel guilty for needing time elsewhere because they know
you don't have much happening without them. Both people
can become trapped by a pattern neither intended to create.
One hesitates to leave, the other hesitates to ask for
company, and an ordinary evening becomes loaded with
expectations. Rebuilding a few independent sources of
satisfaction can relieve some of that pressure without
reducing the importance of the relationship.

Yet independence mustn't become another standard by
which couples judge themselves. There's nothing inherently
wrong with enjoying most activities together. Some people
have genuinely overlapping interests and feel happiest
spending substantial time in each other's company. The
question is whether they can choose differently without fear.
If Grace and Oliver both enjoy quiet weekends at home,
excellent. If Grace sometimes wants a restaurant Oliver
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dislikes, she should be able to consider going without him.
Healthy individuality is less about maintaining separate
calendars than about retaining meaningful choice.

This distinction matters because it's possible to become
performatively independent. Somebody reads about the
importance of personal space and suddenly decides they
must schedule multiple separate activities, even though they
don't particularly want them. They may start treating shared
enjoyment as evidence of excessive dependence. That's
simply replacing one rigid rule with another. The aim isn't to
prove that you can function without your partner. It's to
remain capable of recognising your own needs while freely
choosing the relationship. Sometimes your independent
preference will be to spend the evening together, and that is
perfectly legitimate.

Finding the Person Inside the Partnership

A useful place to begin is with ordinary preferences rather
than dramatic declarations about reclaiming your identity.
Think about the last few weeks. Which activities did you
genuinely choose? Which did you accept because they were
convenient? What have you stopped doing, and why? You
don't need to accuse yourself or your partner of anything.
You're looking for patterns. Perhaps you enjoy your shared
routines but miss occasional visits to a favourite place.
Perhaps you've allowed another person to make decisions
because you've become tired of organising things.
Understanding the reason helps you make a proportionate
change instead of responding to mild dissatisfaction with a
grand announcement that you need an entirely different life.

It can be useful to ask yourself what you'd choose if your
partner were happily occupied elsewhere for an afternoon.
Not what you'd do to fill the hours, but what you'd actually
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look forward to. If nothing comes to mind, that's information
rather than failure. You may need time to rediscover
interests or recognise that what you currently need is rest.
The point isn't to manufacture an exciting personality. It's to
notice whether your decisions still reflect something
genuinely yours. A person who chooses an afternoon nap
freely is exercising more autonomy than someone attending
an impressive activity solely to meet another person's
expectations.

Once you've identified something, discuss it without
implying that your shared life has been a mistake. "I've
realised | miss going to exhibitions, and I'd like to start doing
that again" is more useful than "I've completely lost myself
because of this relationship." The second statement may
reflect real frustration, but it invites the other person to
defend themselves before either of you understands what
needs changing. The first identifies an interest and creates
room for a practical conversation. You can discuss timing,
responsibilities, and any legitimate constraints without
requiring your partner to agree that the interest itself is
worthwhile.

The reverse conversation matters too. Ask whether your
partner has quietly abandoned something they once
enjoyed. Perhaps they have, and perhaps they're perfectly
content with the change. Listen rather than immediately
organising their return to an old hobby. The activity that
mattered ten years ago may no longer appeal to them. What
deserves protecting is their ability to choose, not the
preservation of every previous interest as though their
personality were a historic building subject to strict
conservation rules.
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Practical limitations deserve genuine attention. Children,
financial commitments, long working hours, health concerns,
and caring responsibilities affect how freely people can
arrange their time. If one partner can pursue interests only
because the other continually covers household duties, the
arrangement needs examination. Independence that
depends on somebody else's permanent sacrifice isn't
particularly balanced. Equally, a couple with limited
resources shouldn't feel obliged to imitate people who have
abundant childcare and disposable income. A brief,
dependable opportunity for personal time may be more
valuable than elaborate plans that never become possible.

Grace eventually suggests visiting a restaurant
specialising in food Oliver wouldn't enjoy. Rather than
turning it into another negotiation over their joint
preferences, she arranges to meet a friend there. Oliver is
pleased she has something to look forward to, and they
make their usual dinner plans for another evening. Nothing
fundamental changes about their commitment. Grace simply
remembers that liking different food doesn't require either
person to pretend otherwise. That modest distinction can
apply across much of a shared life.

A loving relationship doesn't need to absorb every
interest, friendship, opinion, and personal ambition within
reach. It needs two people willing to build something
together while remaining recognisably themselves. The word
"we" can describe partnership, affection, responsibility, and
belonging. It becomes troublesome only when it
automatically replaces "I" in decisions that never needed to
be collective. Being a couple is a meaningful part of who you
are. It doesn't have to become your entire personality,
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particularly when your entire personality still has some
perfectly good restaurant recommendations of its own.
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Chapter 2 - Why Separate Plans Can Set
Off the Relationship Alarm

At 8:36 on a Thursday evening, Hannah sees a
photograph of her boyfriend, Marcus, laughing at a pub quiz
with colleagues. He told her about the outing earlier that
week. She knew where he was going, had no objections,
and even wished him luck with the questions. Nevertheless,
the photograph produces an immediate, unpleasant
sensation. Marcus looks delighted. More delighted, Hannah
thinks, than he looked during their dinner the previous
evening. Everyone in the photograph seems to be having a
wonderful time, and nobody appears to be missing her.
Within minutes, Hannah has gone from seeing a cheerful
picture to wondering whether Marcus finds other people
more interesting, whether their relationship has become
boring, and whether he is gradually building a happier life
without her. The actual evidence consists of four smiling
adults and a plate of chips. Her imagination has supplied an
entire documentary about romantic decline.

This is the peculiar difficulty of feeling threatened by a
partner's independence. The event itself may be ordinary,
agreed upon, and entirely harmless. The emotional response
can still be surprisingly strong. You may know perfectly well
that your partner is allowed to enjoy other people's
company, yet experience their enjoyment as a personal
rejection. You might feel disappointed that they didn't invite
you, even when you wouldn't have wanted to attend.
Sometimes the hardest part is realising that they can be
genuinely happy in a situation where you're not present.
Rationally, you understand this is normal. Emotionally, part of
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you seems to be asking why the celebrations are proceeding
without the relationship's appointed representative.

The mistake would be to assume that this reaction always
means either that your partner has behaved badly or that
something is wrong with you. Neither conclusion follows
automatically. Feelings can alert us to neglected needs,
unclear expectations, previous disappointments, or genuine
problems with trust. They can also reflect fears that the
current situation doesn't justify. Understanding the
difference matters because the solution depends on what is
actually happening. A partner who repeatedly breaks
promises requires a different conversation from someone
whose entirely reasonable outing happens to make us feel
insecure. Treating both situations identically is rather like
hearing a smoke alarm and deciding that the appropriate
response is always to demolish the kitchen.

What Happened, and What Did It Mean to You?

One of the most useful distinctions is between an
observable event and the story we attach to it. Hannah
knows that Marcus attended a pub quiz and appeared to
enjoy himself. She doesn't know that he enjoyed it more than
their dinner, that he prefers his colleagues to her, or that his
happiness indicates dissatisfaction with the relationship.
Those are interpretations. They may feel convincing
because they emerge quickly and carry strong emotion, but
conviction doesn't turn them into facts. When we confuse
the two, we begin responding to an imagined intention
instead of the behaviour we actually witnessed.

This process can happen almost instantly. Your partner
says they're looking forward to an evening out. You hear
enthusiasm and conclude they must find home life dull. They
mention a new friend several times, and you wonder
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