A SURVEY CF DIVISION=~OF-LABOR LU

ColLU-REARTdG AWD pOMeMAKTHG Tabks 19 FAllles

I wHICE Ol OR BOTH PLREHTS Akl ATTEIDLNG

ORLAL Opa SoRICU LR

K. sSsRRIPIELD

2]

Bachelor of Selence
Oklahome Agricultural and Hechanlcel Gollege
Stillwater, Oklahoua

1944

Subaitted to the Faculty of the draduate School of
the Oklshowe Asricultural and kecnsnic:rl College
in Pertial Fullfilluent of the Reguirements
for the Degree of
MASTER O SULalCh

July, 1952




BrLANON
ARRICULTHRAL & LECHAMCAL COLLEGE
LIBRARY

FEB 12 1953

A SURVLEY OF DIVISION=OF-LABOR IN
CHILD~REARING AND HOMEMAKING TASKS IN PAMILISS
I WHICH ONE OR BOTH PARENTS AHE ATTENDING

OKLAHOMA AGRICULTURAYL AWD MECHAWICAL COLLHEGE
TEESIS APPROVED:

7 ,ij *.;Y//“? . Q
//;% Z/KZ ,///{; ///?’/2‘//7 2 ,‘ﬂw%g(/ P
/ i " Thesis Adyiker

[ &3

Mﬂ/’/é/ _

Faculty Hepresentative

Mntey

"Head of Depar‘cmen/

Dean of the Graduate School



PREFACKE

In September of 1950, the writer begon her study for the Master
of Science DTegree, Having been & nursery school teacher and at presg—
ent a homemaker and wother her interegt in family relationships
proumpbted her to study student families on the campus.

The data for the study were obtained from thirty-three student
familieg of Veterans Village.

The writer wishes to express her appreciation to the families
who coopersated in fhe study and to Dr. Hazel Ingersoll under whose
supervision the study was made., Mrs., Girdie Hutehinson kare gave
excellent advice in the critical reading of this thesis., Credit ig
due George Merrifield, husband of the writer, for his encouragement

in the wmndertaking of this study.
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CHAPTTR 1

IRTROLUCTION

Introductory Statement

A series of investi;

wions of life on American college campuses
since lorld War II have centered in the life of the marrird student
and hig family. These studies serve to indicate the degree of interest
taken in sguch innovations of femily living by resecarchers in cducation,
economics and in family relationships. The present study resulted from
the writer's personal and profesgional interest in these new patterns
of family living in that both she and her husband are awong those mar-
ri~d gtudents with families who live in one of the housing centers
built for such students. Of particular interest to the investigator

s . s s 1 .
hac been an observation of the various division-of-labor practices
worked out by young people in thege circumstances. BSuch an interest
led to the investization of & segment of such a populstion on the
Oklahoua Agricultural and Mechanical College caapus at Stilluater,

Oklahons.,.

4. Review of the Literature

In the aftermath of World war II colleges experienced an influx
of married students many of them young parents, comparable to no other

period in their acadenic bistories., This phenomenon has necessitated

1Amram Scheinfeld, Women and Men (Wew York, 1943), 271-346.




drastic adjustments in campus living, It is reagonable to suppose that
circumstances, in which the conventional hughand-wife roleg are reversed
by the wife being the provider and the husband a student, or one or both

pouses are in school &g the case may be, would provoke interegt and

©

stady as to what effects such "life gtyles" would have on the family mean-
bers involved.

Lo nuaber of investigzators have contributed recearch findings on
acadenic accomalighuents and on various asnects of family living for nar-—
ried students. JSwmons the former was an investigation carried on by Panl

L., Troap st the University of Wisconsin in wihich it was found, that:

Heagured by .rade point averages, marricd veteran student is
academically wore successful then the single veteran studeant, and fuar-
thermnore, that the narsried veteran with children is acadﬁmically mnore
gucceseful than the married veteran without children....

Hot all the values of the married-student situvation for the

true thet the gmall children of students are growing up in closer asso=-
ciation with their fathers then usual.® Landis further states:

The father who bathes and diapers his infant is going to have a
better understanding oi the child than the Tathgr who sees him only for
“a few minutes when he is on display at bedtine,

It has also bsen Further noted by Virginie Van Meter Underwood that

"the fathers abtitudes were closely related to the time[speng) with his

child."5
2.

Paul L. Trusp in Svend Riemer's, "Married Veterzns are Good
Students," Harriace and Family Living, o, (1947), 11.

3Judson T. Lendis, "On the Campus,® Survey Hidmonthly, 84
(Jan. 19443) 17.

“Ibid., p. 18.
Vipginias Van Heter Underwood, "Student ¥athers with Their

hildren," Harriace end Family Liviang, 11 (1949), 101.




What then of the wife~mother? UVhis is & new situation to her also,
Yhen ssked if her husband's education was worth the sacrifices necessary
for completion of a degree, Landis found that "in general, the wives do

=4 .

not feel critical of the husbands.") If they had any complaints they
were due for the most part to the husband's lack of time for the wife
and for apartaeant upkeep, and generally tliase to be of help to the wife,
Many wives felt the husbande'! lack of time for them was no great sacri-
‘ice in view of the long tiame gains.é

The study by Lendis mentioned above 1s perhaps one of the largest

7

studies that has been done in this area, The investigation was made at
Michigan State College where five Lundred end forty-foor wmarried stu—
dents were asked to supply information concerning their ezpneriences.
Bach married gstudent was asgsked the gquestion, "Knowing what you now know,
wonld you marry before finighing colleye if unmarried?™ Three out of
four said tiey would, while one of the four said, "¥o." or expressed
doubt. YA greater percentage of the men than the women would hesitate

«

to marry before finishing school if they hed it to do over.t
¥What do these studenis consider the advantages and disadvantages of
collegse marriages? When asked this question studentg listed more advane
tages than disadvantages as indicated by the following quotation from
the situdy:
They appreciate the gocial and emotionsl security that coumes

with being merried., Otber adventages listed were: I appreciste a
home of my own to relax in. I aa more siable since I lead a wore

A andis, on. ¢it., p. 16,
Ibid., p. 18,
"Toid., p. 17.

8Ibid., De 15,




regulated life., The added responsibility of marriage gives more drive
to do my work. The gense of mutual sacrifice and sharing means a lot,
Vie are shering my education and can build our future together.

The advantsoges of collage narriages seenmed bo far outweigh the dig-
advantages, There are, however, certain disadvantages that were prom-
inent ian all the studies reviewed hy the iavestigstor; they were in rank

order: ‘Ymoney," "housing," and Yingufiicient time for recrestion,®

A11 of the sbove disadventages seem to be centsred around one

phrase, insufficient funds. One college, bfntioch, is atbempti to help

married students with their problems in housing, recreation and short
~ . _ N , : 1L o ae
fuads by meintaining a gtrong coungeling service,” They strecs the ad-

vantages and disadvantaces of marriages subsidized by parents, relatives

and loans of verious typeg, However, the authors recommend extensive

research in this area to varrant extengion of this service %o all mer-
ried students,

Aecordins to Lendis, anong the problems that cavged frietion in
marriase the students rated trouble with in~laws first and division of
wvork in the home second. Other problems ranked in the following order:

es. » problems connected with finance, the training and digelpling of
children, social activities and recreation,.sex relations, religious
differences, and associating with friends.

Yhile none of these problems are peculiar to student merriages there is

(5

reagson to helieve that the unususl conditions way increase the potenti-

ality of such problems,

Lendis also states, "Division of work in the home rates ags a much

sreater problem in the college marrisges because of the specisl

/Ibld., 0, 18,
10 andis, op. cit., p. 18,

"Subsidized Marriage,¥ Ladies' Home Journal, 66 (Dec. 1949) 53,
21via., v. 19.
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circumstances under which these couples ére living.“l As 1s often the
cage in student ﬁarriages, both husbhond snd wife may work, so the hus-
bend can stay in school. Sometimes the wives, too, attend school. It

is in this situation that the division of housework, and care of the
children becowmes an acute problem that reguires a new adjustment that
may or may not be unigue in each individual family. Skidmorelq found in
his gtudy at the Univergity of Utah that eighty-four per cent of the hus-
bands assistAwith.the housework, a practice wiich seeuns to indicate a
chanse in the traditional family roles,

In.view of the limlted amount of research on this topiec, and the
availability of the subjects, it would seem to the author, thai any
information cornecsrning the division—of-labor practices of certain mar~
ried students of Oklahoma Agricultural and Hechanical College would
make a contribution to the study of family relations. For that reasson
such a study was initiated by the invegtigator.

B, Purposes of the Study

Purposes of the gtudy are as follows:

1. To cdhduct a survey of the divigion-of-labor practices in
houwes of married students with children.

2. To find by the use of a guestionnaire what divisiocu~of=labor
opractices existed in the homes studics in the aress of homemsking and

child care and guidance.

leandis, op. ¢it., p. 19.
‘Rex &, Skidmore, Therse L. Swmith, and Delbért L. Nye, "Character-
isticg of Harried Veterans," Marriage and Family Living, 11 (1949) 102.
S¥or an excellent treatment of cultural configurations in the
Averican family see John Sirjemeki's article in the American Journal of

Sociglogzy for Mey, 1948, 4OA-470,




3. To obtain some indication of the most used child guidance
practices in the sgamnple to be invegticated.

4, To obtain certain opinions regarding the influeance of the
status of being a warried student (2) onm changes in fanily living such
as, the reversal of the provider role; (b) on how partners feel their
lives are being influenced by the present status; and (e) on how they
think their cpildren's lives are belny altered by present living arrange=-
ments,

5. To get the spouses'! evaluation of the wigdom of their choice in
choosing the college living situation to the traditional way of life for
their families.

6. To zain some indication of the goals for w:ich these fawnilies
are aiming and their opinions as to whether a college education will fure

ther the attainnent of these gosals.

(@
.
e
a

gic Lssumptionsg

fhils survey wag initiated on the basis of the following asguuptlions:

_|
=
Uz

1. That some information can he gathered sbout the division-of-
labor practices by contacting husbands and wives in such howscs,

2., That relisble and valid information concerning the division~of—
labor can be obtained through the careful ugse of a well-constructed
guestionnaire,

3. ‘Thet such information will represent a picture of practices as
they appear to the partners, a valid account that 1s not too seriously

16

affected by what the participants consider "good" practices,

16Thi5 does not mean necessarily, that husband end wife will inter-—
pret the division-of-labor practices precisely i: the same way; but a
high percentage of sgrecment between responses of husbands and wives will
constitute & degree of validity.



4o That opinions regsrding the advantagzes and disadvantage
collewe living in the warried state can be taken as evidences of satige-
fection or dissatisfaction with the pregsent arranzement,

5. That such opinions may be Jjudged tentatively ag an evaluation
of the effects of such a living situation on fawnily mewbers, especislly
on the busbands and wives who are waking the replies,

6. That the marria.e partners have their Tanily goals sufficiently
well in mind to be able to list them in the order of their ilaportance.

7. That the agreement of husbhands and wives on such goals consti-

tntes some indication of their validity for that particulsr family.

o



CHAPTER II

DATA AND METHODOLOGY

L. Descriction the Sample

£

The thirty-three couples included in this étudy were selected fron

he entire resident population of Veterang Village, Stillwater, Okla~
hoaa, Tie basis for selection for the tentative list was (1) father
nust be enrolled in college, (2) a fawily aust consist of both parents
and two or more preschool children. Only'those fanilies where the
father had attended school the previous sesmester were inc uded, 23 the
neweomers wig t not have cstablished their division-of-labor practices
for their college morried life.

Using tixe above. as basis for sclection the actual names were ob-
teined through the businesg office fileg at Veteraﬂé Village from the
Veterans Village sccretary. There were thirty-eight families which uet
the criteris set up for gelection, of this originel group the investi-
cator was wmable to contéct two families. In the group actually con-
tacted, there were three iacomplete guestionnaires thug disgualifying
the guestionnaires of hoth spouses. This left a sauple of thirty-three

froa vidich date vere collected from both hushends and wives for this

-.

investisation. These thirty-three families represented within five
cases a complete saaple of all such families falling under the criteria

at the time the study was completed.



The average age of the husbands of thils group was thirdy years with
a range from twenty-five to forty-two yesrs. _The wiveg! mean age was
twenty-six with & range of twenty to thirty—-seven years. hese couples
have been warried on the averagze, about seven years with the actual
pumber of years ranging frow three to eighteen., When the husband became
a college student they had been warried an average of four yeers, with
the range anywhere from zero to fourteen years. Thig would seea to in-
dicate that in most cases their division-of-labor practices were fora-
ulated before the study began, since all had been on the campus at least
one semester., The average number of children Tor this sample was two,
There were five families with three children, and cone fanily with four
children. The average aze of the oldest child for this sample was four
years, wnile the average age of the second ciild was three years.

The greatest number of students in this saaple were enrolled in
the School of Agriculture (14). Other schools represented were Veter-
inary Medicine (9), Arts and Science (5), Bangineering (2), lome Hconom-
ics (1), and Bduecation (1). Seventeen hours is the average college
clagss load carried by these married students. It was interestingbto
note that a third of this group Qere in graduate school. 0Of the undepr—
graduate group the greatest nueber of students were in thelr Junlor or
Senior years in colle.e. &bout sixty-four per cent of the wives in
thig sauple have completed nigh schiool, while thirty-threse per cent
have completed some college work. As compored to the husbands one
third of whom were in sraduate gchool, only thrse per cent of the wives
had had :raduate work. One factor waich may explain this lar.e per-—
centase of ;raduate students amon. the men 1s the rather hish incident

= . I3 . N . . - . P 5 . 7
of Veterinsry iHedicine majors in this sauple (28%).
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Over seventy-Tive per cent of the sample gtudied were in the

s s . R . ‘o , . n .
classification: husbhband as a student, wife a housewife;® while about
one=fourth were in the classification: 'husbhband as a student, wife
employed.” There was only oune couple in the group, "husbhbaad as a
student, wife a student." This sample had forty-five per cent of the
men eqployed and tweaty-four per cent of the wives employed. The hus~
bands worked fron nine to twenty-six Lours a week, averagln., aboub

eighteen hwours; bthe wives worked from thirty to forty-el;

t hours per

fTorty-taree hours., Wi ghty-five per cent of

thegse families are on the "G, I." bill for finsnecisl assistance to

veterans.

B. Development of the Cucstionnaire

To ascertain the divigion-of-labor practices of married students
with »reschool children, & guestionnalre was developed as en instru-
ment to use in collecting data from the fawmilieg in the survey.

Idess for pertinent yuestions were obtained from personal contacts
with people in situations like those of the sample group. Ideas for
other questions were taken from the current literatare dealings with
similar topics.

The following criteria were set up for selection of gquestions to
include in the questionnalire:

1. Information asked for in the guestions should be periinent to

he sbudy belng made,

2. Guestions should not be demanding on recipients! time.

= o

lgce Appendix, p.67 for original face sheet.
“hdapted from Carter V. Good, A. S, Barr and Douzlas 4. Scates,
Ihe Methodolosy of Mducational Research, pp. 337-343.
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3. GQuestions should be clear to both the recipient and the inves-—
tizator,

4, Responses should be easily made to each questioﬁ and in such a
form as fc saige sumsarization wossible,

5. Guestions should be stated so there is no "right' or “wrong!
respouse from an ethical or social viewpoint.

6. Guestions should be stated so they arouse as little ewotionsl
biag =28 possible,

7. Provisions should be made Tor additional conments on each

these criteria a tentative questionnaire was set up con-
sigting of (1) a Face sheet for backeround information concerning edu—
caetional, marital ai d employment status of students; (2) a questionnaire
on division~of-labor praﬁtices; (3) an opinionnaire of the parseants! re-
actlons bo thelr merried student situaﬁion.B

To meake the gquestionnaire more easily and guickly answered, it was

arranzed so that it rsquired a ninimum anocunt of writing, in most cases
checking was adequate. | The quegtionnaire had the following categories
for selection in checking the division of regsvonsibilities: Y"wother,®
ather,® "both together," "interchangeable," and "others,"
This questionnaire was submitted to thrse families for criticism

and conments. The guestionnaire wag then revised and additlonal gueg—

tiong added,

A

3gee Appendix, p. 67 for the complete questionnaire. A section on
money manscenent was iacluded but the data derived were not used in
this study hecause of the pressure of time.



The gquestiong in the questionnalre were grouped around these gen-
eral topics in the gquestionnaire:
1. Regpongibilities for care and guidance of children
a. HAessuming responsibllity for children's routines of feed-
ing, dressing, sleep and regt, and clesnliness.
b. Supervision of the children's oubtdoor activities.
¢. The care of the children when they are ill.
d. The recreation of the children.
e, The guidance and discipline of the children.
fo MYEaby «itting! with the children.
2., Respongibilities for homemaking activities,
2. Household tasks.
b, Outdoor tvasks.
c. dntertainment.

Certain sttitudes, feelinsg and opinions that seemed related to

et}
j=X

the married student's home 1life vere formulated into questions and
grouped together as an opinionnaire, 4 ligt of probvenle family goals

were supplied to be ranked by the perents in the order of their lmpor-

(0]

tance, Questlonnaires for the men were #tcen and those for the women

were orangse in order to aveid confusion in tabulation.

C. Treatuent of the Data

The howmes of the thirty-six couples that constituted the represen-
tative sauple la this study were visited by the investigator to ascer-
tain the willingness of each couple to participate in this survey., The
investigator ;ave each participant an opportunity to inspect the gqueg-
tionnaire and to gusstion the writer concerning any detalls as to the

purvoges of the study, and interpretation of guestions on the
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questionnaire. They were agsured that results would be returned to
tlien on completion of the study. At the conclusion of this preliminsry
discugsion, the couple were given the opportuniiy to indicate their
willingnegs to participate in this particular survey. ALL of the
couplesg iadicated in the affirmatbive, with the wives stipulating, "If
ny lwusband has time,”

0f the couples ligted tentatively, thirty~-three completed yuestion-
naires ag indlcated in the description of the samwple., These couples
were glven the opportunity to complete the gquestloannalre during this

t of the investigator. Some of the couples felt taey were

=

pressed Tfor time alt that moment and asked to be peraitied to £ill ocut
the guestionnaire at their leisure, and a date was set for the investi-
zator to return for it.

fach of the couples were asked to seal their questionnaire in an
envelope provided for that purpose. The importance of a complete gques-
tionnaire was stressed. The couples were assured of the asnonymity of
their replies, The only identification on the cuestlionnaire was the

b the couple drew from a group of nuwabers. This

ey

family code number w.ic

o

was done to make palring of the guestionnaires of husband and wife posge
sible when tebulating the data., Wo other idﬂntification was required,
The daba obtained from the guestionnaire were treated by simple
statistical methods throusgh use of percentage tables with the percent-
age of asreement hetween the spouses. Interpretations were written by
the investicabor in order that the reader might get a picture of the

division-of~lahor thsait existed in the thirty-three families of the

study.
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Data on division of resnonsibility with regard to ehild care and
guidance were btreated first, and suwsmeries of findings made. Then a
similer treatuwent of the items pertaining to homemaking tasks resulted

in percentages indicating division~of~labor in that arca of ressonglie-

maries of the findings were mode for the division of re-

bility.
gponsibilities related to child care and gaidence as well es for those
related to homeuakin- basks,.

The opinionnaire regulis were compubted, lnterpreted, snd coaclne
sions drawn. [finelly, the goals in rank order of their iwmportance to
the fawilieg were placed in tables and intervretations made,

The findings of the study were sumsarized with implicationg drawn

for family life edocation and for fature research.

D, Scope and Linltations of the Study

N

The I]ldln,b of this study apsly only to the sauple froa which they
were derived. Belng only thirteen per cent short of a couplete sample
they probably sre representative of allsuch families oy the Oklahouwa Agri-

cultural and Hechanicel College caspu Probebly some of the wmajor

findings relative to divisiop~of~-labor in the howe apply to families

in similicr clrcumsteances on othwer college cawmpuses, Sowe of the find-
_ ) b 5
ings zyoree with these downe by Landis, and by others, for that reason
4 .
Tue =dvanteges ~1d d sa& venteges ag ligted by the campus fanllies
were ) in that the prine-

cinle digadvanisage was ¢1uanhial iasecurity and tie

wag in ewotional gecority and mutuality of puroose. Landis found, also,

i

satest advantase

aa shown 1n tilg study, bhat thesge married studeats would hegitate to
recougend frieads to marry H»Llu sti1l in collere.
JPue Skiduore study (oo. git.) found a high percents

ok e of husbands
siared with the houselwld tasks. The present study shows swore shering
of the care of children by nusbe

-

nds and sone less sasring in Housework.

/
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s

Y-

-

it is possible that the major results of this study way aspply to fais

ilies on other campuses who live under like conditions,

¥, Reliability sad Validity

Some degree of validity is claimed for the study becsuse of the

care excrcised in formulation of the guestionnalre to uake the re-

gponses to it as objective as possible, (See criteris adhered to on

pe 10.) A conscientious, homest job in checking snd answering the

questionnalre was sitresgsed by the inlerviewts as & uscessary means of

setbing velid returns. Only three cages Failed to respond with cow~
The care talken by the investigator to keep the weterlale anonymous,
and to get sepsrate returns from husband and wife probably increacsed the

validity of tixe returng as well,

knen resvonses of hugbands and wives vere compared

~e the regult. This not only iadi-

bia:4

agreement ranzing from 85 to 100 we
cztes relisbility of the returns but gives some indicstion of validity
becsuse it is umnlikely that the spouses would falsify the same re-
Sponses.,

Responses to the opinionnsire are probably based lese on fact thsn
are those to the check list hecsuse opinilons were all that was required,
However, those opinions if given honestly sre valid for tihe persons

sresenting then, dore attention wag paid to the reasous given for the
replies as they represented open—end questions in wihich greater snontas
neity in response could be obtmined. It wag belleved that such sponta~-
neity would supply valid reasons for the opinions stbtated,

A blanket guestion was inserted in the questionnaire concerning

the responsibilitlies for the guidsnce of children. {See Appendix, p. 69

guestion 6.)
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{usbands and wives were in complete agreeuent that they shared the
responsibilities in seventy-three per cent of the cases and that the
siothers were in charge in twenty-seven per cent of the cases. From the
detailed check list that followed, approximately the same returns were
received in that the responsibilities for child guidance were found to
be shared in about six-sevenths (80%) of the sample, and the mother
responsible in about one-eighth (12.5%) of the ceses. In the remainder
of the cases (7.50) responsibility was attributed to the fathers.

There is no exact way of comparing the responses to guestions six
and seven becsuse they are not exactly parallel., However, Table I
gives some indication of sgreement on the single question and the find-
ings on the separate items that constitute guidance of children as

listed in No. 7: &, b, and c.
TABLE I

PERCLNTAGE RESPONSES TO SINGLE QUESTION ON WHO ASSUMES RaOPONSIBILITY
FOR CARs AYYD GUIDANCH OF CEILIREN COMPARED T0 COMPILATION OF

RESPONS:S TO SEPABATE ITEMS 0¥ THE SAME

Percentage Response

Itens to Compare

Shared liife Husband
6. DResponses %o
single question 73% 27% 0
7. Complilation of answers
to three guestions 80% 12.5% 7.5%

“See Appendix, po. 69-71.

4,






CHAPTER IXII

AHALYSIS AND INTURPRETATION OF DA

L. The Division of Responsibilities Centering Around The Care fnd

guidance of Children in the Family

In the first section oi the guestionnalre the varents were asked
to indicate the division of resgponsibilities relative to child guidance
and child care practices in their homes. They were asked to indicate
by checks the items of responsibility they sssumed (1) by themselves

1
elone, (2) by sharing with spouse and (3) by delesating to others.
These results were tabulated, converted into percentages, placed in
tebles from which interpretstions were made.

Table 11 on the next page preseants the ressonses of the young

parents, and thelr corresponding percentage asreement, on itens dealing

with responsibility for childreuns feeding, Table II shows that in over

one-hali of the cases, the regponsibility for feeding the children fell

to the others of the sample. In about one-third of the cases the feed-
ing: was dene Jjointly or interchangeably. The husbond slone was re-

sponsible in only about five ver ceat of the cases. Outside nelp was

ne-1ibible in these families.

lSee Appendiz, p. 68 for sample guestionnaire formg. Hote that the
catesoriecs "both tooether® and Yinterchangseably" were combined in the
final treatment of data zs the subjecls were not able to discriminate
between the two.
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TABLE I1

DIVISION=-0OF-LASOR AND Tith PuRCLWTAGE QF

0D HOTHER ON HeSPONSIBILITY IN Fa«DISG THs CiILDREN

Iteus Percentaze Hesponses Percentage Hesponses
of Mother of Father
2 e | , o -
1. Caildren's fesding | ¥ |M F B OHR| T 4 ¥oB 0 R
breakfast 33173 3 28 0 0|33(73 6 21 0 0

lunch 32139 3 45 9 3335 3 36 3 0

dinner 33 148 6 43 0 033|611 6 33 0 0
rercenta-e Response Average 53 4 38 3 1 &4 5 30 1 0

99 92 98

o
G

Percentage of Asreenient o v o v v e e s e e e e

The divigione~of~labor relative to the dressing of children appears
in Table III on the next vace., It shows percentage regponses and per-
centagse of agreesment of parents on responsibility for dressing and

undresging the children,

“In the above and sll subsequent tables the abbreviations used
will be the Ffollowing: "H," nuwiber; "u,¥ mother; "i," father;

"B," botih to, ether or ianterchangeable; "0," others (friends, relatives,
suployees); and "NWR,¥ no response.
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T&BLE III

DIVISION-O¥F~LABOE AWD Tii PLROBNTAGE 0F ACGRERMEWT OF FATUHSR

LABD MOTH&ER ON RuSPONSIBILITY IN DRESSING OF CHILIREW

Percentayse Responses Percentagse Hesponses

Itens L .
of Mother of Eathcr

1, Children's dressing |8 | M ¥ B O ER|N| B F B 0 KR

worning 33199 6 15 0 0 PB3(76 6 18 0 0
after nap 3318 0 6 6 0 Bziwe 3 12 3 3
bedtine 33145 9 45 o 0 B3]27 12 61 © 0

Percentase Response fverage?l 5 22 2 0 61 7 30 1 1

Percentase of dereement . . . . . . . . . . . . . 90 985 92 99 99

o~ I’ .

The mothers of the families of the smmple were regponsible in most
cages fTor dressing and undregsing of the children. They indicatea that
tiiey alone, supervised the dressing of the children in seventy-one per
cent of the casesg. The husbands felt that the mothers vwere responsible
in only sizty—one ner cent of the casevs but credited themgselves with

£H

gharing with the wothers most of the difference between th responscs.

o

As could be expected the fatiners assumed wore responsivility for dress-
ing and uwndressing the chilldren at bedtime in the evenin: than during

the day, since t.is was when they iad free tiaue.
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In Teble IV as listed below is the compilztion of responsibilities

assumed by parents as related to children's sleep and rest.

TABLL IV

f1l DIVISION=-0¥~LABOR LHD Till PRCLNTAGL AGRUKMENT OF HUSBAND

£5D wIFE ON SUPsRVISION OF CUILDREN'S SLELP 44D RESY

Itens Percentagse Responses Percentage Hesponses
of Mother of ¥ather

1, Children's

sleep Wl M F B 0 WR|{N|HM F B 0 WR
sad rest

Lo
(O]
[5)8
)

morning nap 6118 0 ©0 O 82 |13 133 0

29 |64 3 1

O
O
O
o}
W
et
N

af ternoon nap 30173 0

bedtime at night (32 {36 9 51 0 3 13327 6 67 0 Q

Percentase Response Averaze 42 3 20 3 31 Ly 3 27 2 24

Percentage of Agreement . +« « v « « 4 » .+ o« 4 . . s 99100 93 99 93

L

Table IV indicates that parents agreed that mothers of the fani-
k &

- >

lies, in threse~fourths of the cases were responsible For the children's
nap periods, {Some of the children no lonser took naps.) With regard
bo putting the children to bed at night, however both fathers and mothers

were involved to a higher desgree than was the regponsibility the mother

alone.

Bete

Teble V which follows is & compilation of date pertaining to
responsibilities of parents for the cleanliness routineg of thelr

children.



TABLE V

DIVISION=-OF~LABOR AND THE PERCANTAGE OF AGREEMENT OF HUSBAND AND

WIKFE REGARDING RESPONSIBILITIZS FOR CHILDREN'S CLEANLINESS

Percentage Responses

Percentagze Responses

e of Mother of Father
1. Children's
o ¢ 1T N M ¥ B O NR | N | M BB 0O NR
brughing
toeth iR 0 3. 3 .J132YNH 3 B 33
taking
bath 33120 © W @ ¢ A 3B ¢
washing hands
o4 o P21 0% I 0133 6 79 & O
brushing and
aciither At 33148 0 52 0 033158 0 4 0 0
toileting 33433 © S8 9 Q|33 0 61 3 ©
Percentage Hesponse Average 45 0 51 3 1 L N I (e S

Percentage of Agreement .« « « o s o o o o« o ¢ & o « 94 99

98 98 100

There is a high percentage of agreement on the responsibilities of

mothers and fathers in relation to keeping the children clean.

agreed that the fathers never took the full responsibility in the clean-

They

liness routines, but in about one-half of the cases, they assumed the

Jjob interchangeably or jointly with the mothers.

The rest of the time

(about 50%) the mothers took over these duties themselves.

Supervision of the children's outdoor zctivities is the subject

for Teble VI which follows on the next page,



23

TABLE VI

DIVISION=OF=-LABOR AND PuiChLNTAGE OF AGREEMENT OF FATH&R AND
MOTHER REGARDING RESPONSIBILITIsS FOR SUPRVISION

OF CHILDREN'S OUTDOOR ACTIVITIES

Ttean Percentage Responses Percentaze Responses
of Mother of Father
2. Children's K| M F B O NR|N|M ¥ B 0 NR
outdoor activities
during Rl e Y FEEiR.e:y » 0
the morning
af ter supper 30130 2% 3 0 % |33 (30-21 45 3 @
Sundays and
holidays D3 3538 6 U M i 9 M 3 @
Percentace Response Average 42 14 35 4 4 41 10 4 5 0

Percentagze of Agreement . « + « « « o« o o o o « » « 99 96 91 99 96

Parents agreed that in about forty per cent of the cases that the
supervision of ciildren's outdoor activities was solely the mothers!
responsibility and in like percentage of cases, their responsibility
jointly with the fathers. The fathers' greater participation appears
to be after supper and on Sundays and holidays; and in three-fourths
of the cases, in conjunction with his wife, Kvidently these fathers
are making an effort to share in the recreational lives of their
children as much as the mothers except that they concentrate their

efforts on days when they are more free from the pressures of school.
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The table that follows, Table VII, presents a compilation of data
relative to parents' care of children during an illness. An interpre-

tation of the findings follow the table.

TABLE VII

DIVISION-OF-LABOR. AND PLRCENTAGE OF AGREEMENT OF FATHER AND
HOTHER RLGARDING RESPONSIBILITIES FOR CHILDREN

DURING ILLNESSES

Items Percentace Responses Percentage Responses
of Mother of Father

3« Children's N|M F* B O NR/N|M ¥ B 0 NR
illnesses

week days Vs 0.30- 3 6|31/ 0 36 & B

nights 28142 6 36 0 15133133 3 & '3 R
Sundays and

holidays P12y 0 O 013238 9 6 0 &

Percentase Response Avera;e 43 2 48 1 5 3% 4 5% 2 2

Percentasze of Agreement « . . « ¢ « « ¢ + « = s« « « 92 98 92 99 97

About one-half of the responses indicate that mothers and fathers
shared when the children were ill, with a greater joint participation
on Sundays and holidays. Over one-third indicated that the mothers
assumed full responsibility, (especially on week days). The contri-

bution of fathers alone, and that of others was aluost negligible.3

31t is interesting to note that the fathers give themselves more
credit for assuming full responsibility for sick children on Sundays
and holidays than their wives indicsate,



The table that follows,
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Table VIII, indicates the percentasze of

responses wade by parents to items dealing with supervision of their

children's leisure time activities.

FOR THBIR CHILDREN'S LBEISURE

TABLE VIII

Y

IHDICATIONS OF HOW ThHi PARE

LB

TIidk

ks
g

Tils PRuCLNTAGE OF AGEERSMSIT ON SAME

TS5 DIVIDE RESPONSIBILITILS

CTIVITIES, AHD

Itens Percentage Responses Percentase Resnonges
of Mother of Father
o+ Lelsure tiue M F B O NR|®|M ¥ B O im
activities
reads to 33027 3 70 0 0 [33(27 9 64 0 o0
singzs to 30 (b2 0 48 0 9 (311|5L 0 42 0 6
takes walks 27 136 0 45 0 18 {30124 3 &4 0 9
plays outdoor 231 6 27 36 0 301250 9 18 48 0 24
£ames
plays indoor 28 {21 0 64 0 151(32({27 0 70 O
£ANes
listens to . - —
> Lg ¢ »: Lt
s 23 {18 3 L8 30 |22 |15 3 48 0 33
views
television 7 0 ¢ 16 3 79 5 0 3 12 0 85
plays and ligtens |, : - a - )
to records 2015 3 39 3 39 |154{21 2 21 O G54
shares in 1313 3 30 3 61)1kl12 0 30 0 58
hobbies
Percenta e Response hverase 19 4 44k 1 31 21 5 &4 0 30
Percentage of Agreesent . . . . . 98 99 100 99 99
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Table VIII may be interpreted as showing that fathers and mothers
shared in the leisure time activities of their children in forty-four
per cent of the incidents. Cultural activities such as reading, singing,
radio listening, record playing were shared by mothers and children
alone, Such responsibilities were checked in about one-fifth of the
cases, Mothers also more frequently took theu for walks and directed
their indoor play.

The spouses did not agree on participation in the hobbies of their
children. This may be due to the fact that the hobbies were not
definitely specified.

About one=third of the activities were not checked, indicating
that they were not participated in by either parents or children;
television, for example, was checked by only seven families.

"Working with children" is the subject of Table IX. It shows the
division of responsibility of fathers and wmothers in working with chil-
dren in housework, yardwork, carpentry, painting and in repairing of
toys.

In Table IX, activities listed in the category of "working with
children,” indicste that responsibilities were about equally shared by
husband and wife, However, it appesrs that many of the children did
not engage in these "work"™ activities as about half of the cases gave
no response., As to be expected, fathers worked more with the children
in work that is considered "man's work" such as carpentry, ysrdwork,
and mending toys while mothers assumed greater responsibility for house-

work, and surprisingly enough, painting.b

QHarold T. Christensen in Marriage Analysis (pp. 94-130) gives the
division-of=-labor commonly found in the American middle-claess family

which is based on sex differences and cultural determinetions.
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DIVISION-O¥~LABOR AND PLuRC.NTAGE OF AGReHMLNT OF

RESPOWSIBILITILS IHNVOLVED I4 ITEMS "YORKING WITH CHILDRER®

Ttems ‘ Percentage Regsponses Percentage Responges
of kHother of Father
5. Vorking with ¥iM ¥ B O WRIN M ¥ B 0 R
children

housework 24 158 0 15 0 27 |2k pB7 O 6 O 27
vardwork 17 16 24 21 0 48 {17 (& 27 18 0 A48
carpentry 12 {3 27 6 0 64 |11 {3 26 6 0 67
painting 15 |24 15 6 0 54 |16 b1 12 15 0 s1
mending toys 20 {3 36 18 3 39 {21 6 45 12 0 36
Percentage Response Average 19 20 13 1 46 21 22 11 0 46

O
o
O
NG
]
)
o

Percentage of Agreement . . . . . + ¢« « +« + . .« o« . 98 98

-

Tableg X, XI and XII pertaln to child-rearing respongibilities
agssumed by wothers and fathers Jjointly and separately as well as to
tyoes of guldance and discipline excrcised by each. Guidance and
disciplinery practices were divided into three classes, --constructive,
restrictive, and neutral,--with a table for each type. Results are
indicated in the interpretations which follow each table,

If there is 2 marked division-of-lazbor in the guldance of the

children these data do not shiow it. (See Table X.) Both fathers and
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mothers indicated for the most part that they used these guidance tech—

niques, when they were used at all,
TABLE X

INDICATIONS OF THE US& OF CONSTRUCTIVE GUIDANCE BY PATHLRS AND
MOTHERS SEPARATELY AND JOINTLY .« THE REARING OF THEIR

CHILDREN, WIT: THE PARCENTAGE OF AGREUMENT ON SAME

Items Percentage Regponses Percentage Responses
of Hother of Father
7. Constructive ¥ |M P B O WR|N M F B O NR
guldance
gusgesting 27 112 3 6 0 138 |31 21 0 73 0 6
substituting 22 19 0 53 © 33 |20 R4 0O 36 0 39
setting a 19 |0 b0 42 {21 |9 0 54 0 36
good example 7 35 ? 5 3
helping as 26 }6 0 73 0 21|28 |9 0 76 0 15
needed v
praising 30l9 3 79 0 9129 16 3 79 0 1z
allowing 18 |6 6 42 0 451019 |6 9 42 o L2
to choose
reassuring 23 19 3 73 0 15 {24 16 0 67 0 27
rewarding 19 {6 0 5. 0 42 {21 |6 0 538 0 36
reasoning 28019 3 73 0 15430 {3 9 %9 0 9
Percentage Response Average 7 2 63 0 27 10 2 63 0 25

Percentase of Agreement . + .+« . 4 . v« . o+ . o . 97 100 100 100 98

The fact that an average of sixzty-three per cent of the checks

sre in the column headed "both together," or Yinterchangeably," indicates
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that there was considerable cooperation and consistency in the guidance
of echildren where the use of these techniques was concerned.

Note the rather marked incidence of the use of positive guidance
such as "praising," "reassuring," "giving help as needed," and "sug-
gesting" (range of 79 to 91 per cent). "Allowing to choose" and "re-
warding" appear to have been used by fewer parents than were other
practices except for those not used at all indicated in the "no re-
sponse" column,

The incidence of the use of neutral or questionable guidance
appears in Table XI together with the percentage responses for parental
exercise of such corrective measures,

For lack of a better connotation, the investigator has grouped
some of the disciplinary measures that are neither restrictive nor
strictly guidance in nature under the heading "neutral or questionable."
About one-fourth of the parents indicated that they shared equally the
use of practices neither restrictive nor in the nature of guidance, as
shown in Table XI, Neither the mothers alone, nor the fathers used
these practices to any marked degree. In fact, over fifty per cent of
the families did not use them =t all.

The practice used uost commonly by the parents was that of "cor-
recting by telling children how they should have done," The practices
least used by the parents, by their own admissions, were the question-
eble practices of "cowparing one child unfavorasbly with another,"

"bribing," "letting have own way."



TABLE XI

INDICATIONS OF Tiw USe OF QUESTIONABLE OR NBUTRAL GUIDANCH

AS EXwRCISWD IW THi RUARING OF CUILDREN

BY PATHERS AND MOTHLRS SEPARATHLY AND JOINTLY

Itens :
e of Mother

of Father

Percentage Responses Percentage Hesponses

7. Weutral end question

+

Ty . g - ) . A
able guidance il M F 0 iR Wiy F B 0 R
letting have 7l 3 0 18 0 79 9115 6 6 0 73
own way
correcting 241 9 6 88 0 27131t 6 6 82 0 6
promising 11 6 0 30 o0 6712212 6 48 0 33
revard
overlooking or 120 6 0 30 "0 64 12| G 6 30 O 64
ignoring
letting suffer
CONSequences 8, 6 3 15 0 76/ 107 0 9 21 0O 70
bribing 7 3 0 18 0 79 7 6 6 9 c 79
comparing 51 6 0 9 o0 8| 6{6 6 6 0 82
mafavorably
Percentagze Response Aversgse 6 1 25 0 68 6& 6 29 0 58
Percentage of Agreement . . . « 4 + « « - . . . . 2100 95 96 100 90

There were sowe minor differences in the responses of the psarents

on certaln iteams, Host prominent among these differences was in

responses to the item "letting children have own way.!

In three perf

cent of the cases the mothers felt that they alone used tihls practice,

vhile the fathers indicated tihe wmotherg used it in about fifteen per

30
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cent of the cages, The wothers inecorporated this difference in the
"together" coluun indicating that they thought both pasrents let the
children have their own way.

Table XII lists the possible restrictive digciplinary measures
used by parents with the percentége eack is used by fathers aﬁd mothers
regpectively,

In about one-third of the cases the digciplinary measures were
exercised by botlh mother and father. These included "depriving of a
plesgure,” "threatening,” "spanking,” "séhding to bed,"™ ¥sitting on a
chair," and Yscolding." The mothers aloge felt that they inflicted
more "discipline® than the fathers did by themselves, The mothers
indicated they used more restrictive practices, including spanking,
than did the fathers., In addition they checked "threatening," ”Séolds
ing," and "isclation® more frequentl& than the fathers indicated for
thew, In faet, hushands snd wives disagreedron thege items more than
on any other items to this point. Could the reason for this discrep-
ancy.be that the fathers were not always there. to observe the disci-
vlinery measures used by the mothers? Or could it bhe that the fathers
liked to credit tnemselves with bheing the wore strict of the two
parents?

It is interesting to note that only two of the thirty-threc fainl=
lies did not use spanking at soume tlie or other. Secolding ranked next
highest in incidence of use(85%).

Fote the rather high incidence of the use of other restrictive
practices such as "depriving of a pleasure,” "threatening,” "forecing,"

Ymaking sit on a chair," and Ysending to bed® (range froa 36 to 57%).



TABLE XII

INDIGATIONS OF THE UsSk OF RaSTRICTIVE DISCIPLINs PRACTICES BY
FATHERS AND MOTHw&RS SEPARATRLY AND JOINTLY,

BWITH PaRCLHTAGE OF AGRERMENT ON SAsE

I tems Percentage Hesponses Percentage Besponses
of Mother of Father
7. Restrictive W M ¥ B 0o WRl m y ¥z o iR

digeipline

closei
depriving of a C
noal 1 0 0 3 0 97 1 3 0 o ¢ 97
depriving of & | 4 f ¢ g 36 0 5817 |3 0 48 0 48
pleasure
threatening 19 (21 0 36 0 42i{2219 6 51 0 33
spankins 31§12 12 64 0 64316 15 73 0 6
slapping 619 ¢ 9 0 81106 9 15 0 70
gending to bed 12 {12 3 21 0 64117 |12 9 30 0 4B
shutting in 6 |15 0 3 0 82 3 3 6 0 o o1
oWn roon
sitting on & 19 118 12 27 0 b2 (17 115 9 27 0 48
chair
forcing 1513 3 39 0 541231 ¢ 21 48 0 30
scolding 28 {15 Q 70 0 15126 0 g 70 0 21
Percentase Response Averaze 10 3 28 0 58 5 8 33 ¢ 54

Porcentage of ASTEEMBAL o v v 4 « 4 o e . . « « » » 95 95 95 100 96
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buch items as Yshutting in a closet," Pdepriving of =z weal," and
"shatting in own room,”" were the leasﬁ checked, With the exception of
spanking and scolding there were,however, fortytwo to ninety per cent
of the parents who did not eumploy some of the various disciplinary
neasures., {See Pable YII1.)

There is no ueagure of the frequency, nor of the inteunsity of the
ase of any guldance or disciplinsry measures. For these reasons sweep-
ing generalizations cannot be drawn fros the regsults of thege findings.
The data give evidence to support the belief that wore families use
positive guldance methods than use the guestionable or neutral precti=-
ces; however, with the exception of spanking and scolding, more cases
checked positive thaun restrictive discipline,

In any évent, it would appear that for the wost paft parents were
not willing to say that they disciplined and guided their children any
way but Jointly or interchengeably. They evidently looked upon»such ag
a cooperative Job, There ls gome indication, however, that mothers in
siz to ten percent of the caseg were smore responsible than were fathers
for such correction and guidance.

Having someone to stay with children, especially when they are
small ig a recognized necessity in the middle class family. TFor that
reason items on responsibility for "eitting with the children® were
included in this study. Results of this lnquiry are presented in
Table XII1I,

The responses in Table XIII indicate that in one~fourth to one-
third of the cases the task of "sitting" with the children was left to
persons other than the parents. However the mothers alone were re-

sponsible in about one-fourth of the cases, since they cared for the



children during the fathers'! class time, The fathers alone were re—-

sponsible chief;y when spouse went marketing. There were times when

this task was shared and those were the tiwmes that the cixiildren were

taken along, for exemple "during church.,® For the most part, however,
oy

tois duty of sitting with children was largely shared (33%) or dele~

gated to others (39%).
THBLE XIII

DIVISION=OF~LABOR AND PuRCEWTAGE OF ACRELILAUT OF FPATH=R AND

MOTHER OF RESPONSIBILITY OF YSITTING" WITH THE CHILDRLEW

Percentage Responses Percenﬁage Responses
Items of Mother of Father
8. "Sitting® with miM F B O WR|N|M F B O &R
children )
during class 28167 0 6 12 151431{82 0 0 12 6
when spouse o | 6 L8 12 627 (28|12 45 21 6 15
is marketing
while parents 20/ 0 0 6 38 36 {24 0 0 9 6bo27
do something
during church 2019 3 15 33 39 [251 6 3 30 36 24
Percentage Bespohse Average 21 13 10 27 29 25 12 15 30 18

O
(o

99 95 97 89

Percentage of Agreement . . . . . . . . . 0 . . .

34
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Suumary of findings on child care and guidance practices

These parents in general shared their responsibilities for child
guidance and child care, but with certain exceptions. The fathers!
activities concerning the children were largely that of sharing re-
sponsibility with the mothers rather than their assuming full respon-
sibility, The only activity that the fathers alone, did as often as
the mothers alone, was "work with the children;" and there was evidence
thet these activities were not participated in by wany femilies. The
recreational activities were in most of these families a shared respon-
sibility.

More of these families used conatfuctive guidance than other forms
of guidance or discipline. Over one-half of the cases indicated that
they did not use restrictive discipline practices, It was interesting
to note, that the mbst used restrictive guidance was spanking and all
but two families noted use of it at one time or another.

The constructive guidance practices most frequently checked were
"praising children" and "reasoning with children." The most used
questionable or neutral guidance practice was "correcting children by
telling children how they should have done." These families indicated
almost no use of physical restrictions or depriving children of umeals,
Their discipline with the exception of spanking wes mostly verbal and
largely constructive in nature,

Certain routines, namely, feeding, dressing, sleeping and resting,
are the responsibility of the mother alone, in more cases than are
shared responsibilities, Duties centering around children's cleanli-
ness, care of children during illness, and children's outdoor play,

were the responsibility of either the mother alone, or were shared with
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the father. He took more part in thege activities than he did in the
children's feeding, dressing and sleeping routines,

The outside help in these families was aluost non-existent., Only
when the parents did something together did they have others care for

their children, and in most cases this was a relative or friend,

B, The Division of Responsibilities Centered Around the Homemsking Tasks

The second section of the questionnaire asked the spouses to in=-
dicate their division-of-labor in the homemaking tasks, They were asked
to designate by a check who assumed the major responsibility for prepara-
tion of the meals, care of the house, cere of the family clothing, re-
pair Jjobs and outdoor tasks. The counts were converted into percentages
and placed in tables from which interpretations were made.

The first area of investigation in this section deals with meal
planning and preparation, preparing children's meals, baking and canning,.
The finding are compiled in Table XIV,

Meal plannings end preparation seewms to have been predominately the
responsibility of the wives, Over three-fourths of the women indicated
that meal planning and preparation were done solely by themselves, In-
cidence of the husbands! sharing in these responsibilities ranged froa
ten to about twenty per cent of the cases, They carried the sole respon-
sibility in only about three per cent of the cases on the average,
However, it must be noted that in sowe activitieg the frequency was some-
what greater, For example the fathers slone or jointly prepared break-
fast in about twenty per cent of the cases (wives say 24%, husbands, 18%),
Generally speaking, however, this area of weal planning was conceded to

be the wives' responsibility.
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TABLE XIV

DIVISION~OF~LABOR BATHEEH MHISBANDS AND VIVES CENTERING
ARQUND MEAL PLANHING AND PRuPARATION AS INDICATLD BY THEIR

RESPONSLS TO SUCH ITEMS, AND THE PHRCENTAGE OF AGREEMENT ON SAMH

Ttems Percentage Regponses Percenta e Responsesg
of Wife of Husband
1. ileal planning and ¥ M F B 0 MR |W | M F B 0 IR
preparation
planning meals 33 B2 0 18 0 033185 3 12 0 0
preparing 33 P66 9 15 0 03382 12 6 0 0
breakfast
prepering 53 Bs 3 12 0 0132185 3 12 0 3
Tunch
preparing 353 B2 6 12 0 01338 6 12 0 0
dianer
preparing chil- 30 P6 0 15 © 9130!8 0 9 O 9
drenl's meals
baking 31 1 0 3 0 6{33/9%% 0©0 6 0 0
canning 21 B4 3 6 0 36 {220k 0 12 0 33
Percentagse Response Averace 78 3 12 0 7 8l 3 10 0 b6

Percentage of Apreement . .« . . « . . .+« « v s « . 97 100 98 100 99
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The next area of investigation pertained to divigsion-of=lsbor in
care of family clothing. This included responsibility for washing,
ironing, mending and picking up children's clothing. Data are compiled

in Table ZV wi.ich follows,

TABLW X

DIVISIOW=-OF~LABOR BETWEEN LUSSANDS AND WIVuS AS DuiOTED
BY TUuIR RaSPOHSES TO ITOME ON CaRE OF FAMILY CLOTHING

ARD PyRCRWTAGE OF AGRE&MuNT O SAME

Percentage Responses Percentage Hesponses
of Wife of Husband

Items

l. OCare of clothing il M F B O NRIN M F B 0 NR

washing 33193 3 24 0 0133170 3 27 0 0
ironing 331 91 0o 6 3 0133185 ¢ 12 3 0
mending 33 1100 0 0 0 032 |94 0 3 o 3
pilcking up
children's 331 64 0 33 3 0|33 142 o 51 6 0
clothes
Percentage Response hverage 82 1 16 2 QO 731 23 2 1

Percentase of Agreewent + + ¢ « v + + + + & o » « « 91 100 93 100 99

Table %V indicates a division-oi-labor pertaining to care of
foawily clothing which awerded the mezjor responsibilities in over fthree~
fourths of the cases, to the wives of the ssuple. But in about one-
fourth of the casges resyponsibilities were shared by husbands and wives,

There were wide differences relative to the type of Jjob, however. Tor
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example more husbends helped keep children's clothing picked up, and
helped with the washing and ironing than did any mending. |

Again it was evident that more husbands gave themselves credit for
helpiné with the tasks wentioned sbove (51, 27 and 12% respectively)
than their wives indicated for them, There appears in their wminds to
have been no stizma attached to admitting that they sometimes did
Yuoment s work."5

fnother grous of homemaking tasks ceunter around repair end upkeep
of the home end its eguipuwent. The following table (XVI) presents the
percentage of responses accredited to husbands znd wives for such
activities and the degree to which spouses agreé on bhis division bf
regponsibilities.

In wmost cases the husbands assumed the greater regponsibility for

credit themselves with
wore responsibility than the wives checked for them. & greater number
of wives (16%) then husbonds did not respond to these items thus in-
dicating thsat perhaps they thought these were not tasks done in their
homes, Painting for example, was left unchecked by thirty-three per
cent oi the wives, Husbands checked this item, however, and jgave
themselves the major responsibility for it. The discrepancy in re-
sponges on this subject is not clearly shown in these data. Perhaps

husbands thought they would do it if it were to be done.

5Earold.T. Christensen says in farria.e Analysis (p. 126) that
men need to teke a larcer interest 1in howensking. Retaining the
traditional smasculine roles in a modern soclety uakes adjustuent
to the changing requirements of the Ffamily more difiicult.
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TLBLE XVI

DIVISION OF ReSPONSIBILITIAS RELATIVE TQO REPAIR AND UPKLEP
AR TNDICATED BY RuSPONS.S OF LUSBANDS AND RIVES

AND Tik PLRCENTAGE OF AGREEMENT ON SAME

Ttems Percentase Regponses Percentzyze Responses
of Wife of Husband
1. Repair jobs JUI F B O NR | N |H F B 0 WNR
painting 25 (15 36 24 0 241321 9 58 30 O
fizxing broken 30 | 3 82 6 0 9 |32 0 9 3 Is!
gqguipment
Percentage Response Average 9 59 15 0 16 5 76 16 0 3

2
~J

w2

99 100

Percentase of AgTeement v v v 4+ v v 4 . e . . . . . 96 9

Iuvestigators have had reason to believe that household tasks such

as thoge listed in Table XVII on the next page are often shared in the
N o 6 . . et e

egualitarian families of the present. mgpecially is this believed to

be true shouald the wife work, This investigation attempted to learn

in what percentage of the homes were the specified household tasks per~

formed by wives alone, by husbends alone, by shared activity, or by

others. The findings are presented in the followiug table.

Gladys Hoagland uroves in Herriace and Family Life, Ch, X,
gives a complete discussion of sharing in the democratic fawily
of today,
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DIVISION-OF-LABOR BETWLEN HUSBANDS AND WIVES AS ILENOTED BY

THEIR RESPONSES TO ITiMS CONCERNING | QUSBHOLD TASKS

AND THE PERCENTAGE OF AGREEMENT ON SAME

Itens Percentaze Responses Percentase Responses
of Wife of Husband
1. Housekeeping ¥N|M F B ONR|N |M P B 0N
duties
vashing 33185 ¢ 15 o o|l33i® e 21 ® o
dishes
sweeping |88 0 12 © 9|BIB 0 22 0 0
floor
moping 3379 % 9 3 0|33|76 6 18 & ©
floor
dusting 33188 3 0 013% |82 315 'V
making
Yoo S 49k 3 0 0133 |82 0 18 0 0
straishtening Vi o2 o B/ O 30 0 @0
rooms
cleaning
Sathv o 33 |70 0 30 0 0133 |61 0 39 4] 4]
washing
= . 24 |4 12 12 3 27|27 |33 21 27 o0 18
Percentase Response Averaze 77 3 15 1 3 20 A2 g2
Percentage of Agreement « . » - . . . « . s e w v s 995 99 91 99 99

The division-of labor in the household tasks listed in Table XVII

is well dafined.-in that about seventy per cent of the couples indi-

cated that the wives alone took the responsibility for their perform-—

ance, the husbands by themselves having been responsible in only three

per cent of the cases,

The husbands felt, however that in about



one-fourth of the cases they shared in these houseckeeping tasks, walle
only fifteen per cent of the wives indicated that their husbands took
part in such duties,

The area of greatest discrepancy had to do with the husbands' and
wives! resvonsibility for washing windows, the husbands rating them=—
sélves nine per cent higher in assisting their wives. Twelve per cent
more husbands checked that they helped make beds_ did the sweeping inter-
changeably with thelr wives and helped with moping the floor than their
wives gave them credit for. This difference of opinion is an interest-—
ing observation in that in the traditional femily one might expect the
hushands to be a little self-conscious about admitting they did some of
these household tasks. In these czses, however, one would rather think
that the men were frankly accepting these homenaking duties and 1t was
thelr wives who were reluctant to acknowledge assistance 1n these ten
to fifteen per cent of the cases, Does this attitude revresent 2
culbural lag on the psrt of sowe of the wives in thelr reluctance to
relinguish these functions of their prescribed role as homemakers?7

Cutdoor work has traditionally been ascribed to the husband-
father role.g3 The iavestigsetor determined to find out if being in
colleze affected these prescribed duties to any warked degree. Items
listed in Table XVIII on the following page were those included in the

guestionnaire for consideration in this study.

7Car1 Henninger in Love Againgt Hate sives a discussion of the
frustrations of women 1ln accepting change in their prescribed roles,
Pp. B80-134,

Leonard 8. Cottrell, Jr., "The Adjustuent of the Individual to

Hig Age and Sex Roles," American Sociologzicsl Review, 1942, 7, 617-620.
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TABLE XVIII

DIVISION~OF~LABOR BETVEEN HUSBANLS AND WIVES AS INDICATLD BY
THEIR RESPONSES TO ITEMS GROUPED TOUSTHER AS

OUTLOOR TAGBKS AND PERCHNTACGE OF AGRuBMENT ON SAME

Itcng Percentagg Regponses Percentage Regsvonses
of Wife of Husbhand
2. Outdoor tasks 4 F B O ¥R | W H F B O MR
washing car 29 0 73 15 0 12 31 0 82 12 0o 3
caring for b
= 20 112 0 24 42 21 0 27
sarden 39 9 39 9 _/
caring for 25 1 6 45 24 0 24 {31 |3 67 28 0 3
yard
caring for 17 |27 12 12 0 48 |22 30 21 15 O 33
flowers ,
euptying the 32 [30 36 24 6 3 |31 424 36 33 0 6
garbage
caringtfof 6|9 12 27 0 51 {17 {12 18 21 © 18
pets

Percentaze of Asreenent . « & v v & ¢« 4 ¢ e 4 - . .99 92 9 99 85

& glance at Table ZVIII attests to the fact that these outdoor
activities can scarcely be grouped bogether because of the varistion in
division of responsibility as shown by the percentages under "i," P"F,Y
and "B." For that reason only a few generalizations can be dravn froam
this table, ¥First, the outdoor activities were not the responsibility
of one spouse or tae other in the aversg.e fawily picture. Many such
dutieg fell to both spouses, for exemple observe: Teuptying the
garbage," and "caring for the flowers.,” A few were assigned to one

gspouse or the other, however. Note that about three-fourths of the



husbands washed the car, The wives caered for the yard or shered this
task with their husbands in about three-fourths of the cases, Like-
wise, the high percentage of "no responses" indicated thet many families
did not carry on these particular activities,

The belief that outdoor work is "man's" work is not supported by
the findings in this table, except for the item on washing the faumily
car, The other results probably indicate that each family has an indi-
vidual pattern, or at least, that the idea of outdoor work as a task
essigned to the husband-father is breaking down where this somple is
concerned, It may well be that the man's preoccupation with school
work in the evenings and on holidays prevents him from doingz the above-
mentioned tasks even if they are prescribed by the cultura.9

Interest and ability in entertaining is thought to be a feminine
attribute., In view of the possible growth of equalitarianism™® in
family living wore such responsibilities are thought to be becoming
Joint or shared. The present study attempted to learn the incidence of
such division-of-labor by responses to question three in Table XIX on
the following page.

As Table XIX indicates the wife alone was responsible for these

entertainment items in well over fifty per cent of the families, The

spouses are in perfect agreement, as to the fact that husbands alone

QAmram Scheinfeld in his book on Mem and Women (op. cit.) gives
some common sex differences around wiich cultural conceptions of pre-
scribed roles are built. HMargeret Mead in Males and Females gives the
pointlgf view of the anthropologists.

Ingersoll in & study on transmission of authority in the family
predicts that more merrisges of the next generation will becoume equal-
itarian, if the trend of the present continues. See Hazel L. Ingersoll,
"A Study of Transmission of Authority Patterns in the Fawmily,"™ Genetic

Psychology Monographs, 1948, 38, 225-302.
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did none of the "planning, preparation or cleaning up afterward" for the
family's entertainment, They did however, assist the wives in about
twenty-five per cent of the cases, their greatest contribution to the
joint effort having to help clean up after the entertainment., Thus we
have in this item a clesr-cut example of a function that is delegated to

the wife as a part of her prescribed role,

TABLE XIX

DIVISION-O¥-LABOR AND P RCLNTAGE O¥ AGREEMuNT BETWEEN

HUSBAND AND WIFE ON RESPONSIBILITY FOR ENTULRTAINMENT

Itens Percentage Responses Percentage Responses
of Wife of Husband
3, Entertainment ¥ |M ¥ 3 o MIFIE 3 -0 %
refreshments e B g R L T A .8
fixing 22182 B9 1% & 3I|Ni7 o 2 0 -6
refreshments
cleaning up 33145 o0 48 0 IIt48 0 45 @ 6
afterwards
Percentage Response Averace 71 0 25 0 3 66 0 28 0 6

Féercentage of Agreement .« « « 5 & & wla-wiw o & o %95 100 OF 100 97

Sumnary of findings on division-of=-labor in homemaking tasks
The home management activities were found to be largely the respon-
sibility of the wives with the exception of certain repair jobs and soume

outdoor tasks, However, there were certain tasks that the husbands,
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while not assuming sole responsibility for, did help their wives in
doing., They were picking up and straightening'the rooms, helping with
entertainment and the more strenuous housekeeping duties such as wash=—
ing clothes, moping and washing windows. In the case of meal planning
and preparation the husbands were only assigstants except in a very few
cages in which the husbands got the breakfast,

Qutside help lfor household tasks was almost non-existent, In rare
cases the ironin. was done by others.

The hugbands felt they did more sharing of responsibilities in

homemaking activities than the wives gave them credit for doing.

C. Evaluation of Family Life While One or Both Parents Attended Collegze

as Indicated in Replies to the Opinionnaire.

No cleims are made for the validity of this section since it is
recognizably based on opinions not facts. It was hoped, however to
get some evaluation, in the way of reasons given for the stated opinions,
that would serve as some measure of satisfaction or dissatisfaction with
the present way of life. For that reason subjects were asked to give
their opinions concerning the worth of a college education in relation
to its cost in inconveniences and adjustments required., They were asked
to give reasons for their replies in order that the investigator might
get further insight into why they had snswered as they did. These un-
prompted replies, somewhat like responses to open-end questions were
essuned to have greater validity than if they had been suggested in a

direct question.ll The reasons that showed relationship were collected

11 ibert A. Campbell, "Pwo Problems in the Use of the Open Question,®

Journal of Abnormel and Social Psychology, 40 (1945), 340-343.
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by inductive method,l2 placed in tables and interpretations were made,
Results of the answers to the stated opinions are compiled in charts
in the Appendix, p.77. Compilation of the charts are shown in the
tables that follow,

As seen in Table XX, most husbands and wives believe college train-
ing was worth the effort expended, and they would make the same decision
again, even to the having of children. They would hesitate to advise
friends to do likewise, however, perhaps because there are so many vari-
ations in situations and in persons as indicated in their qualifying
statements, They are saying in effect, "It was a good move for us, but
many things determine whether it would be a good move for others.,"

Seventy per cent believe they have sufficient time for study. The
cagses are about evenly divided in their opinions on distractions being
more than if they were unmarried. Only one-third believed it advisable
for the wife to work (24 per cent are working). More husbands were
definitely agsainst their wives working than were wives, Many wives
qualified the conditions under which they thousht they should work,

This attitude on the part of husbands end wives shows a reluctance to
abandon the traditional roles of husband-provider, and wifa-homamaker.l3
Will these families in which the wife works adopt the conveanvional
pattern as soon a2s college attendance is coumpleted? This would be an

interesting lead to follow in future research.

1210ductive method consists of reading all the replies and group-
ing them according to thought content; the heading of each group being
arrived at by inductive thinking such as "This is what these statements
all aie saying," --a process of generalization.

JHarold T. Christensen, op. cit., p. 126.
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TABLE XX

EVALUATION OF THE IECISION TO AVTEND COLLEGE 1N THRHS OF ZFFORT,
WORTH, TIM& FOR STUDY, CONFLICT AWD COOPERAPION IN RELATIONSHIPS,

AND THE HAVING OF CHILDREN

Average Percentage Response

Item Questions ) o
of Husbands and Wives
14 N
Tes Mo wl
16, Spouse's cducation worth
the effort expended by both. 81 0 12 8
18. Vould make the same decision
azain to attend scehool. 82 9 6 3
5. YWould advise a friend to marry
while in collese, 29 33 38 0
10.- Have more distractions from
11. studies than if unmarried. b2 48 8 2
2.~ Have sufficient time for study. 70 20 g 2
3.
13. Having children too great a burden
while parentg finish education. 15 73 11 2
6. Believe it advisable for wife to 15
work while husband attends college. 30 36 29 5
17. Have made more allowances for
personal conflicts with spouse, 34 51 Y4 6

L, s , s o - i
The uncertainties represent guslifications such as "It depends

&
cn the situation,® as for exemple, whether they wanted a college edu-
cation badly enough to make the adjustment.

15mhere was marked disagreement between gowe husbands and wives
on this itew, 51 per cent of the husbands snswerlng "no" to 21 per cent
of the vives giving a negative renly. More wives (39%) than husbands

checked the "uncertain' columnm with a qualifying statement.
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XL combines the replies to guestions 1, 4 and 12 under the

heading of "Altered Situations" and preseunfs a composite picture of

8 bthey appear to the subjects,
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since there is no reason to Dbelieve the sample is not fairly homogeneous
in authority patterns. A previoug finding on the husband's.hélping with
the housework served to substantiate this view further,

Table XXII coumbines repliesg to guestions 7, 8, and 9 under the
heading "Children'ts Altered Situations® and presents an indication of

the alterations in the lives of the children in these Ffamilies.
TABLE ¥XII

ALTERATION IN TEE LIVES OF Thk CHILDREN THAT HAS

ACCOMPANIWD oAVING ONE OR BOTH PARBNTS IW COLLEGE

Average Percentagze Response

Iten Altered Situations of Husbsnds and ¥Wives
of Children Yes o fi[e NR

7 Lives of children altered by one
or both parents being in college, 58 39 3 0

8. Time spewt by husband with children
rogarded ag gufficlent.
&. by husband 33 53 9 0
b. by wife 24 61 12 0

a. Time gpent by wife with children
rezarded as sufficient.

2, by husband 73 21 6 0
b, by wife 54 b2 3 0

An average of fifty-eight per cent of the hugsbands and wives of
the sawple belisved their childrens' lives had been altered, with
thirty-nine per cent indicating in their opinion théir childrens' lives
had not. Fifty-elght per cent of the husbands believed they spend too
i1ittle time with thelr children, their wives agreeing. On the other
hand geventy-three per cent of the hushands believed thelir wives spent

gsufficient time with the children but forty-two per cent of the mothers



indicated they felt they spent too little time with their children. Is
there some degree of guiltl6 on the part of these mothers because they
did not spend all their time as homemakers snd mothers or is this jJust
an honest difference of opinlon based on a different concept of how much
igs Yenoughi®

In order to gain some ingight into the feelings and attitudes of
these couples; the investigator asked them to list what they felt to
be the advantages of being a married student, and what they felt were
the discouraging aspects of being a married student., These answers wers

grouped according to content and the results recorded in the follewing

tables.
TABLE XXIII
ADVANTAGLS OF BEING MARRIED WHILK GOING TO SCHOOL
AS INDICATED BY HUSBAENDS AND WIVES
Humber of times mentioned:
Groups Hugbands Wives Tok%.
) I i
Mutuality of:
shared interests i 1 2 3
emotional support 10 8 18
fanily goals i 2 6
Incentive to succeed:
in school achieveuent 10 4 i4
in future occupation 2 e 2
Security values of:
a settled home life 6 6 12
Tinancial support of wife 3 0 3
Maturity-inducing values 5. 3 8
stablished routines of living 5 72 7
Total 46 27 73

16Carl Menninger, 6p. ¢it., pp. B80-134.
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The most important advantaszes to these couples were those grouped
under a feeling of mutuality. These coupies had shered interests,
ghared family goals, and a feeling of emotional support. The husbands
of ten mentioned the value of "companionship and understanding,“>and
Ymoral support.” The wives, too, felt thig mutality. They listed
"sharing experiences, gzood and bad," and "face probleus together" as
strenzths in the situation.

The second most important advantage was the incentive to succeed,
As one husband said, "Harried students have incentive to succeed, and
legss desire to neglect studies and go home,® Bﬁth hushands and wives
believed having a family gave them the desire to succeed both in school
and in the future,

The third advantase was the security values of & setﬁled home life
éﬁd the financial supvort of the wife, Thesge couples felt they could
do better sehool work when they were liviag in a home environment.

The last two advantages were: maturity-inducing values and estab-
lished routines of living. ©Some of the couples felt that being forced
to mnature made them much more serious sboubt thelr school work. They
also felt that they had better planned and prepared meals and routines
of living than they would have had 1f single,

¥hile there were fewer digcouraging aspects of being a married
student mentioned the ones listed by the students and wives seemed
clearly defined in their thinking., Table XXIV indicates vhat these
couples felt were the wmost discouraging aspects of being a married

student,
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THE DISCOURAGING ASFECTS OF BRING A MARRIED STUDENT AS

INDICATED BY HUSBAWDS AND WIVES

Buwber of btimes unentioned:

Groups Husbands Wives  Tot.
H i v
Limited financial security 15 9 24
Insufficient time for family 2 7 9
Fanily liviag a distraction to school work 5 2 7
Sacrifices demanded of spouse & 3 7
Limltation of socilal activitiesg ; 2 5
Limited independance for individual and 2 2 L

more respousibility

Routine of living disturbed 3 0 3
Potal 34 25 59

The one most discouraging thing to these couples wag their lack
of financial security, a reasonable enough conclusion when one considers
that it i¢ wsually the husband provider who was in school and financial
support for the family was derived largely frowm federal support to vet—
grang =nd in one-fourth of the cases, the wife's salary.

The gecond most ilmportant disadvantage was that of insufiicient
time for the family. This lack was felt wore keenly by the wives than
by the husbands. Might not this have been due to the husbands' involve-
ment in school and to the exclusion of.the family from such activities?

The third dissdvantage was that fawmily living is a distraction to
scehool work, The faully members who were not in college were probably
demanding more of the students time than they were able to give freely,

and thereby interfering with their school studies,
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Other disadvantages listed by & small nuwber of subjects were:
sacrifices demanded of spouse, limitation of social activiities, limifed
independance for individual and more responsibility, and routine of
living disturbed.

For the most part these couples felt that the advantagzes of bheing
a married student outweighed the disadvantages, 3But as one hushand
saild, YThe advantages are not importsant enough to recosmend uwarriage

to single college students,”

Swmary of findings from the opinionnaire

The subjects were of the opinion that the advantages of attending
school while married outweighed the disadventages. Advanbages they

gave centered around mubtuality, the maturity-inducing values, the

&

incentive to succeed, the security valueg and the gettled way of living
expericnced in these circumstances. However they would hesitate to
advise friends to do likewize hecause there are so meny zdjustments to
be made., The principle disadvantage listed was that of limited finan~
cial security. About three~fourths of thes believed they had sufiicient
time for study although one-half adwitted there were distractions.

It was the opinion of husbands and wives that their lives had been
altered in the direction of a decrease in family and social activity.
Over helf of couples believe that the husbands spent teoo little time
with the children.

Husbends noted veriation frou traditional family patterns in
division—of~labor more than wives (76% =s compared to 58%), Only
one=third of the couples belisved it advisable for the wife to work,

usbands belng more against i han wives,
husbandsg belng e agalnst it than wive



D. Rank Order of Yamily Goels and Their Iuplications

The last section of the guestionnaire (item 21 p.76 , Appendix) was
devoted to a listing of probable family goals to be nuuwbered in order of
their importence to the subjects doing the ranking., Table XXV gives the
regults of this rank-order excrcise'and the interpretation of the table
in terms of family goals.

As evidenced in Table XXV which follows on the next page, goals list-
ed as the most important by both husbands and wives are "religious and
moral training of children,” and Yeollege educetion Ffor husband.," Cole
legze education for hushand roecelived wore first cholces probably because

it i

[4¢]

an lamediate goal to be accomplished as a means to owning a home
and achieving financial security; while the religious and nmoral training
of ehildren was second in rank of first choices and was high in the sub-
sequent ratings probably becsuse it is seen as both a present and long
tinme goal,

Coming next in ovder of importance in accordance with the welghted
scores were the goals of: ‘Yoptimum developuent of each individual in
he fairily," "waking home living more satisfactory," "financlal secur-
ity," Ycomfortable living," "a home of your own," and last, "college
education for wife," Of the above the ranking of ﬁeducation for the
wife" was so low ss to indicate it was not considered a goal by many

=

families, but was indicated by both husband and wife in second, fifth,
and sizth places in families where the wife is attending or has attended

school, A4 few familieg, at least, place value on the wife and wmother

enriching her educationsl experienoe.l7

17Ernest ¥, Burgess and Leonard 8. Cottrell found that a high level
of education was predictive for marital success of women., These couples
seenn to be loosing sight of this fact in their ignoring of the importance
of a near-equal education for the wife,



TABLE 7XV

NUMBER OF TIMiS BACH FAMILY GOAL WAS PLACED

UNDER BACH RANK BY THE HUSBAWDS AND WIVES OF THE SAMPLL
TOGRTHER WITH PHEIR WEIGHTHED SCORESlB
X Ranke Order Heigh=
Renk Items in Order of =
7 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 ted
Lmportance N W ¥ ®W ¥ N W Hcores
1. College education for husband.
Husbands! ranking 14 1 1 & 5 2 3 2 148
Fives! ranking W 4 2z 6 1 1 0 0 1lée1
2. Religious and moral
training of children,
Husbands! ranking 0 3 5 6 3 1 2 1 150
Wives'! ranking 9 7 5 5 2 2 0 0 160
3. Optimum development of each
individual in family.
Hushands! ranking by 9 5 5 2 3 1 1 140
Wives'! ranking 2 4 4 g 2 3 4 ¢ 110
&4, Makin. home living
more gsatisfactory. :
Hushands! ranking 3 6 7 3 5 6 1 1 132
Wives! ranking 2 6 6 2 7 'z 3 0 116
5. Financial security. _ _
Husbands' ranking 3 5 6 4 5 6 1 1 125
Wives! ranking 2 4 8 3 5 3 4 0 115
6. Comfortable living.
Fusbanda! rankinz 1 5 3 4 &6 6 3 1 101
Wives! ranking i 3 2 2 9 7 4 2 88
7o A home of your own.
Husbands! ranking 1 1 3 4 3 5 12 0 75
Wives! rankin. ] 1 4 2 1 5 9 4 63
8. Collegze education for wile,
Husbands' ranking o 1 & 0 1 2 4 9 18
Yives! ranking 0 9] 0 0 1 3 0 13 9

1 . . ' _ . o
Bwelghts were assigned to the ranks on zn arbltrary basis, first

place metting a welght of seven points, second place six points, and so
on down to elghth place which was weighted zero, Wwelghbing was done in

order bto @zet sowe couparative scores on the various rankings.
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Note the emphasis on optimum development of the individual, a compo-
nent of the democratic way of life in the Americen family. &Equal ed-
ucation for the wife appears not to be one of the ways to achieve that
optimum growth in the minds of most of these young people; either that,
or they have rationalized & necessity. They appear to be conforming to the
common opinion that educations are valuable for the husband-provider be=-
cause they give greater opportunity for satisfactory home living, finan-
cial security, comfortable living, owning a home, but not for the wife
whose primary tesk it is to keep that home,

Note that the weighted scores indicate husbands gave higher ranking
to all the items than did the wives except for their own education and
the religious and moral training of the children., The wives! belief that
a college education is a valuable goal for the husbands probably helped
to give him the emotional support that came out in the husbands' replies
to questions of the opinionnaire (see Table JXIII, p. 51). WNote the
husbands' concern for optimum development of each individual in the fam~
ily. Why he rated this higher than did the wife is not known. They are
concerned, likewise, with having financial security and comfortable liv-
ing. Owning their own home comes lower in the list possibly being less
iumediate at thig time, and college education for the wife appearing the

least important of all.

Sunmary of findings from the goal analysis

The results of rank-order listing of goals in their importance to
husbands snd wives of the saunple indicate that the immediate goal of a
collere education for the husband is paramount on the list. This is
followed by religious and moral training of the children in second place,

and goels related to present home comfort and financial security, home
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security, and home ownership in that order. Education for the vife was
renked last in order of iumportence of the eight vossible gosls listed,

nig book Women and ken

Perhaps as Anmeran Schelinfeld hag indicated in
there needs to be rearrangement in our gystem so that women's educestion

will conforw to the usual course of thelr lives with tiume out for marry-

in cetting sebtled, bpearing children and home malking,




CHAPTER IV

RuSULTS AND IIPLICATIONS

A, Swwmary and GConclusions

The purpose of this study was to survey the division—of-iabor
practices belng used by student-parents. It was found that child
guldance wag a shared responsibility in these familieg. Aboubt thres-
fourths of the parents used constructive goidance in the rearing of
their children, Only about cne-fourth employed guestiounable or
neutral practice, and about forty per cent of the cases used restrice
tive discipline.l When restrictive digcipline was uged the mother
alone, usged i% in wore cases tﬁan did the fathers alone.

Certain routines of the children's daily lives were the sole
responsibllity of the mothers, although responsibilities for clean;i—
ness, care douring illness and children's outdoor asctivities were goue—
times shared by the father., Outside help in thege families was
negligihle,

The division-of-labor in homemeking tasks was marked in these

e}

fanilies. The wvives asgumed the major responsibility for meal-planning
and preparation and ca e of the home, The hushands major contributions

were those of assisting in the heavier housekeeping tasks sach as mop-

ing, window washing; in repair Jobs, snd in sowe of the out door work.

lrotal percentage is greater than 100% because some families use

()

more than one type of giidance or discipline,
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n

There wes indication of little cutside help in these fauilies, oven in
casos where wives were working.

There vas scose indicotion that the lushends felt they shared in

the homemalks the wives credit thes v

th dolngs,

believed that the advantaszes of attending sehool

while merried outuoi Assety ligted wore, greater

subuality, zaing in meturity, incontives to succeed, security values and

P

gotablished roubtines of 1iving, The chief liability wes a lock of fincan-
cial security.

It wvas the opilnicn of these husbhands and wives that their lives snd
those of thelr o ildrea heve been altered., There wos less socisl life

than there rdsht othervige have had, Over one-half of the couples bow

lieved that the husbands spent too 1ittle tiame with the children,
There was gsose variation frow the traditional ettitude towerd hiug-

band and wite resonsibilities in that one- of the fanilies approved

of the sasple wes for the husboad
he pext goal lp ifaportance was Loy the row-

ligious spd wmoral tralaing of the children; the others were relatively

urdmsortant at tixls tise but were ludleated

The yvesbion arises Low does a study the fawily |

divigion~of=laber in faolly living and to evaluctiorn of
experience as showvn in replies bto the oplnionnaire? In order to mske
this conmection it is necessary to sce the besic Family soal "ecollspge
education for the hmsband” as & mobivating force that is resulting in
accaeptance of, adjuntuent bo, znd even appreciation, of & way of life

different froo that traditionally occepted as Ygood' for family liviag,.
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Expectancy roles have been altered to some extent in order that the prin-
ciple family goal can be accomplished and family life maintained,

The investigator believes that the findings of this study indicate
gome change from the traditional well-defined division-of-labor in the
home in the direction of shared responsibility for husband and wife eg-
pecially in the guidance of the children. However it is believed that
the immediate situation is affecting division of responsibility in the
home because of the adjustments end accomnodations required to insure
that the family achieve its primary goal, that of a college education for
the husband, Although it is assumed that some of the interchange of re-
sponsibilities will continue after the present necessity is no longer
operating, there is no evidence to guarantee that some of the families
will not immediately assume the traditional pattern and its correspond-
ing division-of-labor assignments of husband-provider and wife-mother

and homemaker roles.

B, Implications for Family Life lducation

Results of the findings on division of responsibilities in home-
making and child-rearing point to the need for further education of col-
lege men and women for family living, Those that are experiencing
marriage and family living are confronted with real life situations
that would serve as motivating forces in such education, This becomes
the "teachable momant.“a Either college courses or parent classes out-
side of school might broaden their knowledge and increase their skills

in child rearing. Perhaps fathers could be helped to see their joint

2Robert J. Hevighurst., Developmental Tasks and Bducstion, University
of Chicago, 1948,
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responsibility for the rearing of ehildren wmore completely, and nothers
could be helped to accept and assimilate the help of the other parent.
In marriage e_gcation spouses night comwe to understand and nave
ingight into the significance of Jjoint role-playing in many homemaking
activities with no feeling of threat to loss of status on the part of
either. duch aocre adjusbtability can be achieved if roles in division
of responsibility are not too rigidly defined. Some role definition,
however, secms to avold confusions and uncertainties and makes for
greater efficiency in home living.3 It ig¢ assumed that such attitudes
and slkills as those related to role~taking may be learned in educational
situations.

Ag this study indicated the fathers are participating more in child
guidance and child care activities than they are in other homemaking
tagks, These findings would indicate that fathers may need training for
their father roles in the nature of child development and guidance in-
struction. It is suggested that schools z2nd colleges include education
for family living in a2 program of general educatbtion. Knowledge and
abilities in family living are as essential for effective living as
are the langusges and sciences., Girls are more often reached than are

bogs in the present attempts at education for family living. Until

such time as family life education has become part of the general edu-
cation progream, students, parents and oub=of~school youth, may receive
some help from church orgsnizations, Parent Teachers Associstion, child
study clubs and groups organized under the health agéncies such as

courses for prospective parents. These groups could serve to assgist

3The conclusions drawn from studies of primitive trives by Marsaret
Mead support this belief, (See Biblioyraphy.) She says, however,
society should use the gifts of both sexes for the development of a
richer culture,
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prospective parents in their adjustments to & new family member by teach-
ing them both skills and assumption of new member roles. The prevailing
prectice of parents and teachers of nursery school children meeting for
study and for conferences is a move in the right direction,

Parents need help in accepting the developmental concept of parent-
hood. This philosophy "emphasizes the importance of growth and healthy
development of personality in line with the child's potentialities
rather than with the parents' goala.'“ Waller and Hill goes on to state:
+ » « The concept of personality development has been broadened, however,
to apply to all members of the family--mother and father as well as child
-—and attempts are made to organized family life to support the growth
of all members,

An interesting study by I*s‘ld.er6 indicated, in a comparison of devel-
opuental fathers with traditional fathers, ©OShe found that developmental
fathers were more active in father-child projects, franker in answering
questions, more permissive in discipline, and more likely to share house-
keeping responsibilities with the uother and children, If the ideal is
to promote the developuental philosophy of child-rearing, then both
parents must have an opportunity for learning.

So long as youth decide to marry and rear children while finishing

their college training, education for family living will continue to be

a pressing need.

4a1fred L. Baldwin, "Socialization and the Parent-Child Relation-
ship," Child Development, 19 (1948), 127-136.
illard Waller and Reuben Hill, The Family (New York, 1951), 419,
hel Ann Elder, "Traditional and Developuental Conceptions of
Fatherhood," Merrias e and Family Living (1949), pp. 98-104,
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MARRIED STUDENT'S FACE SHEET

Family Code Number , Male , Female s Age

Educational background (Please circle years)

Grade School b 25 3 by 5 By

High School T 8 9,10, 11, 12,

College Y; 2, '3, bh, S5; 6, Degrecs
Special

Years married before becoming a student

Total years married

Number of children Ages

Education completed before marriage. (Please circle years)

Grade School 3 %! 3y b 5, 6

High School Ty B 95 30, 313, X2,

College 1, 2, 3, kL, 5, 6, Degrees
Special

School lajor now, if any,

Number of credit hours enrolled in now, if any,

Classification: Check the combination that best represents your
family set-up

1. Husband, a student; wife a housewife

2. Husband, a student; wife employed

3. Husband, a student; wife a student

li. Husband and wife both in school and employed

5. Other arrangements

Husband employed? yes no Number of hours per week
Wife employed? yes no Number of hours per week

Are you attending school under the G. I. Bill? Yes no




At the present time, who usually assumes the
responsibility for the following:

Children's feeding

breakfast

TOTHER

FATHER

BOTH

TOCETHER

INTER=-

CHANGEABLE

OTH

ERS
STATE WHOs
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lunch

dinner

Children's dressing and undressing

in the morning

after nap

getting ready for bed

Children's sleep and rest

morning nap

afterncon nap

bedtime at night

Children's cleanliness

brushing teeth

taking bath

washing hands and face

brushing and combing hair

toileting

Nho usually supervises the children's outdoor
activities?

During the morning

\fter supper

In Sunday and holidays

vhen your child is ill, who takes care of him?

Jeek days

ite whether it is a relative, an employee, a friend, ete.



FATHER

TOGETHER

INTER=-

BOTH

CHANGEABLE

OTHERS

STATE WHO:¢

Nights

Sundays and holidays

When recreation is planned for the children, who does
the planning?

Here is a list of things some families do. Check who
usually does them with your children. (Do not check
these if they do not apply)

Reads to, or with children

Sings to, or with children

Takes walks with children

Plays outdoor games

Plays indoor games

Works with children in

housework

yardwork

carpentry

painting

mending toys

others

Listens to radio

Views television

Plays and listens to records

Shares in hobbies

Write in any others that are not listed above

. Who assumes the major responsiblity for guidance of
children?




In disciplining or helping your children toward more
acceptable behavior, check the methods usvally used
by family members, or others.

Suggesting

TIOTHER

FATHER

BOTH

TOGETHER

TNTER-

CHANGEABLE

OTHERS

STATE WHO*

Substituting

Depriving of a meal

Depriving of a pleasure

Threatening

Spanking

Letting have own way

Slapping

Correcting by telling children how they should
have done

Sending to bed

Shutting in own room

Setting a good example through parents!' own behavior

Shutting in closet or other room

Bribing

Giving children help as needed

Promising reward

Praising

Overlooking or ignoring

Allowing to choose between certain alternatives

Letting suifer natural consequences

Sitting on chair

Foreing to do as directed

Scolding

Reassuring




Reasoning with children

MOTHER

FATHER

BOTH

TOGETHER

INTER=

CHANGEABLE

OTHERS

STATE WHO#*

7

Comparing child unfavorably with another

Rewarding

Others

Who "baby sits" with the children?

During class time

When spouse is marketing

While parents do something together

During church

Other times

In the household tasks who usually does the following?

Washing the dishes

Sweeping the floor

Moping the floor

Dusting

Making the beds

Straightening the rooms

Planning the meals

Preparing the meals

breakfast

lunch

dinner

children's meals




Baking

MOTHER

FATHER

BOTH

TOGETHER

INTER-

CHANGEABLE

OTHERS

STATE WHO=
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Washiqg the clothes

Ironing the clothes

Mending the clothes

Picking up children's clothes

Caring for pets

Painting

Fixing broken equipment

Canning

Cleaning the bathroom

QOthers

'« Who takes over the outdoor tasks?

Washing the car

Caring for the garden

Caring for the yard

" Caring for the flowers

Emptying the garbage

Washing the windows

Others

3. Who takes over the task of entertainment?

Planning the refreshments

Fixing the refreshments

Cleaning up afterward

Others




7/ho usually makes the decisions regarding how the
family money is to be spent?

for the car

%

R
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For the house furnishing

For the house equipment

For the house utilities

For medical care

For insurance

For savings and investments

For education

husband!s

wife's

children's

For entertainment and recresation

travel

books

phonograph records

radio and television

For other expenses

Vho is chiefly responsible for selection and cash
purchasing in your family?

Who does most of the spending?

For groceries

For the wife's clothing

For the husband's clothing

For the car
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furnishings
equipment
utilities

For entertainment and recreation

For education

husband!s

wife's

childrén's

Who attends to the paying of the bills?

For rent

For utilities (phone etc.)

For extra help

For installment payment

on car

on furniture

on appliances

For doctor bills

For grocery bills

For other expenses

How is money handled and who handles it, in your family?
___Husband, by passing it out to the wife when she asks for it
__ Wife, by passing it out to husband when he asks for it
Joint checking account
____Both by passing it out to the children when they ask for it
_____Both husband and wife operating on an allowance
Children on an allowance

Comments, and additions, if the statement above do not fit your case



OPINIONNAIRE

Do you feel that the way you and your spouse divide up responsiblity is the same,
or different, from the way your parents did? The same , different
In what way?

(Husband) Do you feel that you have sufficient time for study?
a. Yes b. No c. Uncertain Comments

— — B ]

(Wife) Do you feel that your husband has sufficient time for study?
a. Yes b. No c. Uncertain Comments

Do you think your social life is different than it might have been were you or
your spouse not attending school? Is your family in more activities ~
or fewer activities than it might have been were you not in school?
Would you advise a friend to marry while in school?

a. Yes b, No c. Uncertain Comments

Do you feel it is advisable for the wife to work outside the home while the
husband attends school?
a. Yes b. No c. Uncertain Comments

Do you feel your children's lives are different than they might otherwise have
been, because you or your spouse attends school?
3. Yes b. No c. Uncertain Comments

Do you feel you are able to spend enough time with your children?
3. Yes_ b. No__ c. Uncertain _ Comments

Do you feel your spouse is able to spend enough time with the children?
1. Yes  b. No__ c. Uncertain Comments

————

(Husband) Do you feel that you have more distractions from studies than you
would have if you were singie?
1. Yes b. No c. Uncertain Comments

— — —

(Wife) Do you feel that your husband has more distractions from studies than
1@ might have had if he were single?
1. Yes b. No c. Uncertain Comments

Jo you feel that your way of life has been altered from what it might have
»een because you or your spouse are attending college?
i. Yes b, No c¢. Uncertain Comments

— — e

Jo you feel having children is too great a burden on parents while they are
inishing their educavion?
t« Yes b, Mo c. Uncertain Comments

‘Husband) Do you feel that your wife is a help to you in your effort to get a
rollege degree?
L. Yes b. No c¢. Uncertain Comments

— — ———
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(Wife) Do you feel that your husband appreciates your cooperation while he is
in school?
a. Yes b. Ho c. Uncertain Comments

Do you feel you or your spouse's education is worth the effort expended by
both of you?
a. Yes b, No c. Uncertain Comments

— — — i

Do you feel you have to make more allowances for conflicts in personaiity in
your spouse than you would if you weren't in the married-student situaticn?
a. Yes Db. No c. Uncertain Comments

Knowing what you know now would you make the same decision again to attend
school while married?
a, Yes b. No c. Uncertain Comments

In your opinion what are the discouraging aspects of being a married student?
(if any) List

List the chief advantages (if any) of being married while going to school.

This is a list of family goals, some of which may be those of your family.
Select the one you think is foremost in your thinking and number it (1). Ifumber
the next in importance (2) and on down in order of their importance to your famil:
A college education for the husband
A college education for the wife
Making home living more satisfactory

Optimum development of each individual in the family

A home of your own

Financial security
Comfortable living
Religious and moral training of children

Others (List)




CHARTE COMPILSD IN TwBlu XX

Item 16, Do you feel yours or your spouse'!s education is worth the

effort expended by both of youl

LRTALY N REPLY

HUSBAND 3% o____ 15% 129,

e o] ’
VI 38% 6} 7_;_; 3%

AVIRAGE 81% 0 12% &%

Item., 18. Enowing what you know now would you make the same decision

seain to attend scehool vwhile married?

VS WO | GNCIRTALN MO RGPLY

HUSBAND 6% 9% 9% 6%

BT 83% 9% 3% 0

AV RAUE 82% 9% 6% 3%

Item 5. Would you advise a friend to marry while in school?
¥

YisS {0 UHCHERTAIN 1O RepPLY
JTTSBAND 35 30% 39% 0

HITE 279 36k 365 0

AVERAGHE 29% 33% 38% 0
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Iten 10. (Husband) Do you feel that you have more distractions from
gbudies than you would have if you were singlel?
11, (Wife) Do you feel that your husband has more digtractions

from studies than he mizht heve had 1f he were single?

Yis NO __ UMCERTALN 60 2Ly
HIUSBAND 36% sk 5% 0
YIFE L8e) ly2% 6% %
AVLRAGE b2ch 4.8% 8¢ 24

Item 2. (Husband) Do you feel that you have sufficient time for study?

3. (Wife) Do you feel that your husband has sufficient time for

atudy?

¥us W0 UNGHERTAIN MO R&PLY
HUSBAND 73% 2455 % 0
LIk 67% 15% 15% 3%

Iten 13. Do you feel having children is too great a burden on parents

while they are finishing their education?

TS WO UNCERTAIN WO REPLY
HUSBAND 12% 824, 6% 0
LERE . 155 Eu 15% 3

AVURAGE 15% 73% 11% 24
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Itew 6. Do you feel it is advisable for the wife tov work outsides the

home while the hugband attends school¥

HISBAND 274 51% 18% 3%

YT 33% 21% 39% %

AV RAGE 300 366 29 <
/ '/ / /

Itew 17. Do you feel you have to make more allowances for conflicts in
versonality in your spouse than you would if you weren't in

the married-studsent situntion?

Vs N0 UHCLRTAIN WO HWPLY

e Y AT o oy o i
HUSBAYD 36% Lag% 6% %

[ oy g Y <7 -3¢
I 33% 545, Q% 3%

34 514 vl 6

Items 14, (Fusbend) Do you feel thet your wife is e help to you in your
effort to get a2 college degreel
15, (Wife) Do you feel that your husband appreciates your cooper—

ation while he is in scliool?

T #0 UCERTATN MO Ik

HUSBARD 944 3% 3% 0

L 7% 6% 6% %

pl

87% 565 5% 5%




Iten 12.

Iten 1,

Iten &,

GOMSILAD I TAULE 3XI

Do you fesl that your way of life has been altered fron what

it might heve been bhecause you or your spouse are attending

IWCHRTAIR  NO REPLY

HUSPAND 88% 9% 3% 0

WITE 84 154 0 0

HRACE 87% 12% 2% 0

Po you feel that way you and your spouse divide up respon-

gibility is the same, or different, from the way your psrents

e

did

(=0

5

J5BAND
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Py

kWiFu

Do you think your social life is different than it might have

been were you or your spouse not attending school?

155 HO  MORE AGTIVITIES

THKER ACTIVITLAS

L% 6% 9% 88%

914 6% 15%

NR ] ~eE =7 .
AVERAGE 953% 6% % 82%




CHARTS COMBILSD I TABLE XXII

Ttew 7. Do you feel your children's liveg are different than they night
J & J s

otherwise have been, because you or your spouse atbtends school?

TS 0O UHCERTAIN WO REPLY

HEUSBARD 585 3% 3% 0

BIFE 585 39% 3% 0

g

AVLRACE 585 39% ¥ 0

Item 8. Yo zou feel you ars able to spend enocugh time with your children?
&
9. Do you feel your spouse is able to spend enowgh time with the
children?

Hugband's time with the children,

VIrG 2heh 615 12% 0

g NO UCaRTATYH HO B2y
T e A - o ,{:/
HUSHALD 73% 21% & 0

i Rertis A ¢
Wike i 4.24% 3% 0
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