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Introduction 

The transition to parenthood has been vievred as a crisis (LeMasters, 

1957; Dyer, 1963; Hobbs, 1965, 1968; Hobbs & Cole, 1976). A crisis is 

defined as "any sharp or decisive change for l-rhich old patterns are 

inadequate" (Hill, 1949:51). The addition of a family member causes change , 

adjustment, and reorganization of roles . However, expectant parents do not 

always perceive or prepare for these adjustment s of roles prior to the birth 

of a first child (Kach & McGhee, 1982). 

LeMasters (1957) found that all the couples in their study th~t said 

parenthood was a crisis for them had romanticized parent hood and felt 

unprepared for parental roles . More realistic train;ng and preparation for 

marrjage is available today, but not many couples get prepared f or parent:i.rl..g 

(Rossi 9 1968). 

Perceptions of parental roles prior to the birth of the firs t child 

deserve attention. Parental roles at this time are of particular interest 

with the increase of women in the work force. Along with this change is a 

needed re-evaluation of attitudes between mothers and fathers with r egard to 

their particular roles within the family. According to a study of college 

women, women are beginning to expect their husl:Rnds to take on more . , 

responsibilities and duties within the household in addition to their 

breadwinning roles (Parelius , 1975). The reason for this change i s because 

women are also expanding their roles to include work outside the home. Studies 

have been done to examine the attitudes of working women and nonworking vromen 

concerning their attitudes of the traditional rol es of housewife and mother . 
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According to Bird, Bird, and Scruggs (1983:63-64): 

The employment of married Homen on such a large scale 
contributes to changes in the HOrk and family role expectations 
of hus1:ands and Hives . As vrives increasingly share t he income 
provider role in the f amily, t here is increased pressure on the 
hus1:ands to share a larger proportion of parenting and 
household responsibili ties. 
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HoHever, :limited studies have been done specifically on Hhat husl:ands and Hives 

expect their particular roles and the roles of t heir spouse to be vrithin the 

household. This is especially true r egarding husband 0 s expectations. 

The present study will examine expectant parents' role expectations. 

Role expectations are becoming of greater interes t and importance. As the 

percentage of HOmen in the Hork force increases, the interest in r ole 

expectations increases. This area of research is limited and deserves 

additional attention. 

RurPose of the Study 

The purpose of the present study is to examine parent role expectations 

before the birth of a child. 'Ihe objective of this study is 

To determine if there are differences betHeen expectant 

parents 0 parental role expectations according to selected -· 
personal var iabl es (sex of parent, employment status of Hife, 

education of subject, parenting experience, and planning of 

pregnancy) . 

Limitations 

1. The conclusions o:f this study are limited to parents enrolled in 

prepared childbirth classes at a clinic Hhere HOmen Here seeking 

care :from a specialist in obstetrics . 

2 . Subjects appeared to all be middle class. 

Stat ement of Hypothesis 

The :folloHing research ~uestions Hill guide the present study : are 



there any differences in parental role expectations as expressed by expectant 

parents prior to t he birth of a child vri t h regard to the follovring: a. sex; 
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b. vrives' employment status ; c. education of subjects ; d . parenting experience; 

e. planning of pregnancy. Analysis by frequencies and percentages vrere 

utilized. 

Revie"H of Literature 

'Ihe present study is an attempt to enhance knovrledge concerning the 

area of role expectations of expectant parents. P"..cevious studies have 

examined parenthood as a cris i s a nd as the transition to parenthood. Research 

on expectations of expectant parents has been limited and somevrhat inadequate 

in the literature . Parenthood was first described as a crisis by LeMasters 

(1957). Other research has developed from the LeMasters study as an attempt 

to measure parenthood as a crisis (Dyer, 1963; Hobbs, 1965). Rossi (1968) 

and Hobbs (1968) both described the beginning of parenthood as a transition 

to parenthood as did Hobbs and Cole (1976) and Russell (1974). Unrealisti c 

expectations concerning parenthood are mentioned in several studies (LeMas ters, 

1957; Dunn, 1960; Rossi, 1968) and parental role expectations vrere examined by 

Kach and McGhee (1982). 

A second area of research related to parental roles is concerned with the 

division of household tasks. 11A significant proportion of the economic 

activity in the United States involves exchange in vrhich no money changes 

hands ; much of this unpaid exchange is in the f orm of household production 

(Nickols & Metzen, 1978:85). Becker (1965) extended the theory of time 

allocation to include household tasks. He hypothesized that fam.JJ.ies allocated 

the time spent in market and household activities according to. the members v 

abiliti es and efficiencies . Much r esearch has been done on the t ime allocati on 

and division of household tasks (Hedges & Barnett, 1972, Walker & Gauger, 1973; 
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Larsen, 1974; Vlalker & Woo.ds , 1976; Nickols & Metzen, 1978; Ericksen , Yancey, & 

Ericksen , 1979; Huber & Spitze, 1981; Bird, Bird, & Scruggs , 198J). 

A third area of literature r elated to parenting expectations and 

perceptions are the differences between the vim·rs of mother s and fathers . 

Several studies have reported differences betvreen mothers and father s Ln. their 

expectations and perceptions of the parentiD~ process (D~~ , 1960; Hobbs, 1965, 

1968; Russell, 1974; Hobbs & Cole, 1976; Lovingood & Firebaugh , 1978; Rindfuss, 

Bumpass , & St. John, 1980; Kach & McGhee, 1982; Gilbert & Hanson, 1983; Hock, 

Gnezda, & McBride, 1984). Expectations of expectant mothers and fathers 

concerning parenthood has been limited. 

Adjustment to Parenthood 

Parenthood as a Crisis 

The t erm cris is has a variety of meanings to di£ferent individuals and 

researchers , and research studies may use the term differently. The 

definition of crisis selected by researchers in studies of :r;:arenthood as a 

crisis is the one given by Hill (1949). A crisis is defined as "any shar:p or 

decisive change for which old patterns are inadequate" (Hill, 1949:51). 

LeMasters (1957) conceived parenthood as a crisis when associating the additton 

of a family member a s causing change , adjustment, and r eorganization of rol es. 

LeMasters used the conception as a basis for a research study on parenthood 

and parents' perceptions of a crisis with the arrival of a first child. He 

found that 83 per cent of the couples r eported "severe" or "extensi ve" cris is 

in adjusting to the birth of their f irst child. A second s tudy (Dyer, 1963) 

supported this finding in that 53 per cent of the couples in that study reported 

experiencing extensive or severe crisis after the arrival of t he firs t child. 

HoHever , Hobbs (1 965) later reported that none of the couples in his study 

experienced extens ive or severe crises, although all had reported experiencLng 

some degree of crisis in their adjustment. The Hobbs study failed to verify 



the conception of parenthood adjustment be ing felt as a crisis experience. 

Parenthood as a Transition 

Parenthood and the birth of a first child is a time of change, but there 

is disagreement between r esearchers in hovr this change is manifested in the 

perceptions of parents. Rossi (1968) states : 

•• , the time is now ripe to drop the concept of "normal 
crises" and to speak directly, instead, of the transition 
to and impact of parenthood. There is an unqomfor ta ble 
incongruity in speaking of any crisis as normal. If the 
transition is achieved and if a successful reintegration of 
personality or social roles occurs, then crisis is a 
misnomer. 

According to Hobbs (1965 and 1968), the difficulties experienced by parents 
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which may escalate crisis scores may be due to coping with confounding variables 

other than the child which may be complicating the adjustments of parents. 

He reported that couples did not experience extensive or severe crises in the 

adjustment of the birth of the first child. ",,, It would seem more accurate 

to view the addition of the first child to the marriage as a period of 

transition which is somewhat stressful" , (Hobbs, 1968:417). Other studies have 

concurred that there is a transition rather than a crisis at the birth of the 

first child (Russell, 1974; Hobbs & Cole, 1976). Russell (1 974) found subj ects 

to perceive the adjustment as moderately stressful with 95.2 per cent of the 

males and 96.9 per cent of the females experiencing no more than moderate 

difficulty. Hobbs and Cole {1976) reported that over 90 per cent of the 

couples reported slight and moderate crisis in the adjustment to parenthood. 

These studies (Hobbs, 1968; Russell, 1974; Hobbs & Cole, 1976; Rossi, 1968) 

support the findings that initial parenting may be moderately difficult, but 

not extensive enough to be considered a crisis. 

Ease of Transition 

Hobbs (1968) believes that other variables may combine with the arrival 

of the child to compound the difficulty of the transition to parent hood. The 
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degree of difficulty of the t ransition to parenthood is defined by Steffensmeier 

(1982:319) as "the degree to vrhich neH situations and relational changes 

accompanying the birth of the first child are perceived negatively by the 

husl:and and Hife." Variables may accumulate causLn.g a great deal of stress 

that would account for a higher crisis score. Studies have reported that 

variables such as preparation f or parenthood (LeMasters, 1957; Dyer, 1963; 

Rossi, 1968:;. Russell, 1974), r ealistic expectations (LeMasters~ 1957; Duru1, 

1960; Dyer, 1963; Ross i, 1968), and planned pregnancy (Dyer , 1963; Rossi, 1968; 

Russell, 1974} would help to ease the transition. 

The adjustment is less difficult with preparation, realistic expectations, 

planned pregnancy, and coping techniq_ues . Myers-Halls (1984-) folLnd t hat the 

ease of the transition to parenthood was related to coping strategies utilized 

by the mother. "UsLn.g strategies to cope Hith multiple role responsibilities 

is associated with fewer changes in living patterns and personal behavior after 

the birth of the first child, and with more positive reactions to the changes 

that do occur" (Myers-Walls, 1984:270). Successful coping strategies help the 

transition to be less difficult. Parenthood i s a time of adjustment and change~ 

but the burden :.of the adjustment will be easier Hi th the adaptation of coping 

strategies. 

Problems Faced by Parents 

In several parenthood studies, parents Here ~uestioned as to problems they 

faced as new parents . These problems were thought to be the causes of crises 

or adjustment problems that parents experienced (LeMasters, 1957; Dyer, 1963; 

Hobbs , 1965~ Russell, 1974; Sollie & Miller, 1980; Kach & McGhee , 1982). 

LeNasters found that all of the parents in his study had romanticized 

par enthood. The parents did not know the reali t ies of the time the child would 

re~uire of them. Problems reported by new mothers include exhaus tion (Dyer, 

1963; Hobbs , 1965; Russell, 1974; Sollie & Miller, 1980; Kach & McGhee, 1982), 
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loss of sleep (Dyer, 196J; Hobbs , 1965; Russell, 1974; Sollie & Miller, 1980; 

Kach & McGhee, 1982), feelings of neglecting husband (Dyer, 196J; Sollie & 

Miller, 1980; Kach & McGhee, 1982), feelings of inadequacy and extra work in the 

new role (Dyer, 196J; Sollie & Miller, 1980; Kach & McGhee, 1982), inability to 

keep up with housework (Dyer, 1963; Sollie & Miller, 1980), interruption of 

routines (Dyer, 196J; Hobbs , 1965 ; Sollie & Miller, 1980; Kach & McGhee, 1982), 

increased money problems (Hobbs, 1965; Sollie & Miller, 1980), being emotionally 

upset (Hobbs, 1965; Russell, 1974; Sollie & Miller, 1980), worrying about "loss 

of figure" (Russell, 1974), lack of time f or self (Sollie & Miller , 1980; Kach & 

McGhee, 1982), and strains on the husband-wife relationship (Sollie & Miller, 

1980). Fathers reported the following as being problems: loss of sleep (Dyer, 

1963; Hobbs , 1965; Russell, 1974; Sollie & Miller, 1980; Kach & McGhee, 1982), 

adjusting to new responsibilities (Dyer, 196J; Sollie & Miller, 1980), upset 

schedules and routines (Dyer, 1963; Hobbs, 1965; Russell, 1974; Sollie & Miller, 

1980; Kach & McGhee, 1982), ignorance of amount of time and work the baby would 

r equire (Dyer, 196J; Russell, 1974), financial worries a nd adjustments (Dyer, 

196J; Hobbs, 1965; Russell, 1974; Sollie & Miller, 1980), suggestions from 

in-laws (Russell, 1974), lack of time for self and spouse (Sollie & Miller, 

1980; Kach & McGhee, 1982), and strains on husband-wife relationship (Sollie & 

Miller, 1980). 

With the arrival of a new baby, schedules must change and adjustments must 

be made. Adjustments are made in all areas and aspects of these new parents ' 

lives . Adjustments are made in schedules , physical activities , energy, social 

lives and relati onships, and role respons ibilities. 

Expectations of Parenthood 

Individuals carry initial expectations of all new experiences encount ered, 

and parenthood is not an exception . LeMasters (1957), Dunn (1960), and Rossi 

(1 968) held the belief that individuals hold unrealis tic expectations toward 
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parenthood in that these individuals are disillusioned in the "romantic notion" 

of marriage, and particuJ.arly of parenthood. LeMaster s (1957) reported that all 

of the crisis group had romanticized parenthood . Rossi (1968) expressed feel ing 

that there is lack of realistic training because the only preparation for 

parenthood includes reading, hearsay from family a nd friends, husl:and-Hife 

dis cussions, and preparing the baby's room. These provide very little realistic 

knowledge, and at the same time cultivate unrealistic expec tations . Experience 

and learning by doing are the characteristics of parent education in today's 

societ y, and ability in parenting vrould reflect an example of exper ience a s a 

necessity for realistic expectations. Ro.ssi believes that to get reali stic 

expectations for parenting experience i s necessary. 

Dunn (1960) found that both adolescent boys and girls expected their marriage 

to be egalitarian in the areas of parenthood, and yet they expected the 

traditional practice of wile as homemaker a nd husband as breadH:ilmer for the 

marriage roles. Dunn also f ound inconsistencies betvreen the boys and girls · in 

their realistic expectations of what the role of the spouse would be in 

homemaking. Eversoll (1979) vievrs the mother-father dyad a s parallel roles in 

Hhich each role performer holds expectations of oneself and the partner. If 

these expectations of a dyad are mismatched, difficulties vrithin the marriage 

and parenthood Hill occur. According to Moser (1961 :43), "It is inferred that 

persons anticipating marriage vrould do well to discuss their attitudes and role 

expectations within the specific areas of t he marital relationship, and not 

merely in general t erms of like s and disl ikes." Studying the initial expectations 

of preparenthood, Kach and McGhee (1982) found no significant differences betvreen 

parents' initial expectations a nd their subse~uent perceptions of parenthood. 

These parents, as a whole, had been realistic in their expec tations. They d id 

find differences, hovrever, in other var~bles and the degree of correct 

expectations which included t he mothers 0 perception of preparati on for parenthood, 



age , and number of years prior marriage . 

Theoretical Orientation : Role 'Iheory 

The thea~; upon which this present research is based is role theory as it 

reflects the status and role of the mot her and father and the expectations and 

behaviors that are associated with their posit ion, particularly of the 
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transition to parenthood and adjustment t o the birth of a child. Status and role 

are tvro different but inseparable aspects of social structure. "Status is 

necessarily a relational concept; it characterizes a person in terms of a set of 

rights and obligations that regulate his interaction vrith persons of other 

statuses " (Deutsch & Krauss, 1965:174). The concept of role relates t o 

expectations concerning the behaviors that are associated with certain rights 

and obligations , and these expected behaviors are vie-vred in relation to the 

positions , statuses, and roles of another individual . Nye and Gecas (1976) 

comment ed that the concept of role contains feH mjor and many minor usages of 

the term . Deutsch and Krauss (1965) contend t hat there are three different 

definitions of usage of the t erm "role, 11 a nd these include "prescribed," 

"subjective," and "enacted." The "prescribed" role is one in which a ._set of 

expectations are emp~oyed by society to an individual according to his pos ition 

regarding his behavior and status in relation to another position. The 

"subjective" role "consist s of those specific expectations the occupant of a 

position perceives a s applicable to his ovm behavior when he interacts with 

occupants of some other position" (Deutsch & Krauss , 1965:175)· The "enacted" 

role are those particular behaviors that are a ctually performed by certain 

positional persons toward others ' positions. These three types of usage are 

as sumed to be compatible for a particular status or position . However, Araji 

(1977) points out that because of oneus environment or social s tructure t he 

individualu s rol e att itude may be inconsistent with role behavior. 

Besides the confusion in the definition of ~rc:>le ," confusion is also present 
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when considering particular r ol e expectations. "Role clarity refers to the 

degree of certainty or decreased vagueness with which expectations are defined" 

(Steffensmeier, 1982:.320) · It .. wmlld be considerably efficient and helpful if 

there were a s ingular prescribed set of expectations of roles or positions, 

particularly of parenthood . According to Steffensmeier (1982), problems of 

adjustment result from the lack of clarity -vrith reg:n:d to parenthood. Burr (1972) 

suggested that the consistency of expectations influence the adjustment to social 

roles. However, it is virtually impossible to have a singuJ.ar prescribed set of 

expectations of parental roles. "The employment of married women, many who are 

partners in dual-career families and many with children, has contributed to 

problems in work and family role expectations (Coffey, 1985:28). The roles a n 

individual performs reflect the attitudes and behaviors which he assumes to 

participate in the pattern. Each person performs many roles, and every role is 

as different as each individual himself. 

The individual's formation of habits and attitudes begins 
at birth, a nd other things being equal, the earlier his 
training for a status can begin the more successful are 
alike, and a status which will be congenial to one may 
be quite uncongenial to another (Truzzi, 1971 :9.3). 

Linton, according to Truzzi (1971), also described two types of statuses, 

"ascribed" and "achieved." Those statuses that are "ascribed" are assigned, 

predictabl e, and trained for (some times from the moment of birth) regardless of 

innate differences and abilities. The "achieved" statuses are assinged through 

competition and individual effort and, minimally, require special qualities. 

Schlesinger (1 985) suggested that individuals need to be flexible and cooperative 

to 1::alance roles, since roles of family members are continually changing. 

Role conflict or role incompatibility may result when an individual is 

1::alancing multiple roles. "Implicit in the f a ct one 's status set involves a wide 

variety of role relations and expectations is the possibility that he will find 

himself occupying positions with incompatible role requirements" (Deutsch & 
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Krauss, 1965:177). Role conflicts may occur for several reasons . ~ro different 

roles may re~uire too much time or energy from one individual, or they may 

demand conflicting loyal ties. An individual may or be expected to perform two 

roles with conflicting values. "Finally , some roles are incompatible with certain 

others simply because the culture defines them as i.'Ylcompatible" (Deutsch & Krauss, 

1965:178). According to Burr (1972), Goode vievrs role strain as developing 

stress within an individual developing from the difficulty to comply with role 

expectations. According to Myers-Halls (1984:268) , " ... individuals who attempt 

to fulfill multiple roles which involve conflicting expectations or an overwhelming 

number of tasks will have difficulty adj usting to these roles. " 

"The concept of role transitions refers to the process of movi.'Ylg in and 

out of roles in a social system" (Burr , 1972:407). 'Ihe ease of role transitions 

may be influenced by a number of factors. Myers-Walls (1984) presents four 

coping strategies which ease role transition: (1) favorable definition of the 

situation, (2) establishment of a salient role, (3) compartmentalization, and 

(4) compromise of standards. These s trategies were found to ease t he transition 

to motherhood. Burr proposes that role transition can be eased by, (1) learning 

the norms of the roles, before actually performing the role; (2) role clarity, 

or clearly set definitions with cons istencies of role expectations; and (3) the 

degree of importance and abruptness of the transition procedure. The mentioned 

factors are described as influential in the ease or difficulty of role transition. 

Rossi (1968) suggests that parenthood is a transitional period. The birth 

of the first child is seen as a process of moving into the role of be ing a 

parent, and it is vievred as being a rather abrupt change. With the arrival of 

the first child, new roles are derived and expected of the parents. Various 

factors influence the particular roles and expectations of new parents. Those 

which appear to be relevant include sex of parent, employment status of mother, 

education of parentp parenting experience, and planning of the birth. 



Sex of Parent 

Throughout history and society, roles and expectations have been 

prescribed according to t he sex of parent. A variety of r esearch has been 

completed comparing mothers and fathers in both ability to adjust to the 

arrival of a first child and role responsibility perceptions in the division 

of family tasks. 

Hobbs (1965) found that mothers f elt more crisis tr~n the fathers tdth 

the arrival of the first child, and when the distribution between sexes was 

broken down, fathers were found to feel relatively less difficulty in 

adjusting than mothers (Hobbs, 1968). Russell (1974) also found that the 

mothers felt a significantly higher level of crisis than fathers did. Hobbs 
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and Cole (1976) concur that mothers experience significantly more difficulty in 

adjusting to parenthood than fathers. However, in a later study done comparing 

parental role expectations before and after the bi-rth of the first child, 

mothers and fathers were not found to differ significantly in problems related 

to parenthood adjustment (Kach & McGhee, 1982). The majority of these findings 

demonstrate that there are differences between mothers and fathers in relation 

to their perceptions of the difficulty of adjusting to this new parenting 

role. 

Perception of parental role responsibility and expectations of the division 

of family tasks has been prescribed according to the sex of the parent for 

years. In the early 19th Century, 

The ideology of domesticity and the new vie.vr of childhood 
combined to revise expectations of parenthood. The roles of 
huslands and wives became gradually segregated; a clear 
division of labor replaced the old economic partnership, 
with the husland novr responsible for economic support and 
the vrife 's efforts directed tov~ard homemaking and child 
rearing (Hareven, 1983:80). 

Harriman (1982) referred to this type of segregation of roles as gender role 

specialization. Household tasks have been segregated according to husband 0 S work 
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and wife's work rmtil recently. Hith the increase of vromen in the work force, 

there has been a call for a reorganization of the division of family tasks . 

However, according to Scanzoni and Fox (1980) , gender-related behaviors are 

changing sloHer than gender-related preferences . 

Slocum and Nye (1976:81) state that: 

In the provider role , goods and services needed by the 
family are produced or are obtained by an exchange of 
goods and services. The housekeeper role takes the 
goods and prepares them and maintains them for family use, 
including such cleaning or repair activity as may be 
required for their efficient use or condusive to the 
pleasure and comfort of family members. 

Tradi tionally, the provider role has been the husband's responsibility , and . 

the housekeeper role, the wife's responsibility. Research has attempted to 

compare parents' attitudes and behaviors in relation to the divis ion of family 

tasks, because attitudes and behaviors are reportedly different (Araji, 1977; 

Scanzoni & Fox, 1980; 1avecchio et al., 1984). 

Gilbert and Hanson (1983) studied the perception of Horking men and Homen 

toward parental role responsibilities and formd that females rated the 

importance of these responsibilities as someHha t higher than the males, and 

in particular, significantly higher differences were formd in the areas of 

emotional aspects and norms and values . Emotional a spects Here meeting the 

child's emotional needs and handling the child' s emotions, and the norms and 

values category involved teaching the child values and setting standards for 

the child. Hhen the college Homen were compared five years apart in their 

attitudes and expectations of roles ,:··Parelius (1975) found a sizeable shift 

toward feminism in the areas of Hork, financial responsibilities, and division 

of household labor. "Hith respect to the preferred division of family tasks, 

there appears to be a clearly observable t endency towards a less exclus ively 

male and female division of tasks" (Tavecchio et al., 1984:233). Lovingood 

and Firebaugh (1978) found that Hives and husbands both t ended to perceive 



that they themselves had more responsibility for household Work than the 

spouse acknovrledged . Araji (1977) found the attitudes of both the men and 

women reflect ed egalitarian vierrs tov~ard the division of family tasks . 

The behaviors of men and women generally differed in the division of 

family tasks vri th the vromen providing the household roles and men providing 

little assistance with household chores and child care (Morgan et al., 1964; 

Walker, 1969; Larsen, 1974; Nickols & Metzen, 1978; Lovingood & Firebaugh , 

1978; Vanek, 1983; Tavecchio ,et al., 1984). Bartz (1978) however , did 

compare mothers 0 and fathers 0 childrearing tasks and found that both parents 

were generally involved and concerned vrith most childrearing tasks. Several 

studies that compared wives' and husbands' number of hours spent per week on 

household activities demonstrated that wives spent considerably more time 

in housework tasks (Morgan et al ., 1964; WaL~er , 1969; Walker & Woods , 1976; 

Nickols & Metzen , 1978). Morgan et al. (1964) found that wives spent an 

average of 40 hours per week in housevrork and husbands spent four hours per 

week, and Walker (1969) found that wives rrorked 51 hours per week and 

husbands worked 11 hours per week on housevrork. Walker and Woods (1976) 

found that wives contributed 32.4 hours per week and husbands contributed 

2.4 hours per week on household tasks. In addition , Nickols and Metzen 

(1978:90) state: 

Sixty-five per cent of the husbands reported that they 
spent no time in housework . 'Ihose husbands who did 
contribute to housework time spent an average of seven 
hours per week . One-third of the wives in the sample 
contributed 40 or more hours per rreek to housework while 
less than 20 per cent spent less t han 20 hours. 

Other studies researched which tasks vrere to be done by each spouse. 

Activities that were considered the wife 1 s tasks included: meal preparation, 

houseHork , d iapering , making beds and vacuuming . Acti vities considered t o 

be husband 's tasks were: odd jobs, changing a fuse, and fixing a flat 

14 
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bicycle tire (Larsen ,. 1974; Tavecchio et al., 1984) . Some tasks are considered 

shared tasks and these include: t ussling and cuddling children , reading 

to children, decorating house, buying a car and making vacation arrangements 

(Lovingood & Firebaugh, 1978; Tavecchio et al., 1984). 

Thus, housework has generally been divided into husband 0 s tasks and 

wile's taSks , and although more women have entered the work force, men do 

not proportionately contribute more time to housevrork. 

Given the record of the past, the prospect for husbands taking 
on more housework is not good. However , if, as recent data 
suggests , a ttitudes about men's and women's responsibilities 
in the home change, then husbands may increas~~ly come to 
share home responsibilities with employed wives. But taking 
the past as a gui de, it will be some time before these deeply 
ingrained attitudes and behaviors change in any substantial 
way (Vanek, 1984:186). 

Em-ployment Status of Wile 

With the increase of women in the work force, there has been an increase 

of research on dilferences in families with wives that are employed and wives 

that are nonemployed. A variety of research has been completed that compares 

attitudes of employed and nonemployed women concerning motherhood and divis ion 

of family tasks . "Two lilestyle patterns-career- and family-accomodated-have 

a built-in potential for role confl ict. as individual s attempt to combine 

family and career goals" (Regan & Roland, 1985:990). Slocum and Nye (1 976) 

discuss the issue of wives sharing the provider role with husband and note 

the increase of women a ssi s ting in the financial role. Schlesinger (1 985) 

also notes this role of being both employed and married a s the fastes t 

growing womens' role. Because this style of family lile is growing, there is 

a "challenge to redefine roles and reallocate role r espons i bilities is a 

societ y that expl i cit ly delineates sex roles" (Harriman, 1982:34). The 

challenge is to r eallocat e the r ole responsibilities and expectat ions of 

household tasks. 



Homen vrho are career-oriented are not placing as high a priorit y on 

family as nonemployed >-ramen but are placing high priorities on the career 

(Parelius, 1975; Hock et al ., 1984; Maret & Finlay, 1984; Regan & Roland, 

1985) . Nonemployed women hold stronger beliefs than employed '\-ramen that 

only the mother can provide the care a child needs (Hock et al . , 1984). 

However, both groups demonstrated a change in attitude involving greater 

sharing of housework by husl::and and wi£e (Maret & Finlay, 1984) . According 

to studies by Walker (1969) and Nickols and Metzen (1978) , Homen's 

employment status affected the amount of contribution to the household tasks 

by vrives, Hith employed Homen spending a little less time Horking in the 

home. 

With the increase of Homen in the Hork force, husl::ands are pressured 
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to contribute a larger proportion of time parenting and assumiP~ household 

responbilities (Bird , Bird, & Scruggs, 1983). HoHever, presently, research 

has not found husl::ands to contribute more time to parenting or doing 

household tasks. According to Vanek (1983:177), "The sex-typing of housework 

is so deeply ingrained that the basic household ~sks are not redivided Hhen 

a Hi£e enters the labor force." Studies on time allocation spent on household 

tasks found that the vrife' s employment may have a small, but limited, impact 

on the amount of time husl::ands contributed to the housevrork (Walker & Gauger, 

1973; Walker & Woods, 1976; Nickols & Metzen, 1978). Other r esearch 

indicated that men with employed wives did not change roles to provide more 

involvement vrith household tasks (Ericksen, Yancey, & Ericksen, 1979; Huber & 

Spitze, 1981; Harriman, 1982; T.avecchio et al., 1984; Schlesinger, 1985). 

Harriman (1982) and Schlesinger (1985) di scuss the concern of role overload 

for employed women resulting from the husl::and's lack of increase in 

contributing to the household tasks. 



Education of Parent 

The literature on the effects of education on parents involvement has 

been varied. In the early 60°s, levels of education were studied to see 

if the different levels would affect the amount of crisis felt or the 

difficulty of adjustment (Dyer, 1963; Hobbs , 1965; Hobbs & Cole, 1976). 

Dyer (1963) found that lower education of husbands only tas related t o 

greater crisis experience; however, Hobbs (1965) and Hobbs and Cole (1976) 

did not find the levels of education to affect crisis or adjustment. 

The effects of education on parent involvement with regards to division 

of family tasks has varied. The educational l evel of husbands vas not found 

to be related to the total time spent on housework (Walker & Woods, 1976). 

However , Nickols and Metzen (1978) found a weak relationship indicating 

that more highly educated husbands allocated a little more time than l ess 

educated husbands to household tasks, and Huber and Spitze (1981) also 

found that husbands with higher educational levels were more likely to 

contribute to household labor with wives that were highly educated. 

Research has been done more often on the educational level of wives. 
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Several researchers suggest that the educational level of wives had relatively 

little or no impact on the division of family tasks (Hedges & Barnett, 1972; 

Nickols & Metzen , 1978; Maret & Finlay, 1984). Maret and Finlay (1984) 

stated education may affect attitudes totard home responsibility , but 

education has little affect on behavior. Wives with l ess educational level s 

have been found to be more traditional and to rate parent r esponsibilities 

a s more important than highly educated wives (Gilbert & Hanson, 1983; Hock 

et al., 1984) . Parelius (1975) questioned college women and found that they 

expected their careers to be equally important as the husband's career, 

and they expected to share financial and househol d respons ibilities . 

Rindfuss , Bumpass, and St. John (1980) defined education as important in 



expectations to~~rd female roles in that highly educated women were more 

acceptant of values , a spirations, a nd skills of nonfamilial roles . Regan 

and Roland (1985) also found highly educated women to commit themselves to 

values that are career-oriented and to be less likely to place family roles 

first. 

Parenting Experience 

Differences would be expected bet~reen parents expecting a first child 

and parents expecting a subse~uent child, because the latter has had some 

experience with parenthood. Rossi (1968) stated that parenthood ~s l earned 

through experience. 

Dyer (1963) found that couples with a child under the age of six months 

were experiencing more crises and problems than couples ~rith a child six 

months or older. Walker and Gauger (1973) and Huber and Spitze (1981) also 

demontrated that the age of the child affected housework by increasing 

the amount of work needed t o be done and with husbands contributing more 

with younger children in the family. As the number of children increase , 

the time spent in housework also increases for both the hus l:and and rrife 

(Walker & Gauger, 1973; Walker & Woods, 1976; Nickols & Metzen, 1978). 

First-time parents and experienced parents have been studied as to t he 

perceptions of the pregnancy and varied differences rrere found. · Forer 

(1976) found that first-time parents were more .likely to be overrrhelmed 

than experienced parents by the pregnancy and parenthood, and Grossman , 

Eichler, and Winickoff (1980) a l so f ound first-time mother s to be more full 

of wonder than experienced mothers. Le ifer (1980) found t hat first-time 

expectant rromen derived more satisfaction than vromen rrho have children 

a lready from their pregnancies that t hey rrer e experiencing from the time 

of the study. Grossman , Eichler, and Winickoff (1980) found first-time 

pregnant women to place the pregnancy central to their lives and rromen who 
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have experienced pregnancy at l east once bef or e do not place the pregnancy 

central to their lives . They further found that both first-time and 

experienced mother s experienced positive adaptation; hovrever, the first-time 

mothers experienced a genuine crisis period vrith pregnancy and experienced 

mothers experienced much smaller proportional crises. First-time fathers 

experienced more eagerness than experienced fathers. 

Forer (1976) found that parents learned from r:arenting the first child 

by the time the second child arrived but the parents are not able to give 

the first child the attention that they did before the second child arrived. 

'Ihe r:arents experienced feelings of sadness and guilt because of this 

change of providing l ess attention to the first child. Young, Boyle, and 

Colletti (1983) found that parents had to make adjustments to the birth of 

a second child and found that mothers had profound guilt and sad feelings 

because they felt a significant change in their relationship with their 

first child. Kach a nd McGhee (1982) found that in their comparisons of 

first-time parents and experienced parents in their perceptions of roles that 

the first-time parents' post-birth responses were similar to experienced 

parentsv pre-birth responses. 

Planning of the Birth 

'1\ro gross generalizations about having babies--which may or 
may not be supported scientifically--are that many first 
children are not planned, and that men are less willing 
than women to accept parenthood responsibilities (Forer, 
1976:208). 

Anticipating socializa t ion i s a process of preparing for social roles 

through formal and informal training. Planning the pregnancy is a part of 

the process of antic ipating socialization of the parenting role - (Steff ensmeier, 

1982) . When a pregnancy is planned, that indivi dual doing t he planning is 

preparing to enter the s ocial r ole of parenthood. Whet her a pregnancy is 

planned or unplanned may affect perceptions or expectations of parenthood . 



Dyer .(1963) a nd Russell (1974) both found t hat as parents increased 

their planning of the pregnancy t heir crisis score decreased . Hovrever, 

Hobbs (1 965) did not find the planning of pregnancy to affect the crisis 

score. Lei£er (1980) found that vromen vrho both planned and did not plan the 

pregnancies had all wanted children but had varied on vrhen they planned on 

beginning a family. Di£ferent characteristics and perceptions have been 

identified for parents that had planned and for those vrho had not planned 

the pregnancy (Grossman, Eichler, & WL~ickoff, 1980; Leifer, 1980; 

Steffensmeier, 1982). 

Planning of the pregnancy is an important issue to consider vrhen 

examining role expectations. 

, , . Most Homen began their pregnancies with positive or 
ambivalent expectations; only those with unplanned 
pregnancies reacted negatively in the early months. 
As pregnancy progressed, women increasingly vie1-Ted 
their pregnancies with ambivalence (Leifer, 1980:20). 

Hhether the pregnancy is planned or not will have substantial impacts on 

t he woman vs response to and experience of pregnancy (Grossman, Eichler , & 

Winickoff 0 1980). Leifer (1980) found that all women, those Hith planned 

pregnancies and those Hith unplanned pregnancies , vieHed their pregnancies 

Hith ambivalence as the pregnancy progressed. Grossman , Eichler, and 

Winickoff (1980) stated that women experiencing unplanned pr egnancies tend 

to experience more problems during the pregnancy, after the birth, and t end 
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to experience more adjustment difficulties than HOmen with planned pregnancies. 

In Leifer' s study (1980), four HOmen out of 19 were classified as having 

unplanned pregp.ancies. 'Ihese Homen experiencing unplanned pregnancies 

reported feeling unpr epar ed as a result of being t oo involved in a job, not 

yet having a s table marriage , and not having enough money to support a child 

at the time . The feelings of being unprepared contributed to psychological 

unreadiness of an unplanned pregnancy . These women reported f eelings of 



disbelief, anger, a nd despair at confirmation of pregnancy . 

Women with planned pregnancies, in contrast, reported feelings of 

readiness or preparedness. Some of the factors that contributed to the 

sense of readiness were: feelings that they had recently matured and could 

cope with the demands, feelings that t hey had developed perso~~lly through 

their work first, and feelings of the marriage being stable and cohesive 

enough to be able to manage a family (Leifer, 1980). 

Whereas the women experiencing unplanned pre~~ncies had negative 

reactions to the confirmation of the pregnancy, women experiencing planned 

pregnancies reported feelings of elation and relief (Lei Ter, 1980). 

Steffensmeier (1982) stated women with planned pregnancies were more likely 

to have prepared for parenthood and that they perceived competency and 

financial security. The planning of pregnancy affects perceptions and 

expectations of parents. 
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Method 

Subjects 

Sub jects for this study vrere 23 couples enrolled in prepared childbirth 

classes sponsored by the Stillwater Women's Clinic . 

a Lutheran church and tvro groups in a Baptist church . 

collected in March and April 1986. 

Instrument 

One of the groups met in 

'!he data vrere 
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A survey of related literature r esulted in no appropriate instrument being 

found. 'Iherefore , '!he Division of Family '!asks (Hinkley, 1986) was revised for 

use in this study (Appendix A). 

'!he changes made in the Division of Family '!asks consisted of (1) deleting 

three i terns not related t o infant:;;, ( 2) revrording some i terns to make them 

consistent vrith age of infancy, and (3) repeating 16 family task items . Respondents 

were ~uestioned as to their expectations of vrho vrould perform 16 f amily task 

items in the period of tvro vreeks follovring birth. These 16 items vrere 

repeated in the section vrhere subjects vrere to respond a s to their expectations 

of vrho vrould perform the tasks in the period of six months follovring birth. 

With this addition, subjects vrere able to be compared to see if changes in 

expectations occurred. '!his section of the inst rument consisted of ~7 family 

task i terns that mus t be completed vri thin the period of tvro vreeks follovring birth, 

six mont hs follovring birth, and vrhen necessary. '!he sub j ects vrere to respond 

according to vrhom they perceived performing the task on a five-point scale 

ranging from Husl::and Mainly to Wife Mainly, and another category was included 

in vrhich subjects could respond if their response v~s not one of the five 

categories . The items vrere concerned vrith the follovring divisions of family 

tasks: child care, meal preparation, maintenance and repair , kinship relations, 

f inances , laundry , and household tasks. 

'!he second part of the instrument, developed by the researcher, consisted 



of demographic information to be filled out by the respondents and included 

the following information: (a ) birthdate, (b) sex , (c) marital status, 

(d) wedding date , {e ) number of children, (f) . ages of children , (g) ethnic 

background, (h) education, (i) wife 0 s employment status, (j) time vrife works , 

(k) expected date of birth , and (1) pla~~ing of pregnancy. 

Procedure 

The instrument was dis tribut ed to couples at the prepared childbirth 

classes at the beginning of class sessions and completed during the class. 

The researcher made an introduction and briefl y explained the ins trument 

and its purpose. The researcher also explained that the instrument had to 
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be filled out by husbands and wives separately so that one would not ir~luence 

the other and cause the research to be invalid. The researcher was present 

at all times to answer questions and to collect the instruments a s they 

were completed. 

Analysis 

The analys is of the data yielded primarily descriptive information. 

Frequencies and percentages of each response items were tabulated. The 

categories were collapsed for more efficient analysis . Variables studied 

included s ex of subj ect , employment status of wife in family, education of 

subject r parenting experience, and planning of pregnancy. 



Results 

Description of Sub jects 

A detailed description of the 46 subjects who served as subjects for 

the present study is presented in 'Iable I. Half of t he respondents ~orere 

m l e and half Here female ... Most of the respondents ~orere experiencing 

first-time pregnancies (63%). Educational levels ranged from completL~ 

8th to 11th grade to completing a graduate degree, with the greatest 

proportion completing one to three years of college or post-secondary 

training (39%) . In a majority of the families ( 65%) , the H"ife in the 

family worked, and of those, 63 per cent worked full-time. Sixty- three 

per cent of the respondents reported that the birth Has planned. 'Ihe ages 

ranged from 17 t o 45, and t he great est proportion was in the a ge range of 

20 to 24 (39%). 
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Variables 

Sex 

Children . . . . . 

TABLE I 

CHARACTERISTICS OF THE SUBJEX:! 'IS 
(N = 46) 

Classification 

Males 
Fema.les 

First 
Subseg_uent 

Highest Grade Completed 8th - 11th Grade 
High School Graduat e 
1-3 Years College or Post-Secondary 

Training 
College Graduate 
Graduate Degree 

Wife Employment Status Employed 
Unemployed 

Status of Emplo)ed Wives Full-time 
(N = 30 Part-time 

Planning of Pregnancy Planned 
Unplanned 

Age 17-19 
20-24 
25-29 
30-34 
35-39 
40-45 

25: 

No. % 

23 50 
. 23 50 

29 63 
17 ' 37 

1 2 
10 22 

18 39 
11 24 
6 13 

30 65 
16 35 

23 77 
7 23 

29 63 
17 37 

3 7 
18 39 
11 24 

9 20 
4 9 
1 2 



Prepares meals 

Di.f'ferences Betvreen I1ales and Females 

on the Division of Family 'Iasks* 

In two vreeks follovr:L11.g birth , females reported relatively equally among 

the alternatives of primarily husland task, task of both, and primarily 

wife task; hovrever, the males (52%) responded that this task should be 

primar ily done by both. 

vl ithin the six months folloHing birth , fern.ales (65%) reported t hat 

preparing meals was primarily a female task with a feH (35%) reporting i t a s 

a task for both husland and wi.f'e . The males r esponded in a similar rn.a~~er. 

The attitudes of both males and females changed from meal preparation 

being shared equally to be ing primarily a female oriented task after the 

six months period. 

Yard work 

This task is reported by the majority of both males and f emales as a 

task f or the husband within the two week period following birth. 

Af ter the period of six months following birth, a majorit y (61%) of 

females responded that this task v~s for husbands, but several (30%) also 

r eported t his would be a task for bot h husband and vri.f'e . 'Ihe mal es reported 

similar expectati ons :Eo the f irst period in that this vrould be a task for 

the husbands (91%). 

During the two t ime periods, the males ' a ttitudes wer e unchanged, and 

t he females; attitudes changed to a more equal i tarian a ttitude . 

Dress the baby 

The females responded to this task as being primarily a task for both 

husband a nd Hif'e (57%), but also being primarily a vri.f'e task (4J%) Hithin the 

per iod of tHo vreeks follovring birth. The mal es responded in the opposite 

*See Table II on .page 33 
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manner: the task vievred as being primarily a Hife task (57%), but a lso a 

task to be shared (43%) . 

Both femal es and males responded that dressing the baby is for both 

husband and Hife 1-rithin a period of six months follm-ring birth . 
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The females' attitudes remained exactly the same in both response 

periods , and males' attitudes changed to a more equal division of task Hork . 

Clean the house 

The females (61%) and males (52%) reported that t his task is one to be 

shared within tHo weeks following birth. 

Hithin six months follOi·ring birth, this task is vie1-red as a wife task by 

the females (65%) and a task for both by the males (52%) . 

Females' attitudes changed toward a more tradition~l household division 

Hhile the males' attitudes remained the same in being an equally shared task . 

~~ash the dishes 

Hithin the period of two weeks folloHing the birth, females (48%) found 

this task to be one for both husband and wife as did the males (39%). 

Within the period of six months following the b irth, both females (65%) 

and males (52%) found thi s task to be primarily a wife task. 

Both females and males changed their expectations of the responsibility 

of this task from the period of two weeks following birth to the period of 

six months foil01·TLDg birth. They changed from equal sharing attitudes to a 

more traditional attitude where the wife displays this task. 

Tend the vegetable garden 

The greatest proportion of the f emales (39%) found this task to be 

primarily a husband 1 S task during the two Heeks following birth, The greatest 

proportion of the males (61%) also found t his task to be for the husbands. 

During the six months a fter birth, the females (39%) found this task to 

be sh~red between the husband and wife, and the males (43%) reported that t hey 
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had no garden. 

The femal es 0 expectations changed from a husband task to a shared task 

from one period to the next, and males a expectations r emained the same in that 

t he task viaS primarily for the husland. 

Provide the family's financial su~port 

Both females and males defined this task as a task to be performed by 

the husband during the t Ho r,.reeks follovring birth . 

During the period of six months follm·ring the birth, a majority of both 

females (52%) and males (70%) dGfined the task as priln.arily a husband task. 

Ho1·rever, both females (4J%) and JTl.ales (26%) also had a large number report 

this task as being a shared task. 

The attitudes concerning providing the family 0 s financial support 

remained relatively similar as far as a majority definirl.g the task as one for 

the husband. Hovrever, both f emales and males reported more task sharing 

attitudes during the second period. 

Set the table 

A majority of females (61%) and males (74%) vievred this task as one to be 

shared tHo vreeks follovring birth . A fe'\f of the females vieHed this task as 

one for the vrife (22%) and less as one for the husband (22%). A few of the 

males (22%) vieHed this task as one for the husl::and . 

Six months follovring birth, a small majority (57%) of the females and a 

majority (70%) of the mal es vievred this task as one to be shared. The 

remaining females and all but one male vievred the task a s one t o be completed 

by the vrife. 

In compg,ring the tHo time periods , t he attitudes of both females and 

males remained unchanged in respect to a ma jority vievring the task as one to 

be shared . Hovrever , s everal subj ects reported setting t he table a s the 

husband 0 s task in the first period , but not in the second period . 
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Bathe/ clean baby 

A ma jority (61%) of the females defined this task as a task to be shared 

during the first two weeks, a nd a ma jority (61%) of the males defined t his 

task as a tast to be performed by the wife. 

A majority of both females (65%) and males (52%) defined bathing the 

1:aby as a shared task during six months fol lm·ring birth. 

Therefore , the f emales defined this task the same when comparing the 

two different periods, but the mal es changed their definition from a 

wife-oriented task to a shared task. 

Launder clothes 

This task was viewed by the females (57%) as primarily a wife-oriented 

tas:k, while the males (39%) primar ily viewed it as a shared task within the 

two week period following birth. 

Within the six months period follm-Ting birth, both the females (83%) and 

males (74%) viewed the task as a wife-oriented task. 

When .comparing t he responses between the tHo periods, females Here found 

to have similar attitudes in both periods with the task as a wife ' s task. 

The malesv attitudes changed from the task being shared to being the wife's 

task . 

Get up during the night to feed the baby 

Females (70%) and males (61%) both reported that this task was to be 

performed by the wife during the period of two weeks following birth. 

Females (70%) reported that this task was to be perf ormed by the Hife 

during the period of six months following birth, while a majority of mal es 

(52%) reported t hat the task would be performed by both husband and wife. 

While females reported similar performance expectations of this task 

between the two time periods, the males reported more egalitarian performance 

expectations. 



Buy groceries 

Hithin the period of t vro vreeks follovring birth, the greatest proportion 

of females (43%) and males (48%) expected the task to be performed by both 

the hus1:and and vrife. 

JO 

Within t he period of six months follovring birth, the females (51%) expected 

the task to be performed by the vrife, and the males (57%) expected the task to 

be performed by both partners. 

In comparison of the tvro :time periods, the females 0 expectations chaP.ged 

from sharing the task to the vrife performing the task. The males' 

expectations remained unchanged. 

Play with 1:a by 

The majority of both females and males reported expectations of the ~-rife 

and hus1:and sharing the task of playing with the 1:aby vrithin the period of tvro 

weeks and the period of six months following birth. 

Iron clothes 

Both females and males expected that ironing would be the "1-rife ' s task within 

the period of tvro weeks and the period of six months follovr ing birth . Hovrever, a 

fe~-r females and males reported that they would not iron at any time. 

Plan family menus 

The majority of both females (65% and 74%) and males (61% and 74%) 

defined this task as one to be a wife-oriented task within t he period of tvro 

weeks and the period of six months following birth. 

Get up during the night to change the 1:aby 

A majority (57%) of the females responded that this task would be shared 

by the spouses during the two weeks following birth. The males were evenly 

divided (48% each) in their responses of shared task and wife's task. 

Hithin the period of six months following birth, the majority of both 

females (61%) and males (52%) responded that the task would be shared. 
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Both f emal es and mal es had relatively similar attitudes in both periods 

in that the task vrould be shared with the addition of the males also 

responding that the task Hi!lluld also be the wife 's responsibility in the 

second period. 

'Iake car e of car maintenance and repair 

All but one female and all of the males defined this task as one to be 

performed by the husband. 

Hrite or call relatives 

A majority (61%) of the females reported that this task is one to be 

shared by both husband and Hife, and a majority (52%) of the males reported 

that this task i s a task for the wife. 

Purchase clothing for baby 

The majority of both f emales (83%) and males (74%) expected this task to 

be a wife-oriented task. 

Minor househol d repairs 

The females and males both expected this task to be a husband-oriented 

task. 

Arrange visits with relatives 

The majority of both f emales (91%) and males (78%) vieHed this task as 

one to be performed by both husband and Hife. 

Send cards or gifts to relatives 

The females (74%) and males (78%) viewed this task as one that would be 

the wife 's task . 

Plan family budget 

The f emales (61%) and males (70%) both defined this budgeting task a s 

primarily a shar ed task of the husband and wife . 

1ake baby to doctor (non-emergency) 

The females (83%) def ined this task as one that Hould be the Hife ' s task . 



The mal es were equally divided (48% each) in their r esponses between taking 

t he laby to the doctor a s being a shared task and the vrife 0 s task . 

Paint the house 

The majority of the females (70%) and males (83%) defined this task a s 

one t hat vrould be a hustand- oriented task . 

Dec ide to'lm or city vrhere family will live 

32 

The ma jority of the feJTl.ales and males responded that this task vrould be 

a task to be performed by the hustand and wife both. 

Purchase ma jor appliances 

The majority of t he females and males eipect ed this task to be performed 

by both the hustand and wife. 

Decorate the house 

The femal es ' responses vrere equally divided (48% each) between the task 

being shared by the hustand and wife and the task being done by the wife . 

The males' responses (57%) were that decorating vrould be primarily the vrife 0 s 

task. 

Dec i de what car to buy 

The ma jority of females (83%) and males (70%) responded to this task as 

one to be shared by the hustand and vrife . 

Purchase minor appliances 

The majority of females (70%) and males (78%) vievred thi s task as one to 

be perfor med by both the hustand and wife. 

Decide which house to buy or apartment to rent 

The f emales and males defined this task as one to be shared by the 

spouses. 



TABLE Il 
' ' 

DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO DIVSI ON OF FAMILY TASKS 
ACC ORDING TO SEX 

(N = 2J FEMALES & 2) MALES) 

Fre~uencies and Percentages 
of Available ResEonses 

Husbands Both Wives . Others 
No. %. No •. ' . . _. % No . % No . % 

Item 

Within the period of two weeks 

.l. Prepares meals: Females 8 J5 8 J5 7 JO 0 
Males 6 26 12 52 5 22 0 

2. Yardwork: Females 21 91 0 - 1 4 1 4 
Males 22 96 0 - 0 - 1 4 

J . Dress the l:abya Females 0 - 1J 57 10 4J 0 
Males 0 - 10 4J 1J 57 0 

4. Clean the house: Females 4 17 14 61 4 17 1 4 
Males 9 J9 12 52 2 9 0 

5· Hash the dishes: Females 5 22 11 48 7 JO 0 
Males 6 ?6 9 J9 5 22 0 

6. Tend the vegetable garden: Females 9 J9 6 26 2 9 6 26 
Males 14 61 J 1J 2 9 4 17 

7· Provide the family's 
financial support: Females 20 87 2 9 1 4 0 

Hales 21 91 1 4 1 4 0 

8. Set the table: *Females J 1J 14 61 5 22 0 
Males 5 22 17 74 1 LJ. 0 - \.J,) 

\.J,) 

* = missing data 



TABLE II (Cont inued) 

Fre~uencies and Percentages 
of Availa ble ResEonses 

Husl:ands Both Wives ~thers 

Item No. ~ No. % No . % No . % 

9· Bathe/clean l:aby: Females 0 - 14 61 9 39 0 
Males 0 - 9 39 14 61 0 

10. Launder clothes: Females 2 9 8 35 13 57 0 
Males 6 26 9 39 8 35 0 

11. Get up during the night 
to feed the l:aby: Females 0 - 7 30 16 70 0 

Males 0 - 9 39 14 61 0 
J")l l:·.- ·- ·. ) ·, ._,. 

12. Buy groceries : *Females 6 26 10 43 6 26 0 
1_.; Males 7 30 11 48 5 22 0 

13. Play Hith l:aby: Females 0 - 22 96 1 4 0 
Males 0 - 20 87 3 13 0 

14. Iron cl othes:. Femal e s 1 4 6 26 13 57 3 13 
Mal es 1 4 4 17 14 61 4 17 

15. Plan family menus: Femal es 1 Lj. 7 30 15 65 0 
Mal es 1 4 8 35 14 61 0 

16. Get up during the n ight 
to change t he l:aby : Females 1 4 13 57 9 39 0 

Males 1 4 11 48 11 48 0 

VJ 
.{:" 



~BLE II (Continued ) 

Frequenci es and Percentages 
of Available ResEonses 

Husl:ands Both~ Wives Ot hers 
Item No. % No. % No. % No . % 

Within the period of s ix months 

17. Prepares meals: Females 0 - 8 35 15 65 0 
Males 0 - 5 22 18 78 0 

18 . Yard wor k : Females 14 61 7 30 1 4 1 4 
Mal es 21 91 1 4 0 - 1 4 

19. Dres s the l:aby : Femal es 0 - 13 57 10 43 0 
Mal es 0 - 13 57 10 43 0 

20. Cl ean the house: Females 0 - 8 .35 15 65 0 
Males 1 4 12 52 10 43 0 

21. Wash the dishes : Femal es 1 4 7 30 15 65 0 
Males 2 9 9 39 12 52 0 

22. Tend the vegetable garden : Females 5 22 9 39 Lr 17 5 22 
Mal es 10 43 7 30 2 9 Lr 17 

23 . Provi de t he f amily's 
f inancial support : Femal es 12 52 10 43 0 - 1 4 

Males 16 70 6 26 1 4 0 

24. Set t he table: Females 0 - 13 57 10 43 0 
Males 1 4 16 70 6 26 0 

\..,J 
\.J\ 



TABLE II (Continued) 

Frequencies and Percentages 
of Available ResEonses 

Husbands Both Wives Others 
Item No. % No . % No . % No . % 

25. Ba·the/clean baby: Females 0 - - 15 95 8. 35 0 
Males 0 - ·- 12 52 11 48 0 

26. Larmder clothes: Females 1 4 3 13 19 83 0 
Males 0 - 6 26 17 74 0 

2?. Get up during the night 
to feed the baby: Females 0 - 7 30 16 70 0 

Males 0 - 12 52 11 48 0 

28. Buy groceries: Females 0 - 11 48 12 52 0 
Males 1 4 13 57 9 39 0 

29. Play with baby: Females 0 - 22 96 1 ·,4 0 
Males 1 4 21 91 1 :4 0 

30 . Iron clothes: Females 0 - 4 17 17 74 2 9 
Males 0 - 2 9 19 83 2 9 

31. Plan family menus: Females 0 - 6 26 17 74 0 
Males 0 - 6 26 17 74 0 

32. Get up during the night 
to change the baby : Femal es 0 - 14 61 9 39 0 

Males 2 9 12 52 9 39 0 

33· Take care of car VJ 

maintenance and repair : Females 22 96 1 4 0 0 0'--
Males 23 100 0 - 0 - 0 



~BLE II (Cont inued) 

Fre~uencies and Percentages 
·-···- -· .... ._ . of Available ResEonses 
Husbands Both Wives Others 

Item No. % No. % No. % No. % 

J4. \ofrite or call relatives: Females 0 - 1'+ 61 9 39 0 
Males 1 '+ 10 '+3 12 52 0 

35· Purchase clothing for baby: Females 0 - '+ 17 19 83 0 
Males 0 - 6 26 17 7'+ 0 

36. Minor household repairs: Females 21 91 2 9 0 - 0 
Males 23 100 0 - 0 - 0 

37· Arrange visits with relatives: Females 0 - 21 91 2 9 0 
Males 0 - 18 78 5 22 0 

)8. Send cards or gifts to relat~es: Females 1 '+ 5 . 22 17 7'+ 0 
*Males 0 - '+ 17 18 . 78 0 

39· Plan family budget: Females 3 13 1'+ 61 6 26 0 
Males 5 22 16 70 2 9 0 

i+O. Take baby to doctor (non-emergency):Females 0 - '+ 17 19 83 0 
Males 1 '+ 11 4-8 11 4-8 0 

When necessary 

4-1. Paint the house : Females 16 70 6 26 0 - 1 '+ 
Males 19 83 4 17 0 - 0 

\..0 
---.:1 



~BLE II (Continued) 

Husl:ands 
Item No. % 

42; Decide town or city 
where family will live: Females 1 4 

Males 4 17 

43. Purchase major appliances: Females 0 -
Males 4 17 

44. Decorate the house: Females 0 -
Males 0 -

45. Decide what car to buy1 Females 4 17 
Hales 7 jo 

46. Purchase minor appliances: Females 1 4 
Males 2 9 

47. Decide which house t o buy 
or apartment to rent: Females 0 -

Males 1 4 

Frequencies and Percentages 
of Available ResEonses 
Both \Hves 

No . % No. % 

22 96 0 -
19 83 0 -

23 100 0 -
19 83 0 -
11 48 11 48 
10 43 13 57 

19 83 0 -
16 70 0 -
16 70 6 26 
18 78 3 13 

22 96 1 4 
22 9(i) 0 -

No. 

0 
0 

0 
0 

1 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

Others 

4 

% 

VJ 
CXl 



Differences of Perceptions on Division of Family Tasks 

Concerning Hhether or Not Hife is Employed* 

Prepares meals 

When the wife works , subj ects (43%) expected the husband to prepare 
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meals Hithin t Ho vreeks follovring birth, and 33 per cent expected this task to 

be shared . HoHever , when the vrife is unemployed, the sub jects (63%) expec t ed 

the task to be performed by both partners . 

Hhen the wife vrorks, the majority (67%) of subjects expected the vrife to 

perform the task within six months following birth, and none expect ed this to 

be a task for the husband. vlhen the vrife is un.employed , the ma jority ( 88%) 

expected the wife to perform the task. 

In comparing the h ro periods, the f amilies -vrith employed vrives changed 

expectati ons f rom the husband pr imarily preparing meal s to be vrife primar ily 

preparing meals . Those families vrith unempl oyed vrives changed from a shared 

task to a wife 1 s task. 

YardT·rork 

The majority of subjects from both t ypes of families, .those vrith employed 

vrives ( 90% and 70%) and f amilies wit h unemployed wives (100% a nd 81%) expected 

the husbands to primar ily perform t his task within both t ime periods of two 

Heeks and six months f oll owing birth. 

Dres s the baby 

Hi thin ·the :.period -of two -vreeks folloHing birth, subject s from f a milies 

Hit h empl oyed wives were equal l y divided in t heir r esponses (50% each) of 

being a shar ed tas k and a -vrife task . Subjects from familie s with unemployed 

1-rives (56%) responded to this task as a Hife 1 s task . 

iHthin the period of six months fol l oHing birth , sub j ects from families 

with employed wives (63%) r esponded t o this task of dres s ing t he baby as a 

*See Table III on page 47 
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shared task. Subjects from families vrith unemployed Hives vrere equally divided 

:in their responses (50% each) of this being a shared task and a rrife 's task . 

Subj ecgs from families vrith employed Hives changed from be:ing divided 

betvreen the task being shared and being the w:i.£e ' s responsibility to being a 

shared task. Subjects from families Hith unemployed Hives responded to the 

task in an opposite manner in that the task vras f irst viewed as the vrife's 

task and then equally divided betvreen being a shared task and being the 

wife 's task. 

Clea n the house 

Hithin the period of t vro vreeks follovring birth, the subjects from families 

of both employed wives (60%) and unemployed wives (50%) vievred the cleaning 

task as one to be shared by the husl::and and wife. 

Within the period of six months follm·ring birth, the subjects from f amilies 

of employed wives (50%) vieHed this as a task to be shared, and the majority 

(56%) of subjects from families of unemployed vrives viewed this task a s one to 

be performed by the wife. 

In comparing the two periods, subjects from families with employed wives 

Jll.a:intained the same expectations for the task to be shared. Several of .the 

subjects from familie s with unemployed Hives changed their vievrs f rom the 

task being shared to being the vrife 's task. 

vlash the dishes 

The greatest proportion of subjects from famil ies of employed wives 

vievred this as a shared task vri thin the tvro vreek period follorring birth. The 

subjects from families of unemployed vrives were equally d ivided in their 

vievrs ( 44% each) between this be ing a shared task and vrife ' s task . 

The great est proportion of subjects f rom famil ies of both employed 

vrives (47%) and unemployed wives (81%) vievred this task as one to be performed 

by the wife within the six month period follovring birth. 
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The subjects from families of employed Hives changed from the task being 

shared to being the Hife 1 s task . Hm·rever, the percentage for the task being 

shared remained the same in both periods. The change Has from 40 per cent in 

the first period viewing the task as the husband 0 s task to only 10 per cent 

in the second period. The subjects from families of unemployed vr ives changed 

from being eq_ ually divided betvreen shared and wife 0 s task to being the rrife 0 s 

task. 

Tend the vegetable garden 

The majority of subjects from employed .vrife families (57%) and the 

greatest proportion of unemployed wife families (38%) expected this task t o be 

the husband 1 s task within the tvro week period following birth. 

The greatest proportion of subjects from employed wife families (37%) 

expected this task to be shared within the six month period following birth. 

The subjects from unemployed wife families were divided eq_ually (31% each) 

among the task be ing the husband's task and the task bei.YJ.g shared. 

Subjects from employed wife families changed expectations from the task 

being performed by the husband to performed by both, and subjects from 

unemployed wife families changed expectations from the task being performed 

by the husband to be ing eq_ually divided by the husband and being shared. In 

addition, in both periods subjects from both employed wife families (20%) and 

unemployed wife families (25%) reported having no garden. 

Provide the family 0 s financial support 

Subjects from both employed and unemployed wife families defined this 

task as one to be performed by the husl:and during the two weeks after birth. 

The subjects from employed wife families (50%) defined this task as one 

to be performed by both spouses during the period of six monts after birth. 

The majority ( 94%) of subjects from unemployed rrife families defined this 

task as one to be performed by the husl:and. 



Subjects from empl oyed wife families changed from defining the task as 

being the husl:::and ' s task to being shared, and subjects f rom unemployed vrife 

families defined the task the same in both periods as the husl:::and' s task. 

Set the table 

The majority of subjects from both employed vrife families ( 70%) and 

unemployed vrife families ( 63%) defined this task as one to be performed by 

both spouses during the two weeks follovring birth. 
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The majority (70%) of subjects from employed wife f amilies defined thi s 

task a s one to be performed by both spouses during the six months follovring 

brrth. The subjects from unemployed wife families eg_ually defined (50% each) 

this task as being performed by both and by the wife. 

Subjects from employed wife families defined the task the same in both 

periods. However, subjects from unemployed wife families changed from 

defining the task as a shared task to defining it as both a shared and wife task. 

Bathe/clean baby 

Within t he period of two vreeks following birth, the majority (53%) of 

subjects from employed wife families responded to this task as one to be 

performed by both husband and wife and 47 per cent r esponded that this is the 

1·di'e ' s task . The majority (56%) of subjects from unemployed wife families 

responded t o t his task as one to be performed by both partners . 

Within the period of six months following birth , the ma jority of subjects 

from both employed (57%) and unemployed (63%) wife families responded to this 

task as one t o be performed by both husband and wife , and the other responses 

1·rere that the task is the wife's task. 

The subjects from employed vrife families had s imilar r esponses from one 

period t o the next in that the task vrould be shared . The subject 0 s responses 

from unemployed wife families changed f rom be ing the wife ' s task to be ing 

shared. 
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Launder clothes 

Within b-ra I·Teeks after birth, the greatest proportion of subjects from 

both employed (43%) and unemployed (.50%) vrife families responded to this task 

as one to be performed by the vrife. In addition, there vras a total of 33 per 

cent of the sub jects that responded to the task a s the husband 's task and 75 

per cent that referred to this as a shared task. 

Within s ix months after birth, the majority of subjects from both employed 

(?C!fo) and unemployed ( 94%) vrife families responded to this task as one to be 

done by the wife. The remaining subjects except for one referred this as 

shared. 

In comparing the two response periods, the majority of subjects remained 

the same in their responses of this being a Hife o s task . Hovrever, there was 

a major increase with both groups in the second period. The subjects became 

more traditional. 

Get up during the night to feed the 1::a by 

The majority of subjects from both employed wife families (60%) a nd 

unemployed wife families (7.5%) expected this task to be the wife's task . The 

remaining expected the task to be shared within two vreeks after birth. 

The subjects from employed wife famil i es were e~ually divided in their 

expectations (.50% each) between the task be ing the vrife ' s task a nd the task 

being shared within six months after birth. The majority (63%) of subjects 

from unemployed vrife families expected the task t o be the wife ' s task, and 

the others expected the task to be shared . 

Subjects from employed wife f amilies changed expectations from the task 

being the wife ' s in the first period to the task being both the vrifeus and 

shared. Subjects from unemployed wife f amilies maintained same expectat i ons 

in both periods of t he task being done by t he wife . 
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Buy groceries 

The greatest proportion of subjects from f amilies with employed wives 

(47%) and those with unemployed wives (44%) expected this task to be shared 

by the husband and wife within the period of hro vreeks folloHing birth. 

Sixty-four per cent of the total number of respondents making up both groups 

expected this to be the husband's .task . 

The majority (63%) of subjects from families with employed Hives expected 

the task to be shared, but 33 per cent expected the task to be the wife 9 s 

Hithin the period of six months folloHing birth. The majority (69%) of 

subjects from families rri th unemployed vrives expected the task to be the wife's 

and the other expected it to be shared. 

In comparing the hro response periods, the subjects from families Hi th 

employed Hives held similar expectations in that the majority in both periods 

expected the task to be shared. However, in the first period, 64 per cent of 

the respondents expected this to be the husband ' s task , but only one in the 

second period expected it to be the husband's task . Subjects from f amilies 

Hith unemployed wives changed expectations from the task being shared to the 

task belonging to the •rife. 

Plan Hi th baby 

The sub j ects from families vrith both employed and unemployed wives expected 

this task to be divided eg_ually betvreen both spouses in both time periods. 

Iron clothes 

The greatest proportion of subjects from families vrith both employed 

Hives (47%) and unemployed wives (81%) expected this task to be the Hife 0 S 

responsibility Hithin the tHo Heeks after birth, and the majority of subjects 

from employed Hife families ( 73%) and unemployed Hife families ( 88%) vri thin 

six months after birth. In addition, subjects from families Hith Hives that 

Here employed in the tHo Heek period (23%) and in the six month period (13%) 



reported that clothes would not be ironed . 

Plan family menus 

4-5 

The majority of subjects from both employed (57%) and unemployed (75%) 

wife f amilies reported that planning the menus vrould be the Hife 's task vri thin 

t1-ro Heeks follm-ring birth. The majority of subjects from both employed ( 63%) 

and unemployed (75%) wife familie s reported that this -task vrould also be t he 

vrife 0 s task >-rithin six months following birth. 

Get up during the nigh t to change the baby 

\ofithin two weeks after birth, the ma jority (57%) of subjects of employed 

Hife f amilies v ieHed this as a shared task, and t he majority (56%) of subjects 

of unemployed wife families vievred this as the vri£e 0 s task . 

Hithin six months after birth, subjects of employed wife families vrere 

e~ually divided (4-7% each) in their vieHs between being shared and being a 

Hife 9 s task . 'Ihe majority (56%) of subjects of unemployed wife families 

vieHed this as a task to be shared equally. 

In comparing the two week period a nd the six month period, vieH·s of 

subjects from employed wife families were found to change from the task being 

shared to the task being both shared and done by the wife. VieHS of subjects 

from unemployed Hi£e families 1-rere f ound to change from the task being 

the vrife 0 s task to being shared . 

'lake care of car maintenance and repair 

The subject s from both groups found thi s task to be the husband's task. 

lirite or call relatives 

The majority ( 63%) of subjects of employed vrife families found this task 

to be one that >·rould be shared, a nd the majority of subjects of unemployed 

vrife famili es f ound this task to be one that HOuld be the vrife 0 s responsibility. 

Purchas e clothing for baby 

The majorit y of subject s of bo t h employed (80%) and unemployed (75%) 



Hlie families expected this to be the vr:ii'e • s responsibilit y. 

Minor household r epa irs 
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The subj ects in both groups expected this task to be the husband ' s task. 

Arrange visits vrith relatives 

'Ihe ma jority of sub jects from both employed vr:ii'e families (93%) and 

unemployed wife f amilies (69%) expected this to be a task for both spouses. 

Send cards or g:ii'ts to relatives 

'Ihe majority of subjects from families vrith employed (73%) and 

unemployed ( 81%)1-rives responded to this task as one to be performed by the vrii'e. 

Plan family budget 

'Ihe majority of subjects from families with employed vrives (60%) and 

unemployed wives (88%) reported this as an equal ly shared task. 

1ake baby to doctor (non-emergency) 

The ma jority of subjects from both employed (53%) and unemployed (88%) 

i'rlie families responded to this task as one to be the wife ' s responsibility. 

Paint the house 

The ma jority of subjects from both employed vrife families (73%) a nd 

unemployed wife families (81%) expected this to be primarily the husband ' s task. 

Decide tovrn or city where family 1-rill live 

The majority of subjects from both families of employed Hives (97%) and 

families of unemployed vrives (75%) responded to this task as one to be shared. 

Purchase major appliances 

The subjects expected this task to be an equally shared r esponsibili ty. 

Decorate the house 

The greatest proportion (50%) of subjects of families wi t h employed vrives 

expected this task to be shared, and the majority of subjects of families vrith 

unemployed wives (63%) expected this to be t he rr:ii'e' s responsibility. 



Item 

Within the period of two weeks 

1. Prepares meals: 

2. Yardwork: 

). Dress the l:aby1 

4. Clean the house: 

5· Wash the dishes: 

6. Tend the vegetable garden: 

7· Provide the family's 
financial support& 

8. Set the table 1 

*=missing data 

TABLE III 

DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO DI VISION OF FAMILY TASKS 
ACCORDING TO EMPLOYMENT STATUS OF WIFE 

(N = 30 WIVES EMPLOYED & 16 WIVES UNEMPLOYED) 

Fre~uencies and Percentages 
of Available ResEonses 

Husbands Both \Hves 
No. % No~. • ._ . . '!? No. % 

Wives Employed :;. ~3 43 10 33 7 23 
Wives Unemployed 1 6 10 63 5 31 

Wives ·Employed 27 90 0 - 1 3 
Wives Unemployed 16 100 0 - 0 -
\of i ve s Employed 0 - 15 50 15 50 
Hives Unemployed 0 - 7 44 9 56 

Hives Employed 9 30 18 60 2 7 
Hives Unemployed 4 25 8 50 4 25 

Hives Employed 12 40 13 43 5 17 
Hives Unemployed 2 13 7 44 7 44 

Hives Employed 17 57 5 17 2 7 
Wives Unemployed 6 ;38 4 25 2 13 

Wives Employed 25 83 3 10 2 7 
Hives Unemployed 16 100 0 - 0 -
Wives Employed , ? .23 21 .70 2 7 
~~ives Unemployed : 1 6 ' 10 63 4 25 

. . Others 
No . % 

0 
0 

2 7 
0 

0 
0 

1 3 
0 

0 
0 

6 20 
4 25 

0 
0 

0 
0 - +=-

-...) 



TABLE III (G~ntinued) 

Frequenc i es and Percentages 
of Available ResEonses 

Husl::ands Both \olives ~thers 

Item No. % No , % No. % No. ~ 

9· Bathe/clean l::aby: Wives Employed 0 -- • 16 53 14 47 0 
Wives Unemployed 0 -- 7 44 9 56 0 

10. Launder clothes: i'l i ve s Employed 6 20 11 37 13 43 0 
Wives Unemployed 2 13 6 38 8 50 0 

11. Get up during the night 
to feed the baby1 Wives Employed 0 - 12 40 18 60 0 

Wives Unemployed 0 - 4 25 12 75 0 
:":, 11, ... I ·, '.• 

12. Buy groceries: lHves Employed 10 33 ''14 47 6 20 0 
*Wives Unemployed 3 ' 19 7 44 . 5 31 0 

1J. Play with baby: \'lives Employed 0 - 28 93 2 7 0 
iVi ves Unemployed 0 - 14 88 2 13 0 

14. Iron clothes: Wives Employed 2 7 7 23 14 47 7 23 
Wives Unemployed 0 - 3 19 13 81 0 

15. Plan family menus: Wives Employed 2 7 11 37 17 57 0 
Wives Unempl oyed 0 - 4 25 12 75 0 

16. Get up during the night 
t o change the baby: Wives Employed 2 7 17 57 11 37 0 

Wives Unemployed ·o - 7 44 9 56 0 

+:-
OJ 



TABLE III (Continued) 

Frequencies and Percentages 
of Available ResEonses 

Husl:ands Both~ Hives Others 
Item No. % No. % No. % No . % 

Hithin the period of six months 

17. Prepares meals: · Wives Employed 0 - 10 33 20 67 0 
l·:Wi ves Unemployed 0 - 2 13 14 88 0 

18. Yardwork: Wives Employed 21 70 5 17 2 7 2 7 Wives Unemployed 13 81 3 19 0 - 0 

19. Dress the b:l.by: \-lives Employed 0 - 19 63 11 37 0 
vli ves Unemployed 0 - 8 50 8 50 0 

20. Clean t he house: Wives Employed 1 3 15 50 14 47 0 
Wives Unemployed 0 - 7 LtJ+ 9':: ;?6 0 -"' 

21. Wash the dishesz \Hves Employed 3 10 13 43 ~4 47 0 
Wives Unemployed 0 - 3 19 13 8~ 0 

22. Tend the vegetable gardenz \H ves ·Employed 10 33 11 37 3 19 6 20 
Wives Unemployed 5 3t 5 31 2 13 4 25 

23· Provide the family's 
financial support: \Hves Employed 113 43 15 50 1 3 1 3 

Wives Unemployed 15 94 1 6 0 - 0 

24. Set the table: Wives Employed 1 3 21 70 8 27 0 
\Yi ves Unemployed 0 - 8 50 8 50 0 

-+=" 
'{) 



~BLE III (Continued) 

Frequenci es and Percentages 
of Available Res:eonses 

Hus'l:ands Bot h \olives Others 
Item No. % No. % No . %. No. % 

- - ----- - --- ----. -. 

25. Bathe/clean baby: \Vives Employed 0 - 17 57 1.3 4J 0 
Wives Unemployed 0 - 10 6.3 6 .38 0 

26. Latmder clothes: Wives Employed 1 .3 8 27 21 70 0 
Wives Unemployed 0 - 1 6 15 94 0 

27. Get up during the n i ght 
to feed the baby: Wives Employed 0 -- 15 50 15 50 0 

Wi ves Unemployed 0 - 6 .38 10 6.3 0 

28. Buy groceries: Hives Employed 1 .3 19 6.3 10 .3.3 0 
Wives Unemployed 0 - 5 .31 11 69 0 

29. Play with baby: \Vives Employed 1 .3 28 9.3 1 .3 0 
\H ves Unemployed 0 - 1.3 81 .3 19 0 

JO. Iron clothes: Wives Eni]lloyed 0 - 4 1.3 22 7.3 4 1.3 
\olives Unemployed 0 - 2 1.3 14 88 0 

.31. Plan family menus: Wives Employed 0 - 11 .37 19 6.3 0 
Wives Unempl oyed 0 - .3 19 12 75 1 6 

J2. Get up during the night -to change the baby: \H ves Empioyed 2 7 14 47 14 47 0 
Wives Unemployed 0 - 9 56 7 44 0 

.3.3· Take care . of car 
\J\ 

maintenance and repair: Wives Employed 29 97 1 .3 0 0 0 -
Wi ves Unemployed 16 100 0 - 0 - 0 



~BLE III (Continued) 

Frequencies and Percentages 
·~· ... -~~ · ·· ... ,.. . of Available ResEonses 
Husbands Both Hives Others 

Item No . % No. % No. % No . ~ ·- ---

JL~' Write or call relatives: 
Wives Employed 1 3 19 63 10 33 0 
Wives Unemployed 0 - 5 J:l, 11 69 0 

35· Purchase clothing for baby: 
Wives Employed 0 - 6 20 24 80 0 
Wives Unemployed 0 - 4 25 12 75 0 

J6. Minor household repairs: ,,;: 

l~ i ves Employed . 28 . 93 2 7 0 - 0 
\fives Unemployed 16 100 0 - 0 - 0 

37· Arrange visits with relatives! 
lfives Employed 0 - 28 93 0 - 0 
Wives Unemployed 0 - 11 69 5 31 0 

J8. Send cards or gifts to relatives: 
*Wives Employed 1 3 6 20 22 73 0 

Hives Unemployed 0 - 3 19 12 81 0 
39· Plan family budget: 

\fives Employed ·6 20 · 18 60 6 20 0 
Wives Unemployed 2 7 14 88 2 7 0 

L,.o. Take baby to doctor (non-emergency) . 1. . 

Wives Employed '1 3 13 43 16 53 0 
Wives Unemployed 0 - 2 13 14 88 0 

When necessary 

41. Paint the house : Wives Employed 22 73 7 23 0 - 1 3 
Wives Unemployed ' 13 ' 81 3 19 0 -- 0 :.. 

VI 
p 



TABLE III (Continued) 

Husbands 
Item No. % 

L~2. Decide town or city 
where family will live: Wives Employed 1 3 

Wives Unemployed 4 25 

43. Purchase major appliances: Wives Employed 3 10 
Hives Unemployed 1 6 

44. Decorate the house: Wives Employed 0 -
Wives Unemployed 0 -

Ljj. Decide what car to buy: Wives Employed 8 27 
\Vives Unemployed 3 19 

46. Purchase minor appl iances: Wives Employed l 3 
Wives Unemployed 2 13 

4?. Decide which house to buy 
or apartment to rent: IH ves Employed 0 -

IH ves Unemployed 1 6 

Fre~uencies and Percentages 
of Available ResEonses 
Both \olives 

No. % No. % 

29 97 0 -
12 75 0 -
27 90 0 -
15 94 0 -
15 50 14 4? 
6 38 10 63 

22 73 0 -
1J 81 Q -
25 83 4 13 
9 56 5 31 

30 100 0 -
14 88 1 6 

No . 

0 
0 

0 
0 

1 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

Others 

3 

% 

\.n 
[\) 



Dec ide Hha t car to buy 

The majority of subjects from families vrith both employed uives (73%) 

and unemployed wives (81%) vievred this task a s a shared responsibility. 

Purchase minor appl iances 

53 

'Ihe majority of subjects of both employed vrii'e ( 83%) and unemployed Hii'e 

(56%) f amilies defined this task as one to be shared equally by both spouses. 

Decide vrhich house to buy or a partment to rent 

The subjects from families of employed and unemployed Hives defined t his 

task as a shared responsibility . 

Dii'ferences Betvreen First and Subsequent Expectant Births 

on the Division of Family T.asks* 

Prer:ares mea ls 

'Ihe greatest proportion of subjects that are expecting the first (45%) 

and a subsequent child (41%) birth expected that this task would be shared 

equally betvreen the hus1::and and wife for the period of t~-ro ~-reeks after birth. 

The majority of subjects that are expecting both the first (70%) and a 

subsequent (82%) birth expected that this task would be performed by the 1-rife 

in the period of six months follOliing birth. 

The subjects expecting the first child and those expecting subsequent 

children changed their expectations from the task being shared in the first 

period to being the ~-rifeqs task in the second period. 

YardHork 

The majority (69%) of subjects expecting the first child and all of those 

expecting subsequent children expected this task to be the husband's 

responsibility ~-rithin the period of t Ho ~-reeks follo~-ring birth. The majority 

of subjects that are expecting both t he first child (86%) and subsequent 

*See T.a ble IV on page 60 



children (71%) also expected this to be the husband ' s task within the six 

month period . 

Dress the baby 

The majority of subjects from families expecting both the first child 

(52%) and a subseq_uent child (53%) defined this task as the vrife ' s responsibility 

during the tvro Heek period follovr ing birth. 

The majority of subjects from families expecting both f irst child (55%) 

and subseq_uent children (59%) defined this as a shared responsibility betrreen 

the husl:and and Hife in the six month period after birth. 

The ma jority of subjects changed their vieHs slightly from the first 

period to the second period of this responsibility being the vrife!s to one that 

should be shared. 

Clean the house 

A majority (52%) of subjects from families expecting the first child r; : 

defined t his task as the wife's task and 48 per cent as a shared task vrithin 

the tvro Heek period following birth . The majority (53%) of sub j ects from 

families expecting subseq_uent children defined this as a shared task and 35 
' 

per cent as the husband' s task . 

A majori ty (62%) of subjects from families expecting the first child 

defined this task as the Hife o s task Hithin the six month period follm·ring 

birth. Subjects expecting subsequent children were divided eq_ually (47% each) 

in their differences betvreen being shared a nd being the vrife ' s task. 

Subjects expecting the ir first child maintained the same definition of 

the task Hhich was one which should be the wife's task . Subjects expecting 

subsequent children changed their definition from the first period. The 

ma jority defined the task as a shared task and 35 per cent as the husl:and ' s 

task in the first period . In the s econd period the respondent s defined the 

task equally betrreen being a shared task a nd a wife's task. 



Hash the dishes 

During the tvro vreeks folloHing b:i.xth, the greatest proportion of f:i.xst 

child sub j ects (48%) reported that this would be a shared task , and the 

greates t proportion (41%) of subsequent child subjects reported that this 

Hould be the hus l:and as task. 
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During the six months folloHing b:i.xth a majority (66%) of f:i.xst child 

subjects r eported that this vrould be the vrife 's task, and a majority (53%) of 

subsequent child subjects reported t hat this vrould be a shared task . 

In comparing the two week period and the six month period , there vrere 

differences in reported expectations among both first child subjects and 

subsequent child subjects. F:i.xst child subjects reported changes from 

expecting the task to be shared to being t he wife's duty. Subsequent child 

subjects reported changes from expecting the task to being the husband's 

duty to being a shar ed task . 

Tend the vegetable garden 

During the two weeks following birth, the subjects that did not already 

have children (41%) and the subjects that did already have children(65%) 

reported that this task would be t he husl:and's responsibility. 

During the s ix months following birth , the greatest majority (34%) of 

subjects that did not already have children reported that this task would be 

the husl:and 's responsibility, and the greatest majority (47%) of subjects that 

did already have children reported this task vrould be shared. 

Comparing the tvro Heek per iod and the s ix month period presents the 

subjects that did not already have children as maintaining the same expectations 

of this be ing the husband's responsibility . Horrever, the subjects that did 

already have children r eported chAnged expectations in the first per iod 

considering the task as the husl:and's responsibility and in the second period 

the task Nas to be shared. 



In addition, 24 per cent of t he subjects that did not have children in 

both periods and 18 per cent in the first period and 12 per cent in the 

56 

second period of the subjects that did have hildren reported having no garden. 

Provide the family's financial support 

Within the two week after birth, the majority of subject s both without 

children (93%) and with children and the majorit y of subjects both vr i t hout 

children (66%) and with children (76%) within six months after birth responsed 

that this would be primarily the husband's responsibility. Thirty-one per cent 

of subjects without children and 18 per cent of subjects with childr en in the 

six month period responded to the task as a shared r esponsibility as compared 

to seven and six per cent, respectively, in the two week period. 

Set the table 

Both groups in both time periods r espnded that the should be a shared 

task. Additionally, 14 per cent of subjects without prior children and 24 

per cent of subjects with prior children expected the husband to do the task 

within the two weeks, whereas only one subject with prior children expected 

the husband to perform the task in the second time period. 

Bathe/clean baby 

The majority (55%) of subj ects without children prior to this study 

expected this task to be performed by the wife during the two weeks a fter 

birth. The majority (59%) of subjects with children prior to this study 

expected t his task to be performed equally by both husband and wife . 

The expectati ons of each group of subj ec ts remained t he same a s t he first 

period during the six months following birth. 

Launder clothes 

Fifty-nine per cent of the subject s without children prior to t he 

present study expected the wife to do t his task during the first two vreeks 

aft er birth, and 59 per cent of t he s ubjects with children prior to the s tudy 
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expected t he husband and vrife to equally share this task of the laundry. 

The majority of subjects both vrithout (86%) and vrith (65%) prior children 

expected the vrife to perform this task during six months after birth. 

The subjects expecting their first child held the same expectations at 

the tvro rreek period and the six month period, and that vras that t he vrife vrould 

do the task. The subjects expecting a subsequent child changed from the task 

being shared to the task bei_r1g the rrife ' s task. 

Get up during the night t o f eed the baby 

The ma jority of subjects in both groups (expecting first child (66%); 

expecting subsequent child (47%)) found this task to be one that vrauld be the 

Hife 's responsibility rrithin the tvro rreek period. The subjects not expecting 

their first child (71%) responded more vigorously that the vrife vrould do the 

task in t he second period than the subjects expecting their first child (52%) 

and more than the subjects responded in the first period. 

Buy groceries 

The majority of subjects expecting their first child (55%) believed that 

the task vrould be shared equally betHeen the husband and wife during the tvro 

week period after birth. The greatest proportion (41%) of subjects not expecting 

their first child believed t he task would be performed by the husband. 

The majority of subjects of both those subjects expecting (52%) and not 

expecting (5.3%) their first child believed this task would be a shared task 

during the six month period after birth. 

Subjects expecting their first child belived the task vrould be shared 

during the tvro time periods . Subjects not expecting their first child believed 

the task should be the husband ' s task in the first period and changed to 

bel i eve it should be shared in t he second period. 

Plan vri th baby 

The subjects expecting both the first child and a subsequent child bel ieved 



this task Hould be shared equally betHeen husmnd and wife for both time 

periods. 

Iron cl othes 

The majority of subj ects expecting both firs t child (62%) and a subsequent 

child (5J%) believed this task vrould be the r.-rife 1 s responsibility wi thin the 

two weeks follovring birth . 'Ihe majority of subj ects expecting bot h first child 

(86%) and a subsequent child ( 65%) believed this task vrould also be the vrife 1 s 

responsibility vrithin the six months following birth. 

Plan family menus 

The ma jority of subjects expecting both first child (59%) and a subsequent 

child (71%) expected this task would be the wife's responsibility within the 

period of two vreeks after birth. The majority of subjects expecting both t he 

firs t child (76%) a nd a subsequent child (71%) expected this task vrould also 

be the 1·rife 's r esponsibility r,.rithin the period of six mont hs after birt h. 

Get up during t he night to change the baby 

The greatest proportion of subjects expecting both the first child (55%) 

and another child (47%) responded to t his a s a task to be shared equally 

behreen husbands and rrives during the two weeks follorring birth . A 

majority of subjects expecting bot h the first child (59%) and another child 

(SJ%) responded to t h i s as a task to also be shared during the six months 

follorring birth. 

'lake care of car maintenance and repair 

Bot h the subjects expecting t he firs t child and t hose expecting another 

child defined this task as the husband 0 s responsibility. 

Purchase clothi~ for baby 

The ma jority of sub j ects t hat ar e preparing f or bot h the first child 

76%) and a subsequent child ( 82%) defined the task as the rrife 0 s r esponsibility . 
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lvrite or call r elatives 

The majority (55%) of subjects expecting the first child defined this a s 

the wife's duty, and the ma j ority (65%) of subjects expecting another child 

defined this task a s a shared duty bet>·men husband and 1-~ife. 

Minor household repairs 

The subjects defined t his task as the husband ' s responsibility. 

Arrange visits with relatives 

This task is viewed as a task to be performed by both husband and >-rife 

by subjects preparing for the first and a subse~uent child. 

Send cards or gifts to relatives 

This task was defined to be the wife's duty by the majority of subjects 

preparing for both a firs t child ( 86%) and a subse~uent child (59%) 

Plan family budget 

The ma jority of subjects expectLDg their first child (70%) and a 

subse~uent child (.59%) responded to this as a sha:red: resporisibility. 

Titke baby to doctor (non-emergency) 

'!he majority of subjects expecting their first birth (70%) and a 

subse~uent birth (71%) responded t o this as the wifeqs task . 

Paint the house 

The majority of subjects expecting both the first child (70%) and a 

subse~uent child (88%) responded to this a s the husband's chore. 

Deci de town or city where f amily will live 

The ma jority of subjects expecting both t he f irst child (86%) a nd a 

subse~uent child (94%) reported that this task would be shared e~ually. 

Purchase major a~pliances 

All but four of the subjects reported that this would be a shared task. 



TABLE . .LV 

DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO DIVISION OF FAMILY TASKS 
ACCORDING TO PARENTING EXPERIENCE 

(N = 29 FIRST CHILDREN & 17 SUBSE)'.;tUENT CHILDREN) 

Frequencies and Percentages 
of Available ResEonses 

Husoonds Both Wives . . Others 
No. % No. '. % .. . . _.. - No . % No • % 

Item 
,c 

Vlithin the period of two weeks 

1. Prepares meals: First 9 31 13 45 4 14 3 10 
Subseq_uent 5 29 7 41 5 29 0 

2. Yardwork: First 20 69 6 21 1 3 2 7 
Subsequent ' 17 100 0 0 0 - -

3· Dress the baby: First 0 - 14 48 15 52 0 
Subseque!lt l 0 - 8 47 9 53 0 

4. Clean the house: First ! 0 - 14 48 15 52 0 i 

Subsequent i 6 35 9 53 2 12 :\ 0 
I 

5· Wash the dishes: First 7 24 14 48 8 - 28 0 
Subsequent ! 7 41 6 35 4 24 0 i 

' ; 

6. Tend the vegetable garden: First I 12 41 6 21 4 14 7 24 
Subsequent I 11 65 3 18 0 - 3 18 

7· Provide the family's 
financial support: First 27 93 ·2 7 0 - 0 

Subsequent 14 82 1 6 2 12 0 

8. Set the table: First 4 14 19 66 6 21 0 
*Subsequent 4 24 12 71 0. - 0 - ~ 

0 

* = missing data 



~BLE . IV (Continued) 

; [ 

Fre~uencies and Percentages 
of Available Res:Qonses 

Husl:ands Both Wives @thers 
Item No. % No . % No. % No. % 

9. Bathe/clean 1::aby: First I 0 1.3 45 16 55 0 I -
Subse~uent ! 0 - 10 59 7 41 0 

10. Launder clothes: First ' 5 17 7 24 17 59 0 
I 

Subse~uent ' .3 18 10 59 4 24 0 
I 

11. Get up during the night 
to feed the baby: First 0 - 10 Y+ 19 66 0 

Subse~uent 2 12 7 41 8 47 0 
::.•l ... \ ·. ·.· . 

12. Buy groceries: First 5 17 16 55 8 28 0 
*Subse~uent 7 41 6 .35 .3 18 0 

1J. Play with l:aby: First · 0 - 25 86 4 14 0 
Subse~uent 0 - 17 100 0 - 0 

14. Iron clothes: First 2 7 6 21 18 62 .3 10 
Subse~uent 0 - 4 24 9 5.3 4 24 

15. Plan family menus: First 2 7 10 Y+ 17 59 0 
Subse~uent 0 - 5 29 12 71 0 

-
16. Get up during the night 

to change the baby: First 0 - 16 55 1.3 45 0 
Subse~uent 

I 2 12 8 47 7 41 0 I 

()'. 
........ 



·-:-TARI:.E DT. (Continued) 

Frequencies and Percentages 
of Available ResEonses 

Husbands Both~ \Vives Others 
Item No. % No. % No. % No . % 

Within the period of six months 

17. Prepares meals: First · 0 - 9 31 20 70 0 
Subsequent 0 - J 18 14 82 0 

18. Yardwork: First 25 86 J 10 1 J 0 
Subsequent 12 71 5 29 0 - 0 

19. Dress the baby: First 0 - 16 55 13 45 0 
Subsequent 0 - 10 59 7 41 0 

20. Clean the house: First 
I 

0 11 J8 18 . 62 - 0 
Subsequent 

I 1 6 8 47 8 47 0 

21. Wash the dishes: First 2 7 8 28 19 66 0 
Subsequent 1 6 9 53 7 41 0 

22. Tend the vegetable garden: First 10 J4 8 28 4 14 7 24 
Subsequent 5 29 8 47 2 12 2 12 

2J. Provide the family's 
financial support: First 19 66 9 31 0 - 1 J 

Subsequent 13 76 J 18 1 6 0 

24. Set the table: First 0 - 18 62 11 38 0 
Subsequent 1 6 11 65 5 29 0 

0'\ 
N 



TABLE.:IV (Cont inued) 

Fre~uencies and Percentages 
of Available ResEonses 

Husbands · Both Wives Others 
Item No. ~ No. % No. % No. % 

' 
Bathe/clean baby: ' 0 14 48 15 25. First -- 52 0 

Subse~uent 0 - 10 59 7 41 0 

26. IJatmder clothes 1 First 1 3 3 10 25 86 0 
Subse~uent 0 - 6 35 11 65 0 

27. Get up during the night 
;r 

to feed the baby : First 0 - 14 48 15 52 0 
Subse~uent 0 - 5 29 12 71 0 

28. Buy groceries: First 0 - 15 52 14 48 0 
Subse~uent 1 6 9 53 7 41 0 

29. Play lfi th baby: First 0 - 27 93 2 7 0 
Subse~uent 1 6 16 94 0 - 0 

JO. Iron clothesz First 0 - 2 7 25 86 2 7 
Subse~uent 0 - 4 24 11 65 2 12 

31. Plan family menus: First 0 - 7 24 22 76 0 
Subse~uent 0 - 5 29 12 71 0 

32 . Get up during the night 
to change the baby: Fiist 0 - 17 59 12 41 0 

Subse~uent 2 12 9 53 6 35 0 

33· Take care ·af car 
0'\ 

maintenance and repair: First, 29 100 0 - 0 - 0 - 10.> 

Subse~uent 16 94 1 6 0 - 0 



TA.:aLE:_~IY (Continued) 

Frequencies and Percentages 
........ _. ,., .... ... of Availa ble Responses 
Husbands Both \Hves Others 

Item No. ~ No. ~ No. % No. % 

J4. Write or call rAlatives : First 0 - 13 45 16 55 0 
Subsequent 0 - 11 65 6 35 0 

35· Purchase clothing for baby: First 0 - 7 24 22 76 0 
Subsequent. 0 - 3 18 14 82 0 

; 

36. Minor household repairs: First 28 97 1 3 0 - 0 
Subsequent 16 94 1 6 0 - 0 

37· Arrange visits with relatives1 First 0 - 25 86 4 14 0 
Subsequent 0 - 14 82 3 18 0 

38. Send cards or gifts to relatives: First 0 - 4 14 25 86 0 
*Subsequent 1 6 5 29 10 . 59 0 

39· Plan family budget: First 5 17 20 70 4 14 0 
Subsequent 3 18 10 59 4 24 0 

L~O. Take l:Eby to doctor (non-emergency): First 1 3 10 34 18 62 0 
Subsequent 0 - 5 29 12 71 0 

Hhen necessary 

41. Paint the house: First 20 70 8 28 0 - 1 3 
Subsequent 15 88 2 12 0 - 0 

~ 



TA:&;,E;•.·rv (Continued) 

Hus1::a.nds 
Item No. ~ 

··--··· ·- - · 
42. Decide town or city 

4 14 where family will live: First 
.Subsequent 

I 1 6 

l " 

43. Purchase major appliances: First 3 10 
Subsequent i 

i 
1 6 

44. Decorate the house: First i 0 -
Subsequent I 0 -

I 

45. Decide what car to buy: First i 9 3~ 
Subsequent 2 12 

I 

L~6, Purchase minor appliances: First 2 7 
Subsequent 1 6 

47. Decide which house to buy 
or apartment to rent: First 1 3 

Subsequent 0 -

Frequencies and Percentages 
of Available Responses 
Both Wives 

No. ~ No . % 

25 86 0 -
16 94 0 -

26 90 0 -
16 94 0 -
10 J4 18 62 
11 65 6 35 

20 70 0 -
15 88 0 -
21 72 6 21 
13 76 3 18 

28 97 0 -
16 94 1 6 

No . 

0 
0 

0 
0 

1 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

Others 

3 

% 

0'\ 
1...!\ 
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Decorate the house 

The ma jority ( 62%) of subjects expecting the first child vieHed this as 

t he Hif'e' s task , but the majority of subjects expecting a subsequent child 

(65%) defined this as a shared task. 

Dec ide Hha t car to buy 

The ma jority of subjects expecting both the f irst child (70%) a nd a 

subsequent child (88%) defined this as a shared task. 

Purchase minor appliances 

The ma jority of subjects expecting the first child (72%) and those 

expecting a subsequent child ( 76%) expected this to be a sh3red responsibil ity. 

Decide Hhich house to buy or a partment to rent 

All but tvro subjects defined this task as a shared responsibilit y. 

Prepares meals 

Dif'ferences BetHeen Educational Levels 

on the Division of Family Tasks* 

The g£eatest proportion of subjects in the educational level category of 

high school graduation and below- (45%) and the category beyond high school 

(~3%) fo~Dd this task to be one f or both husband and wife to share during the 

period of t vro weeks following birth. 

The majority of subjects with educational levels of both high school 

gmdua tion and beloH ( 73%) and beyond high school ( 74%) found t his task to 

be one for the wife during the period of six months following birth. 

The subjects of both educational levels changed from expecting the task 

to be shared in t he first period t o expecting the task to be done by the wife , 

Yard1·rork 

The subjects of both educa tional l evels found this task to be primarily 

*See Ta 15iLe V on page 74 
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the husband ' s responsibility in the h ro vreek and six month periods f ollovring 

birth. 

Dress t he baby 

Those subjects with educational levels of high school graduation and 

beloH ( 64%) def ined this task as the responsibility of both husbands and 

wives during the first two weeks folloHing birth. The sub jects with 

educational levels beyond high school (57%) defined the task as the vrife 0 s 

responsibility. 

Those subjects vrith educat i onal levels of high school ~~duation a nd 

below (82%) and beyond high school (51%) defined this task as the responsibility 

of both during the first six months follm·ring birth. 

'Ihe subjects with high school graduation and bel ovr hel d the same 

definitio n for both periods in that the reSJPonsibility is shared, and the 

subjects Hi th beyond high s chool educations changed the definition from the 

Hife's task in the firs t period to a shared task in the second period . 

Clean the house 

The majority of subjects with high school graduation and belovr ( 64%) and 

those who went beyond high s chool (51%) defined this task as a shared 

responsibility during the first two vreeks follovring birth. 

Subjects vrith high school gradation and below Here divided equally (45% 

each) in their reponses betvreen the task being shared and be ing the vrife's 

duty during the first six months folloHing birth. The majority (57%) of 

subjects with beyond high school education def ined the task as the vrife' s . 

The subjects 1-rith high school graduation and below changed their definition 

of the task from being shared in the first period to being shared or the vrife 0 s 

r esponsibility in the second period. The subjects vrith education beyond high 

high school changed their definitions from the task being shared t o belonging 

to the vrife. 



In addition, in t he first period, both educational levels had several 

respondents that defined the task as the husband 7 s responsibility (27% a nd 

29%) , whereas only nine per cent from the high school gradation and belovr 

educational level defined it as the husband 0 s task . 

Wash the dishes 
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The majority of subjects with high school graduation and below (55% and 

55%) and the group who went beyond high school (40% and 60%) vievred this task 

as a shared responsibility during both periods of tvro Heeks and six months 

after birth. In addition, in the first period, both educat1onal levels had 

several respondents define the task as the husband's chore (27%, .31%); hovrever, 

only nine per cent from the beyond high school educational level did. 

Tend the vegetable garden 

A greatest proportion of r espondents in the -category h igh school graduates 

and beloH (45%) and t hose who went beyond high school (51%) vi evred this as 

the husband 0 s task during the period of tHo weeks after birth. 

A greatest proportion of high school graduates and below (64%) and beyond 

high school (.37%) viewed this as a shared task for both spouses during the 

period of six months after birth. 

The views of both educational levels changed from the task be ing the 

husband's task in the first period to being a shared duty in the s econd 

period. In addition, some subjects from both groups reported that they 

probably would have no opinion on this task as th y did not plan to have a garden. 

Provi de the family 0 s financial sup~ort 

During the period of t wo weeks and six months follovring birth, the 

majority of subjects from both educational levels reported that this would be 

the husband' s r esponsibility. However, there wer e significantly les s r esponses 

for this choice for the second period (55%, 6.3%) than for the first (82%, 91%). 
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Set t he tabl e 

tHthin the t vro vreek period, the majority of subjects with both high s chool 

gra.dua tion a nd belo~-r (55%) and those respondents vrho vrent beyond high school 

(69%) responded to this tas k as to be a responsibility of both spouses. 

'Ihe ma jority of subjects with high school graduation and belovr (64%) and 

those vrho rrent beyond high school ( 63%) reported that this task should be a 

shared responsibility. 

t.Jhereas 27 per cent of those 1·Ti th high school and beloi·T educati ons 

reported this task as the husl:and' s task , 17 per cent of those vrith beyond 

high school reported it as the husl:and~s responsibility . Only 3 per cent 

of the respondents vrho vrent beyond high school reported the task as the 

husband vs responsibility during the six months follorring birth. 

Bat he/clean baby 

tVithin the period of hro vreeks after birth, the majority (64%) of subjects 

Hho vrere high school graduates or belovr reported that this task was for both 

spouses e~ually , and the majority (54%) of s ubjects rrho vrere educat e d byond 

high school reported that this task was f or the wife. 

Within the period of s ix months after birt h, the majority of subjects vrho 

¥rere high school g-..cadua t e s or belOi-T ( 82%) and those vrho vrere educat ed beyond 

high school (51%) r eported that this task vras for both husband and vrife . 

'Ihose subjects vrho vrere hjgh school graduates or bel ovr mainta ined the 

same expectations for both periods, but the bey ond h i gh s chool educated 

subjects changed from expecting the task to be done by the Hife in the first 

period to expecting the tas k to be shared in the s e c ond period . Hoi·rever , in 

the second period , the percentages for the high school and beloH g-.coup were 

significantly higher. 

Launder clothes 

'Ihe ma jority (55%) of subjects who 1-rere high school graduated or beloH 



believed that this task vrould be performed by both hustand and Hife vrithin 

t he period of tHo weeks folloHing birth , and the ma jority (51%) of subj ects 

Hho Here educated beyond h igh school believed that this task vrould be the 

Hife 0 s responsibility . 
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The ma jority of subjects who l·rere high school g-.cadua ted or beloH ( 64%) 

and also those uho lfere educated beyond high school ( 83%) believed that 

laundry HaS the Hife 's chore within the period of six months follovring birth. 

Those respondents who were high school graduated or beloH changed from 

expecting the task t o be s hared in the tHo Heek period to expecting the task 

to be the vrife 0 s task in t he six month period. Those sub j ects vrho h..ave gone 

beyond high school maintained tba t t he task belonged to the 1-rife for both 

periods . Addit ionally, Hhere 18 and 17 per cent of the sub jects Hho had high 

school or l ess education expected the husband to do the task in t he first 

period, only three per cent of t he respondents educated beyond h igh school did. 

Get up during the night to feed the baby 

During the tuo weeks after birth, the majority of s ubjec t s vrho had high 

school and less educatj.ons ( 82%) and those s ubjects vrho went beyond high 

school (57%) believed this task to be the vrife's responsibility. The ma jority 

of subjects vrith who had a high school a :.1d less education ( 82%) and those 

respondents Hho Hent beyond h igh s chool (51%) also believed this task to be 

t he vr.ii'e 0 s resp0nsibility during six months after birth. 

Buy~ceries 

'The gre.a test :l?roportion of subj ects not educated beyond high school ( 73%) 

and those educated bey0nd high school (40%) believed t:·J.is to be a shared 

responsibility in the tvro Heeks after birth. 

A majority (73%) of s ubjects not eduated beyond high school bel i e ved t his 

to be a s hared responsibility in the six months ~ft~r birth, e nd a majority 

(51%) of subjects educated beyond high school believed this is to be t he 
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wife's respons ibility. 

Subjects with no education beyond high school maintained the belief that 

the task is a shared responsibility in both periods, while the subjects with 

educat ion beyond high school changed from the belief that the responsibility 

of this task is shared in the first period to the task is the wife's 

responsibility in the s econd period. In the first period, this task is the 

husbmd 's task as reported by 18 per cent of those rrith less education and 31 

per cent by those with more education. 

Play with m by 

The subjects of both educational levels believed this task would be shared 

equally between the spouses within both periods of t rro weeks and six months. 

Iron clothes 

Within the period of t wo weeks following birth, a ma jority of subjects 

with less education (64%) and those subjects who went beyond high school (57%) 

expected this task to be the wife's responsibility. The majority of subjects 

with less education (73%) and the respondents with more education (80%) also 

expected this to be the wife's task within the period of six months following 

birth. In addition, 20 per cent of those educated beyond high school responded 

that clothes would not be ironed in the two week period and 11 per cent 

responded likewise in the six month period. 

Plan family menus 

Subjects of both groups responded that this task should be performed by 

the wife in both time periods. 

Get up during the night to change the 1:aby 

Fifty-five per cent of the subjects with educational levels of high 

school graduation and below primarily expected this task to be shared within 

both periods of t wo weeks and six months following birth. Subjects with 

educational levels of beyond high school also primarily expected this task to 



be shared within both :periods of t wo vreeks (51%) and six months (57%) 

follovring birth. 

Take care of car maintainance and repair 

The . subjects of both educational levels expected this task to be the 

husband's responsibility. 

Write or call relatives 

A majority of subjects that have less education (55%) and those 

respondents who went beyond high school (51%) responded to this task as 

one to be performed by both the husband and wife. 

Purchase clothing for baby 

The majority of subjects with less education (73%) and those subjects 

who went beyond high school (80%) expected this task to be the wife's task . 

Minor household repairs 
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This task was reported to be the husband's duty by the subjects of both 

groups. 

Arrange visits with relatives 

The majority of subjects that have less education (82%) and those subjects 

who went beyond high school (86%) found this to be a shared responsibility. 

Send cards or gifts to r elatives 

A ma jority of subjects with less education (55%) and those who went beyond 

high school (83%) believed this would be primarily the wife's responsibility. 

Plan family budget 

This task is expected to be a shared responsibility a ccording to subjects 

with educational levels of high school graduation and below (73%) and those 

rrho vrent beyond high school ( 6J%) . 

Take baby to doctor (non-emergency) 

According to 91 per cent of t hose with less education and 57 :per cent 

rrho went beyond high school, this task is expected to be :primarily the wife's 



responsibility. In addition, 40 per cent of those vrho >-rent beyond high 

school reported that the task would be shared. 

Paint the house 

'Ihe majority of those subjects vrho did not complete high school or 

g.rnduated from high school (91%) and those subjects that vrent beyond high 

school (71%) responded to this as primarily the husband ' s chore. 

Decide town or city vrhere family will live 

Subjects from both educational levels viewed this as a shared task. 

Purchase ma jor appliances 

73 

Subjects from both educational levels responded to this as a shared task . 

Decorate the house 

The ma jority (55%) of subjects from the less educated group reported t hat 

this task would be shared equally. 'llie majority of the subject s from t he 

group who went beyond high school reported that this would be primarily the 

wife's responsibility. 

Deci de what car to buy 

The majority of those subjects with less education (91%) and those 

subjects who vrent beyond hi gh school (71%) expected this to be a shared 

respons ibility. 

Purchase minor ap~liances 

A ma jority of thos e subjects with less education (64%) and those subjects 

who went beyond high school (77%) r esponded to t his task as one to be 

shared equally by both husl:and a nd wile . 

Decide which house to b~y or apartment to rent 

The subjects of both educational level s viewed this task as a respons ibility 

to be shared equally by bot h the husl:and and wile . 



TA:BDE y_ 

DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO DIVISION OF FAMILY ~SKS 
ACCORDING TO EDUCATION 

(N = 11 H.S. GRAD & BELOW & 85 BEYOND H. S. GRAD) 

Frequencies a nd Percentages 
of Available ResEonses 

Husbands Both \Vives . Others 
No. % No~ . • ·-· % No. % No . % 

Item 

Within the period of two weeks 

1. Prepares meals: H.S. Grad & Below 4 36 5 45 2 18 0 
Beyond 10 29 15 43 10 29 0 

2. Yardwork: H.S. Grad & Below 11 100 0 - 0 - 0 
Beyond 32 91 0 - 1 3 2 6 

3· Dress the OO.by1 H.S. Grad & Below 0 -- 7 6J-4. 4 36 0 
Beyond 0 -- 15 43 20 57 0 

4 . Clean t he house: H.S. Grad & Below 3 27 7 64 1 9 0 
Beyond 10 29 18 51 6 17 1 3 

5· Wash the dishes1 H.S . Grad & Below 3 27 6 55 2 18 0 
Beyond 11 . 31 14 40 10 29 0 

6. Tend the vegetable garden : H.S. Grad & Below 5 45 3 27 1 9 2 18 
Beyond 18 51 6 17 3 9 8 23 

7· Provide the family's 
financial support, H.S. Grad & Below 9 82 2 18 0 - 0 

Beyond 32 91 1 3 2 6 0 

8. Set the table1 M.S . Grad & Below 3 27 6 55 2 18 0 
*Beyond ' 6 17 24 69 4 11 0 - "¥ 

* = missing data 



'".TABLE,_V (Continued) 

Frequenci es and Percentages 
of Available ResEonses 

Hus1:ands Bot h Wi ves (}thers 
Item No. ~ No. ~ No. % No . % 

9· Bathe/clean baby: H.S. Grad & Below 0 - · 7 64 4 36 0 
Beyond 0 - 16 46 19 54 0 

10. Launder clothes: H.S. Grad & Bel ow 2 18 6 55 3 27 0 
Beyond 6 17 11 31 18 51 0 

11. Get up during the night 
to feed the l:aby1 H.S. Grad & Below 0 - 2 18 9 82 0 

Beyond 0 - 15 43 20 57 0 
;: ··l . .. I·,·.· 

12. Buy groceries: H.S. Grad & Below ' 2 18 '8 73 1 9 0 
*Beyond 11 ' 31 · 14 40 10 29 0 

-13. Play rrith 1:aby: H.S. Grad & Belorr 0 - 11 100 0 - 0 
Beyond 0 - 31 89 4 11 0 

14. Iron clothes: H.S. Grad & Below 0 - 4 36 7 64 0 
Beyond 2 6 6 17 20 57 7 20 

15. Plan family menus: H.S. Grad & Below 0 - 5 45 6 55 0 
Beyond 2 6 10 29 23 66 0 

16. Get up during the night 
to change the 1:a by: H.S. Grad & Below 1 9 6 55 4 36 0 

Beyond 1 3 18 51 16 46 0 

""'.) 
\-" 



'I'l'AJ3LE ~V. (Continued) 

Fre~uencies and Percentages 
of Available ResEonses 

Husllands Both~ \Hves Others 
Item No. % No . % No. % No. % 

vlithin the period of six months 

1?. Prepares meals: H.S. Grad & Below 0 - 3 27 8 73 
Beyond 0 - 9 26 26 74 

18. Yardwork: H.S. Grad & Below 9 ·82 2 18 0 
Beyond 28 80 6 17 1 3 

19. Dress the baby: H.S. Grad & Below 0 - 9 82 2 18 
Beyond 0 - 18 51 17 47 

20. C 1ean the house: H.S. Grad & Below 1 9 5 45 5 45 
Beyond 0 - 15 43 20 57 

21. Wash the dishes: H.S. Grad & Below 0 - 6 55 5 45 
Beyond 3 9 22 63 10 29 

22. Tend the vegetable garden: H.S. Grad ·& Below 2 18 7 64 0 
Beyond· I 9 26 13 37 6 17 

23· Provide the family ' s 
financial support: H.S. Grad & Below !6' '55 5 45 0 

Beyond . ' : 1 '22 63 11 31 '1 3 

2L~, Set the table: H.S. Grad & Below 0 ... 7 64 4 36 
Beyond 1 3 22 63 12 34 

---J 
0'-



TABDElX (Continued) 

Fre~uencies and Percentages 
of Available ResEonses 

Hus1::ands Both \>lives Others 
Item No. % No. % No. % No . % 

25. Bathe/clean baby: H.S. Grad & Below 0 - ---- -----·· 
9 82 2 18 

Beyond 0 - ·18 51 17 49 

26. Latmder clothes: H.S. Grad & Below 0 - 4 36 7 64 
Beyond 1 3 5 14 29 83 

27. Get up during the night 
to feed the baby: H.S. Grad & Below 0 - 2 18 9 82 

Beyond 0 - 17 49 18 51 

28. Buy groceries: H.S. Grad & Below 1 9 8 73 2 18 
Beyond 0 - 17 49 18 51 

29. Play with baby: H.S. Grad & Below 0 - 11 100 0 
Beyond - 1 3 32 91 2 6 

30. Iron clothes: H.S. Grad & Below 0 - 3 27 8 73 
Beyond 0 - 3 9 28 80 

31. Plan family menus: H.S. Grad & Below 0 - 3 27 8 73 
Beyond 0 - 9 26 26 74 

32. Get up during the night 
to change the baby: H.S. Grad·& Below 1 9 6 . . 55 4 36 

Beyond 1 3 .20 57 14 40 

33· Take care. of car 
maintenance and repair: H.S . Grad· & Bel ow · 11 100 0 0 

--...) -- - --...) 

Beyond • • • I 34 I 97 1 :: 3 0 



TABDE~V (Continued) 

Frequend .. es and Percentages 
..... _,... ..... of Available Responses 
Husbands Both Wives Others 

Item No. % No. % No. % No . % 

Jl+. Hrite or call rf'llatives: 

35· Purchase clothing for taby1 

J6. Minor household repairs: 

H. S. Grad & Belo1-r 0 
Beyond 1 

H.S. Grad & Below 0 
Beyond 0 

3 

H.S. Grad & Below 
Beyond 

'11 100 
Y+ 97 

37· Arrange visits with relatives1 
H.S. Grad & Below 
Beyond 

0 
0 

38. Send cards or gifts to relatives: 
*H.S. Grad & Below 
· Beyond 

0 

39· Plan family budget: 

Li-0. Take taby to doctor 

When necessary 

Li-1 , Paint the house : 

H.S. Grad & Below 
Beyond 

(non-emergency) 
H.S. Grad & Below 
Beyond 

1 3 

1 
7 

0 
1 

9 
20 

3 

H. S. Grad· & . Below 10 · 91 
Beyond · · ·· ,.. · 25 <71 

6 55 
18 51 

3 
7 

0 
1 

9 
30 

4 
5 

8 
22 

1 
14 

1 
9 

27 
20 

3 

82 
86 

36 
14 

73 
63 

9 
40 

9 
26 

5 45 
16 46 

8 73 
28 80 

0 
0 

2 
5 

6 
29 

2 
6 

10 
20 

0 
0 

18 
14 

55 
83 

18 
1 7 

91 
57 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
1 3 

---.) 
()) 



TAB:c.E .'V (Continued) 

Husl::ands 
Item No. % 

L~2. Decide town or city 
where family 1fill 1 i ve : H.S. Grad & Below 1 9 

Beyond 4 11 

4J. Purchase major appliances: H.S. Grad & Below 0 -
Beyond r ·~ •• 4 11 

44. Decorate the house: H.S . Grad & Below 0 -
Beyond 0 -

L~5· Decide what car to buy: H.S. Grad & Below 1 9 
Beyond 10 29 

46. Purchase minor appliances: H.S. Grad & Below 2 18 
Beyond 1 J 

47. Decide Hhich house to buy 
or apartment to rent: H.S. Grad & Below 0 -

Beyond 1 3 

Fre~uencies and Percentages 
of Available ResEonses 
Both Hives 

No. ~ No. % 

10 I 91 0 
31 89 0 

11 100 0 
31 89 0 

6 55 5 45 
15 4J 19 54 

10 91 0 
25 71 0 

7 64 2 18 
27 77 7 20 

11 100 0 
33 94 1 3 

Others 
No. % 

--'1 
\,() 



Differences Be tHeen Phnr.ed and. Unphnned p-_cegnancies 

on the Divis irm of Famil:r Tasks* 

Prepares meals 

80 

The greatest proportion (48%) of subjects vrhose pregnancy Has planned 

viewed this as the husband's responsibility vrithin t he period of tvro vreeks 

following birth. A majority (59%) of subjects whose pregnancy viaS unplanned 

viewed this as a shared responsibility. 

The ma jority of subjects vrhose pregnancy viaS planned (69%) and those vrhose 

pregnancy vras unplanned (82%) vie>-red this as the vrife's respoP...sibility vrithi...'YJ. 

six months after birth. 

Those subjects who planned the pregnancy changed attitudes from vievring 

this as the husband ' s responsibility in the first period to the vrife ' s i...D the 

second period. Those subjects who did not plan the pregnancy cha11~ed atti tudes 

from expecting the task .to be shared to being the wife ' s task . 

Yardwork 

Both planned and unpla~11ed pregnancy subjects expected the husband to do 

this vrithin the period of tvro vreeks after birth, and 76 per cent of each group 

expected t he husband to also do this task vrithin the period of six months. 

Dress the baby 

A majority (66%) of subjects vrho did plan this pregnancy planned for t he 

wife to do this task the first time period. The majority (71%) of subjects 

who did not plan t his pregnancy planned for the task to be sh~red equally. 

A ma jority of subjects who did plan (52%) and those Hho did not plan (65%) 

this pregnancy planned for the task to be a shared responsibility in the 

second time period. 

In co~ring the tHo periods , t he subjects who planned t his pr egnancy 

changed the ir attitudes from expecting the wife t o do the task to the husband 

~See Table VI on page 87 



and wile equally doing the task. 'Ihe subjects vrho did not plan this 

pr eg11ancy maintained that the task vrould be shared in both periods . 

Clean the house 

81 

Hithin the period of tvro vreeks follovring birth, a majority of subjects 

who did plan (52%) and did not plan (65%) this pregnancy re~ponded to t his as 

a shared responsibility. In addition , 34 per cent of t he planned pregnancy 

subjects and 18 per cent of the unplanned pregnancy subjects r esponded to 

this task as the husband's responsibility. 

Hithin the period of six months follovring birth, the subjects who planned 

this pregnancy were equally divided in their responses (48% each) betvreen 

shared and vri£e ' s responsibility, and a majority (65%) of the subjects vrho 

did not plan this pregnancy responded to this as a wifeus responsibility. 

Additionally, only three per cent of the planned pregnancy group viewed this 

as a task belonging to the husband. 

Subjects from the planned pregnancy group changed their responses from 

expecting the task to be shared in the first period to being equally divided 

between being a shared and a wifeus task in the second periodl Subjects from 

the unplanned pregnancy group changed their responses from expecting a shared 

task to eXpecting the wife's task. Also, huslands were not expected to be the 

primar~sources of the task in the second period as in the first period. 

Wash the dishes 

The greatest proportion of subjects from the planned pregnancy group 

expected the hustand to ... primarlly perform this task within t wo '-reeks after 

birth, and a majority (65%) of subjects from the unplanned pregnancy group 

expected that primarily the task vrould be performed by both spouses equally. 

A ma jority of subjects from both the planned pregnancy group (55%) and 

the unplanned pregnancy group ( 65%) expected the vrife vrould primarily perform 

this task within the six month period after birth. 
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In comparing the tvro week a.nd six month period , subjects from t he planned 

pregnancy group changed attitudes from the hustand doing the task to the vri£e 

doing the task . '!he s ubjects from the unplanned pregnancy group changed from 

the task being done by both eq_ually to t he vri£e doing the task . 

Tend t he vegetable garden 

During the first tYJo vreeks after birth, 55 per cent of those that planned 

the child and 41 per cent that did not vievred this a s the hus1:and 0 s chore . 

During the first six months, 34 per cent of those that planned the child 

vieH"ed the task as a shared task and 31 per cent viewed t he task as the hustand ' s 

chore. '!hose that did not plan the child vrere eq_ually divided (35% each) 

between vieHS in the same categories of shared and hustand ' s task. 

Both t he subjects that did and did not plan t he child changed vievrs from 

expecting the hustand to do the task in the tvro vreek period to expecting either 

the hus tand or both eq_ually to do the task Ln. the six month period. Several 

subjects reported having no garden in both periods. 

Provide the:.:"'family' s financial s upport 

Within the period of two vreeks f olloHing birth, a majority of subjects 

that did plan (52%) and not plan (94%) the child expected this to be the 

hustand 's task, A majority of subjects that planned (59%) and not planned 

(65%) the child expected this to also be the husband 0 s task six months a f ter 

birth. 

Set the table 

Within two vreeks following birth, the majority of subjects Ln. the planned 

pregnancy group ( 69%) and the unplanned pregnancy group ( 65%) responded t hat 

this task Hould be a shared task . 'Ihe majority of subjects in the planned 

pregnancy group (62%) and the unplanned p~gnancy group (68%) responded to this 

task a s a shared task also within the sL~ months after birth . Seventeen per 

cent of the planned pregnancy subjects and 18 per cent of the unplanned 



pregnancy group expected this to be the husband's task in the first period, 

and only three per cent expected likewise in the second period. 

Bathe/clean baby 

8J 

A majority (59%) of subjects vrith planned pregnancies expected the wife 

to assume the task within two vreeks after birth, and a majority (65%) of 

subjects with unplanned pregnancies expected the spouses to share the task. 

The JTRjority of subjects with both planned (52%) and unplanned (71%) 

pregnancies expected the task to be shared between the husband and wife 

equally within six months following birth. 

Subjects with planned pregnancies changed expectations from sharing the 

task to the wife 0 s task betvreen the ti-ro periods. Subjects '!-rith unplanned 

pregnancies maintained the same expectations for both periods. 

launder clothes 

Fifty-two per cent of the planned pregnancy subjects plan~ed this to be 

the wife 's task durL~g the tvro weeks after birth, and 47 per cent of the 

unplanned pregnancy subjects planned this to be a shared task. 

Seventy-nine per cent of the planned pregnAncy subjects and 76 per cent 

of the unplanned pregnancy subjects planned this to be the wife's task 

during the six months after birth. 

Planned pregnancy subj ects maL't'ltained that this would be the wife's task 

in both time periods. Unplanned pregnAncy subjects chan~ed the expectations 

from planning to share the task to planning for the wife to do the task. 

Also_,. J5 .per cent total subjects in the first period planned f or t he husband 

to do the task , whereas only three per cent did in the second period. 

Get up during the nigh to feed the 1:aby 

The majority of subjects in the planned group (69%) and those who did not 

plan (59%) this pregnancy believed this Hould be the Hife Q s task H'i t hin the 

two vreeks after birth. The majority of subjects t hat planned (55%) and did 



not plan (65%) this pregnancy believed this would also be the wife's 

responsibility within the six month period after birth . 

Buy groceries 

84 

Within two weeks following birt h, the ma jority of subjects with both 

planned pregnancies (62%) and unplanned pregnancies (65%) repor ted this task 

as a shared responsibility. The majority of both planned pregnancies (52%) 

and unplanned pregnancies (53%) reported that this task would be a shared 

responsibility in the second time period also. 

Play with baby 

Both subjects that did and did not plan the child expected this task to be 

carried out equally between the husband and wife in both periods . 

Iron clothes 

Within the two week period following birth, a majority of subjects who 

roth planned (52%) and did not plan (71%) this child expected this task to be 

the wife's r esponsibility. The majority of subjects who planned (79%) and did 

not plan (76%) this child expected this task to also be the wife's task within 

six months after birth. Several subjects who planned this child did not plan 

on ironing clothes in the t vro week (24%) or six month (14%) periods. 

Plan faiilly menus 

Within two weeks following birth, the majority of subjects with planned 

pregnancies (59%) and unplanned pregnancies (71%) responded that this should 

be the wife's task. 'Ihe majority of subjects with planned (69%) and unplanned 

(82%) pregnancies responded to this task as one that would be performed by 

the wife in the second time period also. 

Get up during the night to change the baby 

.The greatest. proportion of subjects who were expecting a planned (48%) 

and an unplanned (59%) child believed this task would be carried out equally 

by both spouses within two weeks after birth. A majority of subjects who were 



expecting a planned (55%) and an unplanned (59%) child believed this ta;sk 

would be carried out also by both spouses within the first six months. 

'fuke care of car mainenance and repair 

Subjects of both groups expected the husband to perform this task. 

Write or call relatives 
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Subjects that were expecting a child that had been planned were equally 

divided (48% each) in their responses between both spouses sharing equally and 

primarily the wife performing the task. Subjects that were expecting a child 

that had been unplanned (59%) responded that both spouses would perfom the task. 

Purchase clothing for baby 

Eighty-six per cent of the subjects expecting a planned child and 65 per 

cent of the subjects expecting an unplanned child believed this to be the 

wife's task. 

Minor household repairs 

Subjects who have planned and unplanned pregnancies viewed this as the 

husband's respons ibility. 

Arrange visits with relatives 

Both subjects that have planned (90%) and not planned (76%) the pregnancy 

responded that this task would be the equal responsibility of both spouses. 

Send cards or gifts to relatives 

The majority of subjects that have planned (79%) and not planned (76%) 

pregnancy responded that this responsibility would be carried out by both. 

Plan family budgets 

The ma jority of subjects with both planned (52%) and unplanned (88%) 

pregnancies r esponded to the task as an equal responsibility of both partners . 

T.ake baby to doctor (non-emergency) 

Sixty-two per cent of the subjects with planned pregnancies and 71 per cent 

of the subjects with unplanned pregnancies planned for this to be the wife 's task. 



Paint the house 

Subjects expecting a planned child (52%) and those Hhrl rrere expecting 

an unplanned (65%) child believed this to be the husband 0 s responsibility. 

Decide tmm or city Hhere family Hill live 

86 

The subjects of both planned and unplanned pregnancy groups defined this 

as an equally shared responsibility betrreen the husband and wife. 

Purchase major appliances 

The subjects of both groups expected the task to be shared by both spouses. 

Decorate the house 

The subjects that did plan this birth were equally divided (48% each) .in 

their responses of the task being done by both spouses and the task being 

primarily done by the wife. The majority (59%) of the subjects that did not 

plan this birth responded that this task would primarily assumed by the wife. 

Decide what car to buy 

Sixty-nine per cent of the subjects that did plan this pregnancy and 88 

per cent of the subjects that did not plan this pregnancy reported this task 

as one to be performed by both spouses. 

Purchase minor appliances 

The majority of those subjects who planned this child (76%) and the group 

that did not plan this child (71%) defined this as a shared responsibility. 

Decide which house to buy or apartment to rent 

The subjects that did plan this pregnancy and the subjects that did not 

plan this pregnancy expected this task to be equally sha-red by both the 

hus1:and and wife. 



rABLE YJ 

DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO DIVISION OF FAMILY TASKS 
ACCORDING TO PLANNING OF PREGNANCY 

(N = 29 PLANNED & 17 UNPLANNED) 

Fre~uencies and Percentages 
of Available ResEonses 

Husbands Both Wives .. . Others 
No . % No~ .. , ·~- .% No. % No. % 

Item 

Within the period of two weeks 

1. Prepares meals: Planned 11 48 10 34 8 28 0 
Unplanned '3 18 10 59 4 24 0 

2. Yardwork: Planned 26 90 0 - 1 3 2 7 
Unplanned 17 100 0 - 0 - 0 

3· Dress the baby: Planned 0 - 10 34 19 66 0 
Unplanned 0 - 12 71 5 29 0 

L~. Clean the house: Planned 10 34 15 52 3 10 1 3 
Unplanned 3 18 11 65 3 18 0 

5· Hash the dishes: Planned 12 41 9 31 8 28 0 
Unplanned 2 12 11 65 4 24 0 

6. Tend the vegetable garden: Planned 16 55 4 14 4 14 5 17 
Unplanned 7 41 5 29 0 - 5 29 

7· Provide the family v s 
financial support: Planned 15 52 11 38 2 7 1 3 

Unplanned 16 94 1 6 0 - 0 

8. Set the table: Planned 5 17 20 69 4 14 0 
*Unplanned 3 18 11 65 2 12 0 - ()) 

~ 

* = missing data ,[ 



TABLE YI (Continued) 

FreQuencies and Percentages 
of Available ResEonses 

Hus1::a.nds Both Wi ves Glthers 
Item No. ~ No. ~ No . ~ No. % 

9. Bathe/clean 1::a.by: Planned 0 - 12 4-1 17 59 0 
Unplanned 0 - 11 65 6 35 0 

10. Launder clothes: Planned 5 17 9 31 15 52 0 
Unplanned 3 18 8 4-7 6 35 0 

11. Get up during the n i ght 
to feed the baby: Planned 0 - 9 31 20 69 0 

Unplanned 0 - 7 4-1 10 59 0 
::. •l .. 1 ·, • •• 

12. Buy groceries: Planned 5 17 18 62 6 21 0 
*Unplanned 3 18 11 65 2 12 0 

13. Play rrith baby: Planned 0 - 26 90 3 10 0 
Unplanned 0 - 16 94- 1 6 0 

14-. Iron clothes: Planned 2 7 5 17 15 52 7 24-
Unplanned 0 -- 5 29 12 71 0 

15. Plan family menus: Planned 2 7 10 34- 17 59 0 
Unplanned 0 - 5 29 12 71 0 

16. Get up during the night 
;[ 

to change the baby: Planned 2 7 14- 4-8 13 4-5 0 
Unplanned 0 - 10 59 7 4-1 0 

OJ 
OJ 



TABLE VI (Continued) 

Frequenci es and Percentages 
of Available ResEonses 

Husbands Both: \.fives Others 
Item No. % No. % No . % No . % 

Within the period of six months 

17. Prepares meals: Planned 0 - 9 .31 20 69 0 
Unplanned 0 - .3 18 14 82 0 

18. Yardvror k: Planned 22 ~-76 4 14 1 .3 2 7 
Unplanned 1.3 76 4 24 0 - 0 

19. Dress the baby: Planned 0 - 15 52 14 48 0 
Unp:;,.anned 0 -- 11 65 6 .35 0 

20. Clean the house : Planned 1 .3 14 48 14 48 0 
Unplanned 0 - 6 .35 11 65 0 

21. Hash the dishes: Planned .3 10 10 .34 16 55 0 
Unplanned 0 - 6 .35 11 65 0 

22. Tend the vegetable garden: Planned 9 .31 10 .34 5 17 5 17 
Unplanned 6 .35 6 .35 1 6 4 24 

2.3· Provide the family's 
financial support: Planned 17 59 11 .38 1 .3 0 

Unplanned 11 65 5 29 0 - 1 6 

2LJ-, Set the table: Planned 1 .3 18 62 10 .34 0 
Unplanned 0 - 11 65 6 .35 0 

(X) 
\.!) 



~BLE VJ (Continued) 

Frequencies and Percentages 
of Available ResEonses 

Husbands Both Wives Others 
Item No. % No . % No. % No. % 

25. Bathe/clean baby: Planned 0 - 15 52 14 48 0 
Unplanned 0 - 12 71 5' · 29 0 

26. Iatmder clothes: Planned 1 3 5 17 23 79 0 
Unplanned 0 - 4 24 13 76 0 

27. Get up during the night 
to feed the baby: Planned 0 - 13 45 16 55 0 

Unplanned 0 - 6 35 11 65 0 

28. Buy groceries: Planned 1 3 1.) 52 13 45 0 
Unplanned 0 - 9. . .53 8 4? 0 

29. Play Hi th baby: Planned 1 3 26 90 2 7 0 
Unplanned 0 - 17 100 0 - 0 

30. Iron clot hes: Planned 0 - 2 7 23 79 4 14 
Unplanned 0 - 4 24 13 76 0 

31. Plan family menus: Planned 0 - 9 31 20 69 0 
Unplanned 0 - 3 18 14 82 0 

32. Get up during t he night 
to change the baby: Planned 2 7 16 55 11 38 0 

Unplanned 0 - 10 59 7 41 0 

33· Take care of car 
'!) 

maintenance and repair: Planned 28 97 1 3 0 - 0 - 0 

Unplanned 17 100 0 - 0 - 0 
.t 



TABLE VI (Continued) 

Fre~uencies and Percentages 
·-····.- ..... , ........ . of Available ResEonses 

. tHusbands Both Wives Others 
Item No. % No. % No. % No . % 

J4. Write or call rP.latives: . :·.-:.Planned 1 3' 14 48 14 48 0 
Unplanned 0 - 10 59 7 41 0 

35· Purchase clothing for baby: Planned 0 - 4 14 25 86 0 
Unplanned 0 - 6 35 11 65 0 

36. Minor household repajrs: Planned 27 93 2 7 0 - 0 
Unplanned 17 100 0 - 0 - 0 

37· Arrange visits with relatives: Planned 0 - 26 90 3 10 0 
Unplanned 0 - 13 76 4 24 0 

38. Send cards or gifts to relatives: tPlanned 1 3 5 17 23 79 0 
Unplanned 0 - 4 24 13 76 0 

39· Plan family budget: Planned 7 24 15 52 7 24 0 
Unplanned 1 6 15 88 1 6 0 

L~O. Take baby to doctor (non-emergency): Planned 0 - 11 38 18 62 0 
Unplanned 1 6 4 24 12 71 0 

When necessary 

41. Paint the house: Planned 15 52 7 24 6 21 1 3 
Unplanned 11 65 3 18 3 18 0 

\.() 
f-'-



~BLE YI (Continued) 

Husl:ands 
Item No. % 

L~2. Decide town or city 
where f amily H'ill live: Planned 3 10 

Un:planned 2 12 

4J. Purchase major a:ppliances: Planned 2 7 
Un:planned 2 12 

44. Decorate the house: Planned 0 -
Unplanned 0 -

45. Decide what car t o buy: Planned 9 31 
Unplanned 2 12 

46. Purchase minor a p:pliances : Planned 3 10 
Unplanned 0 -

47. Decide which house to buy 
or apartment to rent: Planned 0 -

Unplanned 1 6 

Fre~uencies and Percentages 
of Available ResEonses 
Both Wives 

No . % No . % 

26 90 0 --
15 88 0 -
27 93 0 -
15 88 0 -
14 48 14 48 
7 41 10 59 

20 69 0 -
15 88 0 -
22 76 4 14 
12 71 5 29 

29 100 0 -
15 88 1 6 

No . 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

Others 
% 

\.[) 
N 
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Concl usions 

The purpose of t his present research viaS to examine expectant parent role 

expectat i ons. The 46 subjects Here enrolled in prepared childbirth classes in 

St ilhm. ter , Oklahoma . 

The subjects r esponded to a q_uestionnaire vrith regards to their 

expectations of the division of family tasks betvreen themselves and spouses 

for two time periods: ( 1) tvro weeks followi:.11g birth and ( 2) s i.x months 

following birth . The q_uestiow.aire covered t he folloHi.l'lg areas: child care 

tasks , household tasks , ma intenance and repair tasks , kinship relations tasks , 

and financial tasks. 

Freq_uenc ies a nd percentage were calculat e d f or r esponses to each item in 

relation to t he following variables: s ex of s ubj ect , employment status of wife , 

educational level of subjects , parenting experience, and planning of pregp.ancy. 

Sex of Subject 

The results found a few differences betHeen males' and f emales ' 

expectations of the division of f amily tasks . The task i tems of major 

differences involved dressing the baby , bathing the baby, laundering clot hes, 

cleaning house , tending the garden, getti.ng up at n ight to f eed the baby, and 

1rri ting or calling relatives. 

For the two weeks following birth, the males expected their wives t o 

dress and bathe the baby and share the laundry, but the females expected the 

opposite. The wives felt that t he firs t t vro tasks (bat he and dress the baby) 

would be s hared and the vrife would per f orm the last task ( laundry). 

During the six month period following birth, the mal e s expected to share 

t he tasks of cleaning the house, getting up at night to feed t he baby, and 

buy groc er i e s ; on the other hand , the femal es responded t hat they expected 

t hese t hree tasks to belong to t he female. The wales expected to contribute 

more t han the f emales expected t hem to contribute . Females expected garden ing 



and vrriting or calling relatives to be shared , and t he males expected the 

husl:ands to :perform the former and the ;.rives to :perform the latter. Overall, 

the males and females generally held similar expectations. 

Employment Status of Wife 

Families where the wife ;.ras employed a nd families where the wife 1-ras 

unemployed had dissimilar expectations on the following family tasks : 

preparing meals, 1:::athing the 1:::aby, getting up at night to change the 1:::aby , 

cleaning the house , buying groceries , vrriting or calling relatives and 

decorating the house. 

In the two vmeks following birth, subjects from families where the wife 

vras employed considered meals to be the husband's task and bathing and changing 

t he 1:::aby to be shared tasks, but the subjects from familie s where the wife 

r~as unemployed considered the first task (meal :prep:tra tion) to be shared 

and the other two (tat hing and changing the baby) to be the wife vs task. 

Six months follovring birth, subjects from families rrhere the wife vras 

eillPloyed cons idered all of the other tasks to be shared responsibilities , 

but subjects from families where t he wife vras not employed considered these 

tasks to be primarily the wife's responsibility. 

The results demonstrated that the employment status of wife had some but 

not a lot of impact on expectations of the division of f amily tasks. 

Education of Subject 

Subjects Hhose educational level consisted of high school graduation and 

beloH (less educated group) and s ub jects Hho Hent beyond high school Here 

compared on their expectations of the division of f a mily tasks. The ma jor 

differences included the folloH·ing tasks : dress the l:aby, l:athe/clean 1:::aby, 

launder clothe s , buy groceries , and decorat e the house . 

Those subjects Hith l ess education expected that wit hin t he t wo vreek 

period follmofing birth, the following tasks 1-rould be shared : dressing the 



taby, "tathing "taby, and lanndering clothes. Subjects vrith more education 

expected the wile to perform these tasks. Hithin six months follovring birth, 

the majority of subjects of both educational levels expected dressing and 

tathing the taby to be shared and the lannd.ry to be done by the vrife. 

Six months follovring birth , subj ects vrith less educati on expected buying 

groceries and decorating the house to be shared; hm-rever, subjects vrith more 

education expected these tasks to be the vrife's responsibility. 

95 

Few differences vrere fonnd bet vreen the educational levels, but those that 

were present found subjects vrith lovrer educational levels to express more 

egalitarian expectations and those vrith higher educational levels to express 

more traditioP~l expectations. 

Parenting Experience 

Subjects expecting a first child and subjects expecting a subse~uent 

child held dissimilar expectations on a fevr family tasks. 

In the tvro vreeks follovring birth, the tasks in vrhich the tvro groups of 

subjects differed in expectations were cleaning house, laundering clothes, 

and buying groceries. Subjects expecting a first child expected house 

cl eaning and laundry to be done by both spouses. Subjects expecting a 

subse~uent child expected the first tvro tasks to be shared and the last 

one to be the husband's responsibility. Hithin the period of six months 

following birth, gardening vras the only task in vrhich the tvro groups differed 

only in expectations during that period vrith first-time expectant parents 

expecting t he husbands to do the task and subse~uent expectant parent s 

expecting to share the responsibility. 

With the tasks of vrashing dishes, bathing the baby , vrriting or call:i.rl..g 

relatives , and decorating the house, subjects differed totally. Within the 

firs t two weeks , first-time expectant parents expected dishes to be shared 

and bathing the 1::aby to be the vrife ' s task, and they expected both of these 
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tasks to become the vrife ' s tasks vrithin the firs t six months . In the f i-rst 

period , parents expecting a subsequent child expected the dishes to be done by 

the husband and bathing the baby to be shared, a nd they expected both to be 

:;hared tasks vrithin t he first six months after birth. \olriti.rJg or calling 

relatives and decorating the house were expected to be the vrife' s 

responsibilities by first-time parents and shared responsibility by subsequent 

expectant parents. 

First-time expectant pa~nts and parents expecting a subsequent child 

held similar expectations of the majority of tasks, and in those t hat they 

differed first-time expectant parents 1-rere more traditional in the ir 

:lxpectations than subsequent expectant parents . 

Planning of Pregnancy 

Although subjects who had planned and s ubjects vrho had not planned this 

pregnancy expressed similar expectations of the division of family tasks, 

differences were found in five tasks with regard to the first time period. 

For couples who had planned the birth, preparing meals and washing 

dishes vrere expected to be the husband's tasks. Bathing the baby, dressi.Dg 

the baby, a nd laundry were expected to be the wife's tasks. Subjects th.a t 

had not planned the child expected all of these tasks to be shared. 

\ol ith the exception of these mentioned tasks , subjects expecting 

planned and unplanned pregnancies did not differ in their expectations 

of the division of family tasks . 

Summary 

Overall, according to the results of the present study, none of the 

variables studied had an impact on the division of family tasks . The 

subjects of this study tended to express more t radi tional role expectations 

than nontraditional expectations in r egards to these i tems of family tasks . 

However, there l-IaS a noted general difference bet1-reen the period of t~-ro 
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Heeks following birth and six months folloH:Ll'lg birth to~-rard more egalitarian 

expectations in the first period. Tasks t hat vrere considered to be household 

tasks were expressed as needing to be shared . The husband's responsi bilities 

vrere more m.unerous in the first period than in the second period. 'This find :W..g 

shows that men are willing t o help out Hith tasks not normally carried out 

Hhile the wife i s recuperating from birth. However after a short time, the 

coupl es seem t o fall back into very traditional patterns even Hhen the wife is 

employed. Vanek (1983) found that the Hife's employment status did not affect 

allocation of housework. The present study found results, vrhich Here based on 

percentages and frequencies and not on statistical iD~orrnation, similar to the 

results of previous studies that the division of family tasks is divided along 

traditional lines of male and female roles (Larsen, 1974; Nickol s & Metzen, 

1978; Vanek, 1983; Tavecchio et al., 1984). Hovrever, this study did not 

support the differences in the folloHing variables as :L11dicated in pas t research: 

sex of subject (Hobbs & Cole, 1976; Gilbert & Hanson, 1983), employment status 

of Hife (Walker, 1969; Parelius, 1975; Hock et al., 1984; Mar et & Finlay, 1985.; 

Regan & Roland, 1985), education of subject (Hobbs & Cole, 1976; Rindfuss, 

Bumpass , & St. John, 1980; Gilbert & Hanson, 1983; Regan & Roland, 1985), 

parenting experience (Forer, 19f?6; Grossman, Eichler, & Hinickoff , 1980; 

Leifer, 1980; Young, Boyle, & Colletti, 1983), and planning of pre~~ncy 

(Russell, 1974; Leifer, 1980; Grossman, Eichler , & Hini ckoff, 1980; 

Steffensmeier, 1982). 

Recommendat i ons 

It would be an interesting study to examine expectant parental role 

expectations and compare them to actual parental role behavior following t he 

birth of the child. Scanzoni and Fox ( 1980) and Araj i ( 1977) found that 

att i t udes and behavior s are not al~-rays consi s t ent. 

A longi tud:W~l study of parental role perceptions vrould also be a 



valuable study, because past research noted that the age of the child 

influenced household tasks and perceptions (Walker & Gauger , 1973; Huber & 

Spitze, 1981). 

Research should be done comparing different ethnic groups and 

socioeconomic groups. The present study engaged only vrhite subj ects 1-rho were 

possibly of similar social classes. A possible approach would be to gather 

data f r om other places rather than only prepared childbi.::..rth classes. Rossi 

(1968) stated that preparation and training for parenthood would a ffect an 

individual~ s transition to parenthood. The expectant parents shm·r some 

coneern for their childbirth by attending the classes , and fathers who are 

more involved in the birth may be more LDvolved after birth. 

As more researchers become interested in the field of role expectations 

and the division of family tasks and more studies are carried out, a better 

understanding of attitudes and behaviors vrill result. This info:rmation ca.n 

be utilized in parent education programs to prepare marriage partners and 

parents-to-be for working out a~eable patterns of sex role behaviors in 

their subsequent marriages. 
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Oklahoma State University I STILLWATER, OKLAHOMA 74078 
241 HOME ECONOMICS WEST 

(405) 624-5057 
DEPARTMENT OF FAMILY RELATIONS 

AND CHILD DEVELOPMENT 

Dear Expectant Parent: 

I am a graduate student in the department of Family Relations 

and Child Development at Oklahoma State University. I am pursuing 

this study for a Master's degree project and would greatly 

appreciate your help. All of the answers will be anonymous so 

confidentiality is assured. 

This is a study concerning the expectations of expectant parents 

regarding the division of family tasks in the household. The 

f ollowing questionnaire contains a list of tasks to be performed 

within the family. Please circle the number to the right that best 

corresponds to your expectations of how these tasks will be 

distributed LD your family. 

Thank you again for your cooperation. 

Sincerely , 

[f)~~ 
Melissa Johnson 

vLex/LU'-'· ::¥/&-~ 
Dr. Althea Wri ght ~ 

I 
A 
2!.. 
rr 

CENTENN1l 
DECADE 

1980 •1990 



Division of Family Tasks 106 

H=Husl:and mainly, Hr1=Husl:and more than vrife , B=Both eg_ually, l·TM=Hife more than 
husl:and, H=Hife mainly, O=Other (please spec ify) 

WITHIN 'IHE PERIOD OF 'TIW HEEKS AFTER THE BI RTH HHO SHOULD DO THE FOLLOHING: 
H Hl'1 B io/11 vl 0 

1. Prepares meals 1 2 3 4- 5 6 

2. Yard~orork 1 2 3 4- 5 6 

3· Dress the taby 1 2 3 4- 5 6 

4-. Clean the house 1 2 3 4- 5 6 

5· \•fash the dishes 1 2 3 4- 5 6 

6. Tend the vegetable 5c.rd~ t'"'\ 1 2 3 4 5 6 

7· Provide the f amily's 
financial support 1 2 3 4- 5 6 

8. Set the table 1 2 3 4- 5 6 

9· Bathe/ clean baby 1 2 3 4- 5 6 

10 . Launder clothes 1 2 3 4 5 6 

11. Get up during the ni ght 
to feed the taby 1 2 3 4 5 6 

12. Buy groceries 1 2 3 L~ 5 6 

13. Play with baby 1 2 3 4 5 6 

14-. Iron clothes 1 2 3 4 5 6 

15. Plan family menus 1 2 3 4- 5 6 

16. Get up during the night 
to change the baby 1 2 3 4 5 6 

WITHIN A PERIOD OF SIX MONTHS AFTER BIRTH WHO SHOULD DO THE FOLLOWING: 

17 . Pr epar es meal s 1 2 3 4 5 6 

18 . Yardwor k 1 2 3 4- 5 6 

19. Dress the baby 1 2 3 4- 5 6 

20. Cl ean the house 1 2 3 4 5 6 

21. Wash t he dishes 1 2 3 4- 5 6 

22. Tend the vegetable garden 1 2 3 4 5 6 

23 . Provi de the f amily 0 s 
financial suppor t 1 2 3 4 5 6 
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H HM B WM iol 0 
24. Set the table 1 2 3 4 5 6 

25· Bathe/ clean baby 1 2 3 4 5 6 

26. Launder clothes 1 2 3 4 5 6 

2?. Get up during the night 
to feed the baby 1 2 3 4 5 6 

28. Buy groceries 1 2 3 4 5 6 

29· ··Play with baby 1 2 3 4 5 6 

30. Iron clothes 1 2 3 4 5 6 

31. Plan family menus 1 2 3 4 5 6 

32. Get up during the night 
to change the baby 1 2 3 4 5 6 

33· Take care of car 
maintenance and repair 1 2 3 4 5 6 

J4. Write or cal l r elatives 1 2 3 4 5 6 

35· Purchase clothing for baby 1 2 3 4 5 6 

36. Minor household repairs 1 2 3 4 5 6 

37· Arrange vi sits wi t h r elatives 1 2 3 4 5 6 

38. Send cards or gifts to relatives 1 2 3 4 5 6 

39· Plan family budget 1 2 3 4 5 6 

40. Take baby to doctor (non-emergency) 1 2 3 4 5 6 

WHEN NECESSARY , WHO SHOULD DO THE FOLLO\HNG: 

41. Paint the house 1 2 3 4 5 6 

42. Decide town or city 
where family will live 1 2 3 4 5 6 

43. Purchase major appliances 1 2 3 4 5 6 

44 . Decorate the house 1 2 3 4 5 6 

45. Decide what car t o buy 1 2 3 4 5 6 

46. Purchase minor appliances 1 2 3 4 5 6 

4?. Decide which house to buy 
or apartment to rent 1 2 3 4 5 6 
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Part II. Please co;mplete the following questi ons a bout yourself : 

48. Hha t is your birthda te : 
month day year 

49. i-fha t i s your sex: 

1. Male 
2. Female 

50. lfhat is your marital status : 

1. Single 
2. Married 

.51 . What was your wedding date: 
mont h day year 

.52. Do you have other children: 

1. Yes 
2. No 

.53· If yes, what are the a ges : 

)4. ¥That is your ethnic m ckground : 

55· In school, what is the highest grade you completed: 

1. 
2 . 
J . 

Less than 8th grade 
8- 11th grade 
High school graduate 

-4. 
.5· 

- 6. 

1 - J years of college or post-secondary vocat i onal training 
Col l ege graduate 
Graduate degree 

56. Does the vrife in the family work: 

1. Yes 
2. No 

57. If so, how much does she work: 

1. Full-time 
2 . Part-time 

58 . When is the expected date of birth: 
month day 

59 . Was this a planned pregnancy: 

1. Yes 
2 . No 
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Division of Family '!asks 1 = HUSBAND MAJNLY 

ID 2 = HUSBAND MORE THAN HIFE/IHFE SOME 
3 = BOTH EQUALLY 
4 = HIFE MORE THAN HUSBAND/ HUSBAND SOME 
5 = HIFE MAINLY 
6 = OTHER (please specify) 

WITHIN A PERIOD OF 'IHO ~lEEKS WHO DOES 'IHE FOLLOWING: 

1. Prepar es meals 1 2 3 4 5 6 
2. Yard work 1 2 3 4 5 6 

3· Dresses t he children 1 2 3 4 5 6 
4. Cleans t he house 1 2 3 4 5 6 

5· Feeds young children 1 2 3 4 5 6 
6. Washes t he di shes 1 2 3 4 5 6 

7· Tends the vegetable garden 1 2 3 4 5 6 

8 . Provides the family ' s 
financial support 1 2 3 4 5 6 

9 · Sets t he table 1 2 3 4 5 6 

10 . Bathes/ cl eans children 1 2 J 4 5 6 

11. Launder s clothes 1 2 J 4 5 6 

12 . Gets up during t he night 1 2 J 4 5 6 to f eed the l:aby 
< 

1J . Buys grocer ies 1 2 J 4 5 0 

14. Plays with children 1 2 J 4 5 ~ 
15. Irons clothes 1 2 3 4 5 6 
16 . Plans family menus 1 2 J 4 5 6 

17. Di sciplines children 1 2 3 4 5 6 

18. Supervises children 1 2 J 4 5 6 

19 . Gets up during the night 
to change the baby 1 2 J 4 5 6 

WI THIN A PERIOD OF SIX MONTHS WHO DOES TilE FOLL01o1ING: 

20 . 'lakes care of car 
maintenance and repair 1 2 J 4 5 6 

21. Writes or calls relat ives 1 2 3 4 5 6 

22. Purchase clot hing for 
children 1 2 J 4 5 6 

2J. Minor household repairs 1 2 J 4 5 6 

24 . Arrange visits with 
r elat ives 1 2 J 4 5 6 

25 . Sends cards or gift s to 
relatives 1 2 J 4 5 6 

26 . Plans family budget 1 2 3 4 5 6 

27 . 'lakes child to doctor 
(non-emergency) 1 2 J 4 5 6 



Division of Family Tasks 
Page 2 

"\>THEN NEDESSARY 1 WHO DOES THE FOLLOWING: 

28. Paint:~:the house 1 

29. Decide town or city 
where family will live 1 

JO. Purchase major appliances 1 

JL Decorates the house 1 

J2. Decide what car to buy 1 

JJ. Purchase minor appliances 1 

J4. Decide which house to buy 

or apartment to rent 1 

1 = HUSBAND MAINLY 
2 = IDJSBAND MORE 'IHAN WIFE/WIFE SOME 
3 = BOTH EQUALLY 

110 

4 = WIFE MORE THAN IDJSBAND/IDJSBAND SOME 
5 = WIFE MATI'lLY 
6 = OTHER (please specify) 

2 J 4 5 6 

2 J 4 5 6 

2 J 4 5 6 

2 J 4 5 6 

2 J 4 5 6 

2 J 4 5 6 

2 3 4 5 6 
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