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PR.fil'ACB 

In September of 1950, the writer be.;;an her study for the Master 

of Science Dee:ree. Having been a nursery school teacher and at pres­

ent a homemaker and mother her interest in family relationships 

:prompted her to study student faillilies on the campus. 

The data for the study were obtained from thirty-three student 

families of Veterans Villa.e;e. 

The wri·ter wishes to expr·ess her appreciation to the families 

who cooperated in the study and to Dr. Hazel Ingersoll under whose 

supervision the study was ruade. Mrs. Girdie Hutchinson \iare gave 

excellent advice in the critical reading of this thesis. Credit is 

due George Merrifield, husband of the writer, for his encouragement 

in the undertaking of this study. 
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CEAPT~R I 

INTRODUCTION. 

Introductory Statement 

A series of invl'ls_tig~:tions of lif P on Ain«:'!rican collei:;e crurip~ses 

sincp 1.forld War II !rn:ve cent?rP.d_ in_ the life of thp marrir--d student 

and his family. These studies SArVI"' to indicat_P thp df'!gree of intf"rC'lst 

taken in such innovations __ of family living_ by rPs"archers in C'du~ation, 

ecQnomic~ and in famil;7 relati5>nships. Th~ prl"!sent s)m?Y r(')sulted from 

the writer 1s p(->rsonal and profes~ional interest in t~ese nPw pat~erns 

of farnily_ living in that Eoth she agd hP.r Jmsband ___ are amon~; _!;ho~!'? mar-

rird students with families who live in one __ o:f the hou_sing centers 

built_ for such ~tudPnts. Of particular interr=-st to thP. invAsti{;a_tor 

hac !)Pr->n an observati!)n ot the various division-of-labor1 practices 

workAd out by young pp,oplf'I in thes~ circumstancP.s. Such an intnrr>st 

l0d to thp investir;ation of a Sl"f;Illl"nt of §JU~h a population on the 

Oklahorna Af:ricultural and. Mechanical Collegf.'\ ca.mpus at Stilluater • 

Oklab.orua. 

A. Revi0w of t!le Li tf"!rature 

In the ei'terma·th of \Vorld. ~Jar II coll_0ges r-xpr,ri,-,.nce_d. an influx 

of marriPd s_!;udr-nts _!llany of them yount~ paren_ts, comparable to no othAr 

period in thrlir academic historir>s. This phr"lnome.non has ll8CAssi tatPd 

1Amram ScheinfAld, ~ ana. Men (New York, 1943), 271-346. 
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drastic aci,justments in campus living. It is reasonable to suppose that 

circumstances, in which the conventional husband-wife roles are reversed 

by the uife being the _provider end the husband a student, or one or both 

spouses are in school ,is the case rna;y be, would provoke interest end 

s tlldy as to what effects such 11 life styles11 would have on the family me1n-

bers involved. 

A number of :i.nvon tii:;ators have contributed re,ioarch findin,~;s on 

acade,nic accom11lish,,1eD.ts and on various aspects of faiail,'l livinc for mar-

ried. stude11ts. J\.Jllon,': the former was an investif;ation carried. on by Paul 

L. Trnmp 1'-,t the Univernit;y of Wisconsin in wi1ich it was fouucL, that: 

Heasured b,:r 1,racle .Point; averar:es, the married veteran .::,tud.0nt is 
ace.demically i1ore successfnl than the single veteran stud.ent, and fnr­
thernore, that the nD.J·ried veteran ui th children is acad~ruicall;r more 
::mcces::::ful tha.n the marrit0d veteran without children •••• 

Not all the Vf'"lues of the married-student situation for the 

father-lnu.i'band e,re acade11dcal rainsa Tlle children also seem to beue-

fit froiu such an Rrrange1aont. if [W Judson T. Landis, states: "It is 

true tlwt the sm1:tll children of stD.dents a.re 2:rowing up in closer asso-

J 
ciation tJith their :fatherz thnn umwl. 11 Land.is further states: 

The father who bathes and diapers his infant iB goinc to have a 
bett·ar unde:es tand.ing of the child th1.m the f'ath~r who sees him only for 
a feir minutes when he is on display at b0dtiue. ' 

It has also been further noted b;y Virginia Van Heter Underwood that 

rt the fathers attitu.des were closel,Jr related to the tirne [spen~ with his 

child. 11 5 

2.. 1 L -1 • .Pau • '.Lrw,1p 111 

Students, 11 l!larria,.~:e and 

JJLtdson T. Landis, 
(J'an., J.9i.!{n 17. 

Svend Hiemer I s, "Married Veterims a.re Good 
PaH1ily Living, 9, (191.v7), 11. 
11 On the O ampus ,tJ Survey 1'11 dli1on thly. 8L1, 

,.r,Ibid. , p. 13 • 
.5virginia Van Heter Underwood., 11 St•.1<kint }'athers ui th 

Children,11 iiarria:_e ana_ :ta:wily Living, 11 (191+9), 101. 

Their 
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What then of the wife-mother? i:i:his is a nei:1 situation to her also. 

When asked if her husband's education. was worth the sacrifices necessary 

for completion of a debree, Landis found that 11 in general, the wives do 

- 5 not feel critical o:f the husDand.s. 11 If they had any complaints they 

were due for the most part to the husband's lack of titi1e for the wife 

and for a1xirt,Je:c1t upk0ep, and generally tL1e to ·be of help to the vife. 

Hany wives felt the husbands I lack of time for thel[1 was no great sacri­

fice in viot-1 of the lon;<:~ tii:.rre gains. 6 

The s tud,y by Landis mentioned above is perha;;is one of the largest 

? 
studies that has ·boen done in this area.· '.l.1he investigation was made at 

l'lichir;e.J:1 State College uhere five hundred and forty-f·oo..r illarried stu-

dents were askecl to supply information concernint; their experiences. 

Each married student was asked the c1uestion, "Knowing what you now know, 

would ;1rou marry before :finishing colle6e if unmarried? 11 Three out of 

fou.:r said tl,ey would, while one of the four said, 11 llfo. n or expressed 

doubt. 11A greater percontaf;e of the men than the women would hesitate 

to marry -before finishing school if they had it to do over. 118 

What do these students consic,.er the advanta{:':-_:es and d.isad.vantages of 

collece marriag;es? \:then asked this g_u.est:lon students listed more advan-

ta{o;os than disadvantat;es as indicated. by the followine; quotation from 

the study: 

They a9preciate the social a:nd emotiom:l f\ecuri ty that comas 
1:Ji th i)ein&'; .married. Other ad.vantat;es listed ,·1ere: I ap1)recii,1,te a 
ho . .-i1e of m2r 01.rm to relax in. I m.1 more st1'./ble since I lead a wore 

~La~1d.is, .9..2_. cit_., p. 18. 
I1n.d., n. 18. 

~Ib~d., p. 17. 
·Ibid.• p. W. 



regulated life. The added responsibility of marriace gives more drive 
to do my work. The sense of mutual sacrifice and sharing means a lot. 
We are sharing my education and can build our future together.9 

4 

The adva:ntac;es of college marriages seemed to far outweigh the dis-

advantages. There are, however, certain disadvantages that were prow.-

inent in all the stncties revir:lwed by the i:a:vestii::;ator; they were in rank 

order: "money," "housing/' a.nd 11 ins-ufficient time for recre.s,tion. 010 

All of the 1,:i'bove disadventages seem to be centered around one 

phrase, insufficient fund.s. One colleee. Antioch. is attemptin,:.: to help 

inarried students with their problems in housing, recreation and short 

funds by Lmintainine a strong counseling service)·1 They strees the ad-

vanta~es and disadvantages of marriages subsidized. by parents., relatives 

and loa.11s of vexious types. However,, the authors recohimend extensive 

resea.rch in this area to ~'arrant extension o:f this service to all mer-

ried s tudent;s • 

.Accordinr; to LRndis, among: the problems that caused friction in 

marriaf~e the students rated trou.ble with in-lRWS first and division of 

work in the home second. Other problems ranked in the following order: 

• • • • problems connected t-ti tJ, finance. the trainine and. disci:plin,9; of 
ch:ildron, social activities and recreatlon12sex relat:i..ons. religious 
diff0reuces, and associating w:i. th :friends. · 

Uhile none of these problems are peculiar to student marriages there is 

reeson to believe the.t the unusual conditions may increase the potenti-

ality of such problems. 

Landis also states, "Division of work in the home rates as a much 

::;reater problem in the college ma.rriaces becaase of the special 

9Ibid., :p. 18. 
i~andis • .QE.. cit.. p. 18. 

11Subsidized f.'iarriage, 11 Ladies• fuu!!2. Journal, 66 (Dec. 1949) 58. 
12Ibid., p. 19. 
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circumstances under which these couples are living. 1113 As is often the 

case in student marria£;es. both husband and. wife may work, so the hus-

band can stay in school. Sometir,1es the wives, too, attend school. It 

is in this situation that the division of housework, and ca.re of the 

children becomes an a.cute problem that requires a new adjustment that 

may or may not be unique in each indi vi du.al :frunily. . ll~ Skidmore found in 

his study at the University of Utah that eighty-four per cent of the hus-

bands assist with the housework, a practice which see1rrs to indicate a 

15 
chan,.::;e in the tradi tiontil family roles. 

In. iriet1 of the limited amount of research on this topic• and the 

availability of the subjects, it would. seem to the author. that any 

informatioT~ co:n~erning the division-of-labor practices of certain mar-

ried students of Oklahoma At:ricuHural and Mechanical College would 

make a contribution to the study of family relations. For that reason 

such a study was initiated by the investigator. 

13. Purposes of ~ Stud.y 

Purposes of the study are as follows: 

1. To conduct a survey of the division-of-labor :practices in 

ho111es of married students with children. 

2. To find by the use of a questionnaire what division-of-labor 

practices existed in the hollies studies in. the areas of homemakine and 

child care and f;uidance. 

l.3Land.i s , .Q.2• ill• , p. 19 • 
11.ii.ex A. Skidu1ore, 'l'herse L. Srni th, and Delbert L. Mye, "Character­

istics of i-1arried Veterans, 11 lvlarria,c;e fil!:.1 Famil;y: Living;, 11 (191+9) 102. 
l51i'or an excellent treatment of cultural confit~nrations in the 

American family see John Sir jam.aki I s article in the .Am.erican Journal of 
Sociolop:;y for Ma.y • 19LJ,8, 464-470. 
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3. To obtain some indication of the most used child tf."Uid.ance 

practices in the sa.rnple to be investif;ated. 

4. To obtain certain opinions ref;ardi:n;t: tho in:fluence of the 

status of beill[:; a rnarried student (a) on chanf;es in faoily living such 

as, the reversal of the _provider role; (b) on how partners feel their 

lives are being influenced by the present status; and (c) on how they 

thinlc their cnild.ren I s lives a.re be int; al tared by present living arrant;e-

filents. 

5. To {:;et the spouses I evaluation of the wisdom of their choice in 

choos.ing the college living situation to the traditional way of life for 

their families. 

6. To {;ain some indication of the goals for w11ich thesG families 

are aiming and. their opinions as to whether a coller;e education will fur-

ther the attainment of these goals. 

0. 13Rsic .Assumptions 

This survey wes initiated on the basis of the followinr:; assuruptions: 

1. That some information can be gathered about the division-of-

labor practic10s b;.y- contacting husbands and wives in such hoi!i.es. 

2. That reliable and valid information concerning the division-of-

labor can be obtained through the careful use of a well-constructed 

questionnaire. 

J. That such information will represent a :i.:,icture of practices as 

they appear to the partners, a valid account that is not too seriously 

16 
affected by what the participants consider 11good11 practices. 

16This does not mean necessar:ily, that husband e.nd ~1ife will inter­
pret the division-of-labor practices precisely in the se111e way; but a 
high percentage of agreement between responses of husbands and wives will 
constitute a, degree of validity. 



h. 'l'hat opinions rer;a.rdint:;; the advantages and disadv2,ntac;es of 

collet;e livin{c; in the married state can be taken as evidences of satis­

faction or dit-:satis:faction with the present arrangement. 

5. That such opinions may be ju.d:;sed tentatively as an evaluation 

of the effects of such a living situation on family memliers, especially 

on the husb1::1I1ds m1d wives vrho are 1n.aJdn,::, the replies. 

6. That the marria,::oe partners have their fain:Uy· e;oals sufficiently 

well in mind to be a:ble to list them in the order of their L,11Jortance. 

7. That the agreeu1ent of hLu11-;1;:mds and wives on. such t:oals consti-

tut;es no11e indication of their valid.i ty for that pa:c0 ticnlc·r fa.uily. 

7 



CHAPTER II 

DATA fil1D MlilThODJLOGY 

A. Description of ~ Sample 

'l'he thirty-three couples included in this study were selected from 

the entire resident population of Veterans Village, Stillwater, Okla­

ho,.m. The basis f'or selection ±'or the tentative list was (1) father 

must be enrolled in collef.;e, {2) a family .w.ust consist of both parents 

and two or more ~,?reschool children. Only those families where the 

father had attended school the previous s01i1ester were included, r-s the 

nowcomers j,li:'.¢. t not have established their division-of-ll--1bor practices 

for their co lle(:;e me,rried life. 

Usint; tl:i.e above as basis for ·selection the actual names ·were ob­

t~dned throw;;l.1. the business office files at Veterans Village :frm.1 the 

Veterans Villatd;e secretary. There were thirty-eight families which 1:iet 

tile criteria set up :for selection, of this original group the investi­

.;a.tor was unable to contact two :families. In the ~roup actually con­

tacted, th.ore were three in.complete quest.ionnaires thus disqualifying 

the questionnaires of both spouses. This left a sa.mple of thirty-three 

fro::i uhich data were collected from both husbands and wives for this 

investi;c;ation. 'lhese thirty-three families represented within five 

cases a complete sauple of all such families falling under the criteria 

at tho time ti1.e study was co:m.pleted. 
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The average aGe of the husbands of this troup was thirty years with 

a rant;e from twenty-five to forty-two years. The wives• Jllean age was 

twenty-six with a rani:;e o:f twenty to thirty-seven years. These couples 

have been warried on the avera.;:,e, about seven years with. the actual 

number of yea.rs ranging from three to eighteen. When the husband became 

. a colleJ:e student they had been M:irried an avera,;e of four yee.rs, with 

the range anywhere from zero to fourteen. years. This would see.i11 to in­

dicate that inmost cases their division-of-labor practices were form­

ulated before the study began, since all had been on the campus at least 

one semester. The avera{;e number of children for this saE1ple was two. 

The1·e were five fanilies with three children, and one family with four 

children. The averat;e at;e of tl:te oldest child for this sample was four 

years. while the averaLe af;e of the second child was three yea:rs. 

The i~reetest num"ber of students in this sa.nple were enrolled in 

the Sc.l:1001 of Agriculture {1-4·). Other schools represented were Veter­

inary Medicine ( 9), Arts and Science ( 5), Engineering (2), Horne Econom­

ics (1), and Bducation (1). Seventeen hours io the average collef;e 

class load carried by these 111ari·ied students. It was interestin5 to 

note that a third of this group 1r1ere in g;raduate school. Of the under­

t:raduate gToup the b,yeatest nWilber of students were in their Junior or 

Senior years in colle;_;e. About sixty-four per cent of the wives in 

this sa.,iple ha:ve completed nigh school~ t1hile thirty-three per cent 

have completed some colle.,;e work. As com.pared to the husbands one 

third of wllo:m were in {;raduate school. only three per cent of the wives 

had had i:raduate work. One factor w,1ich may explain tllis large per­

centar;e of crad.uate students emon~; tlle men is the rather hit:h incident 

of Veterina.ry Hedicine 111ajors in this sawple (287i). 
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Over seventy-five per cent of the sample studied were in the 

1 "f" t· l C aSSl J.CS, ion: 11husband as a student, wife a housewife; 11 while about 

one-fourth were in the classification: 11lmshand as a student, wife 

employed. 11 There was only one couple in the group, 11hus1nm.d as a 

student., wife a £tudeut. 11 This sample had forty-five per cent of the 

men einployecl and twenty-four per cent of the !id.ves employed. The hus-

bands worked fron nine to twenty-six l,ours e, week, 1;1,veraf;in,;; about 

eif;hteen l1ours; the wives worked fron thirty to forty-eight hours per 

week, the a.verac;e beii1g forty-ti.tree hours. 1,;ir;hty-five per cent of 

these fGBilies are on the 11 G. I." bill for financial assistance to 

veterans. 

B. Development of the Q,uestionnaire 

To ascertain the division-of-labor practices. of married students 

with preschool children, a questionnaire was developed as rui instru-

ment to use in collectinf; data from the fati1ilies in the survey. 

Ideas for pertinent questions were obtained fro1u personal contacts 

t·ri th ;1eople in situations like those of the sample croup. Ideas for 

other questions were taken frou the current literature dealine with 

similar topics. 

The follotrdnf; criteria were set up for selection of questions to 

- 1 d · th t' . 2 inc u e :i.n e q_ues ionna:i.re: 

1. Infornation asked for in t.f:ie questions should be pertinent to 

the study be:Lng made. 

2. Ctuestions should not be demandint; on recipients t time. 

~See Appendix, p.67 for oricinal face sheet. 
Adapted from Carter V. Good, A. s. Barr and DoU;,;;].as B. Scates, 

,TIJ& Motiwdolo,-;.v of .lllducational Research., pp. 337-343. 
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3. Q.uestions should be clea.x to both the recipient and. the inves-

ticator. 

4. Responses r.d1ould be easily made to each question a.nd in such a 

form as to ,·,rLk:e surn.u1ariza.tion possible. 

5. Q,uestions should be sta·ted so there is no 11right11 or 11wrong 11 

response from an ethice.l or social viewpoint. 

6. C.,'tlestions should ·be stated so they a.rouse as little emotional 

bias <'lS possible. 

7. Provisions should be made for additional cor.1JY11:mts on each 

question. 

Using these criteria a ·ten ta ti ve q:'1estionnaire was set up con-

sisting of (1) a face sheet for background information concerning edu-

cational, marital and em1Jlo;y-.nent status of students; (2) a qu.estionnaire 

on division-of-labor practices; (3) an opinionnaire of the parents' re­

actions to their married student situation.3 

To :make the questionnaire more easily and g_uickly ans.-,ered, it was 

arran~_:::ed so that it required a ninimum alilount o:f w.ri ting,, in most cases 

checkint:: was adeg_uate. The questionnaire had the followin6 categories 

for selection in checking the division of responsibili'ties: llinother , 11 

Hfather •11 11 both together. 11 11 interchangeable., 11 and 11 others. t1 

This questionnaire was submitted to three families for criticism 

and colill:tlents. The questionnaire was then revised and additional q11es.;. 

tions added. 

Jsee Appendix, p. 67 for the complete questionnaire. A section on 
4loney mruw.{,ement war,: includ.ed but the data derived were not ,wed in 
this study because of the pressure of time. 



The q:u.estions in the questionnaire were f;rouped around these gen­

eral topics in the questionnaire: 

1. llesponsil,ili ties for care and g;uidance of children 

a. Assuming responsibility for children's routines of feed-

ing. dressing, sleep and rest, a .. nd cleimliness. 

b. Supervision of the children's outdoor activities. 

c. The cure of the cllild.1•en when they are ill. 

d. '.J:he recreation of the children. 

e. Tbe ,r_;uidance and discipline of th.e children. 

2. ResponsibilitieG for homeirnakin"-:; activities. 

a. Household tasks. 

b. Outdoor tasks. 

c. :&int er tainmen t. 

Gerta.in atti ti;u:teB, feelin,:)3 an<.l OJJinions that seemed related. to 

t}1e married st' . .:t<10,1t 1 s home life were :formulated into questions and 

grmipecl to{';ether as an o:pinionnuire. A list of probable family goals 

•,.mre 3Upp1ie(1 to 'be ranked. by the parents in the order of their impor-

tance. Q,u.estionnaires for the men we:ce en and_ those for the women 

111<::,re orant;e in order to avoid confusion in tabu.lation. 

C. Treatrnent of th.e Data 

:l:1he homes of the thirty-six couples that constituted the represen-

tati ve sau1plo in i;nis study were visited. by the investif;ator to ascer­

tain the willint;neGs of ea.ch couple to participate in thi,;; survey. The 

investii::ator i;ave each particlpai-it en opportunity to inspeet the ques-

tionnaire 2nd to cp1es tion tho writer concerning any deta:lls a.s to the 

ptu'poses of th.e study, and interpreta.t:lon of quc:lstions on ·the 
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questionnaire. They were asm.u·ed that results would be returned to 

them on completion of the stuey. At the conclusion of this preliminary 

discussion, the couple were given the opportunity to indicate their 

willine-ness to participate in this particular survey. All of the 

couples indicated in tl1e affirmative, with the wives sti1)u.lating. 11 If 

my husband hris time. u 

Of the couples listed tentatively, thirty-three completed question­

naires Hs indicated La the description of the sali.lple. These couples 

,,rere f;i ven the opJ)ortuni ty to coill_plete the questionnaire durint; this 

initial visit o:f the investiGator. Some of the couples felt t.ney l'.rere 

pressed for time a.t that moment and asked to be permitted to fill out 

the questionnaire at their leisure. and a date wa.s set for ·the investi­

f;ator to return for it. 

Each of the couples were asked to seal their questionnaire in an 

envelope provided for that purpose. The importance of a colllplete ques­

tionnaire was stressed. The couples were assured of the anonymity of 

their replies. The only identification on the questionnaire was ti-1e 

family code mmber w, .. ich the co1JJ)le drew from a group of numbers. This 

was done to make pairing of the questionnaires of husband and wife pos­

sible when tabulating the data. No other identification was required. 

The data obtained from the questionnaire were trea:t,.:id by simple 

statistical methods through use of percentage tables with the perce11t­

at;e of at.;TeeL1ent betveen the spouses. Interpretations were written b;y· 

the investif:;a.tor in orclor that the reader mii:::.ht get a picture of the 

di vision-of-labor tha.t existed in tlle thirty-tlJ.ree families of the 

study. 
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Data on d.ivision of res2onsibili ty with regard to child cRre and 

guidance were treated first, and st1uwaries of findings made. Then a 

silllil<·r treathlent of the items pertainin{; to homemaking ,tasks resulted 

ill _percentaE}~S i11dicatin;; division-of-labor in that area of re~ponsi-

bili ty. SUJ.i!i:,aries of ti1G findint;s were made :for the divisio11 of re-

sponsibili ties rela.to<l to child care and g.J.id . .:u1.cc a.s well &,,s for those 

related to boi11eii.18.kinc, tasks. 

The opinionnaire resuliis were cumput;od, interpreted, and. cor1.cl11-

sions drawn. ]'inall;,r, the goals in rank ordor of their irn[)ortanco to 

the fa.u1ilies uere plac0d in tables and iuter9retatio11s med.e. 

The find.in..;s of the s t1.1dy were Sl.litHarized with implicRtions dra;wn 

for fa.ri1ily life ed.uc£.tion and for future research. 

D. Scope ~ Limitations of .1lJ£ Study 

'l'he findin~::;s of this study apply only to the sample from which they 

were a.eri ved. :Beint; only thirteen per cent short of a complete sample 

they pro be.bly are re p1'0 sen ta t:i. ve of all such families m the Oklahou1e. At,ri-

cultural and LJlechanic&.1 Oollei.-,;'e ca,npus. Probebly some of the ma.jor 

fi11di11~s relative to di vision-of-labor in t.L e hO.!.ilC a_;.:iply to :fruailies. 

in siuihr ci.rcums ta.nces on otl1er coll13b8 cauipuses. Sow.e o:f the i'ind-

4 
v:'i th those done by Landis, 

. 5 
aud by othC:lrs. }for tlrn t reason 

4The adva.nta{;es t"~'1d disadvanttJt,;es as listed by th.e ci:ru1;ms families 
were similar to those of the Landis study, (.Qll. cit.) in that the prin­
ciple d.iza.dvantt:1.t.:;e was finatlcial iusecuri ty arid ti!.e ~~Tea test ad.va.nta(~-e 
was in euotional se(;uri ty e.nd mutua.li ty of pur.,Jose. Landis found. also, 
as slwt111 in tLis study, that these married st,2den.ts would hesitate to 
reco"Hnend friends to 1narry w1:iile utill in colle,.,e. 

5T11c Skid:r101~e st:_:tdy (.22, cit.) found. a hit~h porcenta/.e of husbands 
shared 1:Ji th the household tasks. The present stl1dy shows ;,,ore sJlc,ring 
of the care of' children by iiusb~'.nd.s i~nd so1ne less s~;.a:rinc in nousework. 
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it is posHi.ble ttw.t the :major results of this stud,y 1,ia;r a,Jply to fam-

ilies on ott.er cawpuses WllO live under like conditions. 

H. 11eliabili ty and Valic:L:i. ty 

Some d.e(";ree of validi t;y is cJ.ai.mecl for the st;J.d;T bec2:mso of the 

care exercised in forrnnlahon of the qtieBtionnaire to uake the re-

sponseo to it as objective as possible. (See cri tHriE, adhered to on 

p. 10.) 1,, conscientiot1s, honefJt job in ch(:;ckin"; vnd am,werini..--: the 

r,ettin1s Vc3.licl. returns. Only three cases failed to res:poncl with COJc,-

plete retllrns. 

and to {:et separate returns from hnsba.nd and \or:i.fe Jncobably increaicmd. the 

va.licli tt of Li.e returns as well. 

af,Teernent ranf,;i11c from 85 to 100 were the result. This not only incU-

cetes :reliability of the retui·m3 bu.t ,gives soHe inclicntion o.f vaJ.id.ity 

because it is unlikely ·that the spouses would falsif;/ the same re-

sponses. 

Responses to the opinionnaire are probably h1:1seo. less on fact thnn 

8xe those to tJ:1e check list because opinions were all tnat iras required.. 

Howev0r, those opinions if t;iven honestly sre valid for the persons 

J1resEm tins then. ¥fore attention war; paid to the reaso,1s 0:i ven for the 

rGplies B.s th,a;y- represented open-end questions in which ~;reater sgonta.-

nei ty in r0sl_)onse could be obtained. It was believed that SllCh sponta-

nei ty would supply valid re£uwn.s for the opinions stated. 

A blaaket qu.estion was inserted in the questionnaire concernhliC:: 

the res_;}onsi1Jilities for the g;u.idanco of children. 

question 6.) 

(See l(opEmdix, p. 1)9 
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Husbands and wives were in complete agreement that they shared the 

responsibilities in seventy-three per cent of the cases and that the 

mothers were in chart;;e in twenty-seven per cent of the cases. J!,rom the 

detailed check list that followed, approximately the saw.e returns were 

received. in that the responsibilities for child t.;c2idance were 1~ound to 

be shared in about six-sevenths (8Cry"6) of the sample, and the mother 

responsi1Jle in aliout one-eighth (12.5%) of the ca.ses. In the reELa,inder 

of the cases ('7 .57l) responsibility was attributed to the fathers. 

There is no exact way of comparint: the responses to questions six 

and seven "bec&use they are not exactly parallel. However, Table I 

gives some indication of agreement on the sint~le question and. the find-

int:s on the separate items that constitute guidance of children as 

6 
listed in Mo. 7: a., b, and c. 

TABLE I 

P.hlRG:E.ISfTAGB lillSPO:NSES TO SIHGLE Q,U.hlS'l1IOJJ 01\! '\'JHO ASSDHJ.iJS Ri.!.;S:?ONSIBILITY 

]'OR CAR.ill AWJJ GtJIDANGl:i OF ClIILDRillrT COMPAl:Ui:D TO GOH.2IIJRIO:Gf OF 

BJ.f:SPONS.:.S TO Sl!.JPlLuJl,.TJli ITEMS OH 2"1H.E SAJ:;JE 

Items to Com1mre 

6. Responses to 
single question 

7. Compilation o:f answers 
to three questions 

6s · a· ee 11.p1Jen .ix, pp. 69-71. 

Percenta{:;e Response 

Shared 1Jife Husbtmd 

73% 0 

12.5% 7 .55~ 
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Suell. siuilai-i ty in res;_Jo11n0 M.l ind.icf~ te<l. in Table I ,,.i ves evidence 

of reliahili ty 011 the child. t!'~uidanco i tews. 

Ho 3uch ,:ieas;J_res uero r":valle.oJ.o for t!.2i rest of th,2: questionnaire 

throui)1 :re, rett&.hle 01•,im:iion. Em·rever, no ,~i~eat conc0rn 1;JD.G fel·(; on 



Cl{APTER III 

.iJ'JJ,LYSIS .LJJIJD Hfl1.1J:lRf'Rl:.lTLTIOH 0.1!' DATA 

A. The I)ivision of Responsibilities Centering l1rom1d The Care bru1 

Guidance of Children in the l!'amily 

In the first section of the questionnaire the parents were asked 

to indicate the di vision of res_ponsi bili tics relative to cllild gi:ddance 

and child cftrG pract;ices in their l101nes. T.hey were asked to indicate 

by checks the items of responsibility they assumed. (1) by themselves 

1 
alone; (2) by sharin{~ with spouse and (J) by c1eler;ating ·to others. 

These results were tabulated, converted into percentaces, placed in 

tr1.bles from 1-1hich interproktions were made. 

'l'able II on the next pa,c;e presents tlle responsEn; of the young 

parents, and. their correspond.in{-~ percentage a,3recment. on i tew3 dealinc 

1:ri th res;ousibili ty for childrens 1·eediw;. Table II shoHs tlrn.t in over 

one-half of the cri.ses, the responsibility for feed.inf; the c.hildren fell 

·bo the "10 tJ1ers of the sample. In about one-third of the cases the feed-

in,.: was done join tl;:.r or interclw.n:c'.:eably. 'l!he hus·bund Edone was re-

sponsi ble in onl}r about five :per ce:at of the cases. Outside ,:1elp wc.1.s 

no,;libi"ble in these fauilies. 

1s· i\ ct· 68 ,, 1 t· · ~ ··r t t' t t' ee r ... ppen i:x, fl• 1:or samp e ques ·ionnaire Iorrns. l!.o ,e na ne 
catet,oriDs 11 both to."~eti1er 11 and. 11 interchansea.bly 11 wer0 combined in the 
final treatment of data as the subjticts uere not able to disc.riminate 
between the two. 
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TABLE II 

A.bD HOTlLi!iH 01\f I&S?ONSIBILITY IN F'u;DHfG T1:ilii C:1ILD.RJ:GN 

-- - -·-- ..... -~-

Items .Percenta:r;e Res.pons es 
of Ho ther 

---·-·--· --------------~-------
2 

Ghilclren 1 s feedin;:; 1~- M. J!' J3 0 HR 

Percer 1tas;e Responses 
of rather 

l w M 

---------------
2 

};' B 0 irn 

19 

·---

l1reakfast 33 73 J 2L} 0 0 JJ 7 J 6 21 0 0 

11.mch 32 39 3 L.4-5 9 J 33 5' J J6 J 0 

dinner 33 1+8 6 1+5 0 0 33 6 1 6 33 0 0 

- ~----

Percenta,:;e Response Averac;e 53 l.1-- 38 J 1 5 30 l O 

Percenta~;e of A,-;reement . . . . . . . . . . . . . 89 99 92 98 99 

_.,.__..__~·-------·------------

The division-of-labor rel2.tive to the dressin(:; of children appears 

in Ta."ble III on the next pa;e0 e. It shows percentage responses and per-

centa,:;e of agreeE1ent of pa.routs on res_f.)onsibili ty for dressing and 

undressing the cltildren. 

2 In the above and all su·bseq:uent ta.bl0s the abbreviations used 
ts1ill ·be the followin,~: 111\l,rr nu,~iber; 11 ,-i, 11 mother; U.ir, 11 father; 
11 .B,n ·both to,ether or intorc,rn,ngeable; 110, 11 others (friends, relatives, 
e;,1pl0Jees); and "iJR, 11 no res,)onse. 
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TABLE. II I 

D1YISIOM-0]'-L.Al30R lll\ill Tllb PbRGBMTAGE O]' AGB.fuliilvlli:HT OJi' Ji'ATlI.illR 

AND MOTHclR mr RhSPOl~SI:BlLITY rn DRBSSING O]' CHILDREN 

-
Items Percen te.t,;ra Responses Percen ta,;e Responses 

of Mot.her of Father 

l. Ohildxen 1 s dress int: N' .M ]j' J3 0 1m N M F B 0 llTR 

morning 33 79 6 15 0 0 33 76 6 18 0 0 

after nap 33 88 0 6 6 0 t32 79 J 12 J 3 

bedtime JJ 45 9 4.5 0 0 t33 27 12 61 0 0 

Ptlrcenta,;:;i~ Response Averace ?l .5 22 2 0 61 7 JO 1 l 

Percentac;e of Af~reement • • . . • . . . • • • • • 90 98 92 99 99 

The 111others of the families of the sample uere responsible in most 

cases for dressinc and undressing of the children. They indicated that 

t; tey alone, supervised. the dressini:::; of the children in seventy-one per 

cent of the cases. Tt>.e husbands felt that the mothers t-rere responsible 

in 0111,y sixty-one per cent of the cases but credited themselves with 

sharing with the h1oth0rs most of ths difference between their responses. 

As coald be ex.t;1ectt;d the f'ELt£1ers asswned iJlore responsibility for dress-

in,c~ and und.ressin,<; the children at betltinte in the even.in~; th;sm du.ring 

the day, since t,; is was when they Li.ad free ti1ne. 
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In Table IY as listed below is the compilation of responsi'bili ties 

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

T.flBLL IV 

Itemr; Pere en taf.~e Responses Percenta_0;e Responses 
of Mother of 1'ather 

1. Children's sleep N M F J3 0 liTR N M F B 0 WR 
w1d rest 

i,wrnin&: nap 6 18 0 0 0 82 13 33 0 J J 61 

afternoon YiG,1) JO ?J 0 9 9 9 29 6l.j, 3 18 J 12 

bedtime at ni;,:;:h t 32 }6 9 51 0 J 33 27 6 67 0 0 

J 20 3 Jl J 27 2 24 

Percentaf,e of At:reement • • . • • • . • • • • • 99 100 93 99 93 

Table IV ind.5.cates that parents a,c~reed tha·~ mothers of the fami-

lies, in three-f'ourthn of the cases were resvonsi 1Jle t·or the children I s 

nap periods. ( Some of the children no lonr:er took napr::i.) ',Ji th re(:;ard 

to putti111, the children to be:id. at ni":;ht, however both fathers ancl x,1others 

were i:nvolvea. to a highe::c degree than was the responsibility tne uother 

alone. 

'I.1e,blE, V Hhich follm,,s is a compile.tion. of di-:tta ,Jertainint,' to 

responsibilities of parents for the cleanline8s routines of their 

children. 
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TABLE V 

DIVISION-OF- LABOR AND Trill 'bRCl:.NTAU:c. OF AGREEMENT OF HUSE.AUD AND 

WI!~ R~GARDING RESPONSIEILITI~S 'OR CHILDR.i!:N1 S CLEANLINESS 

I teros 
Percenta5 e Res ponses Percen ta,,e Res J ons es 

of other of ather 

1. Children's 
cleanliness 

N F B 0 NR N M F l3 0 NR 

brushing 32 54 0 39 3 3 32 64 3 27 3 3 teeth 

t aking 
33 70 0 30 0 0 33 67 0 33 0 0 bath 

washing hands 33 21 0 76 3 0 33 30 0 70 0 0 
and face 

brushine; and 33 L~8 0 51 0 0 33 58 0 Lt,2 0 0 
combing hair 

toileting 33 33 0 58 9 0 33 36 0 61 3 0 

Percent ~e Response Aver~ e 45 O 51 J l 51 l 47 1 1 

Percent ~e of Agreement ...•.•.•..•..• 94 99 98 98 100 

There is a hioi percentar~e of a l,Teement on t he responsibilities of 

mothers and fathers in relation t o keeping t he cnildren clea.n . They 

a · eed tha t t he fathers never t ook t he full responsibility in t he clean-

liness r outines. but in about one- half of the c ses, t hey assumed the 

job interchant;eably or jointly ith t he mothers . Th re.,t of t he tiwe 

( about 50fo ) t he mothers took over t hese duties t hemselves . 

Su~ervision of the chi ldren 's outdoor ctivities is the subject 

for Table VI W' ich follows 011 t ha ne:ct page . 
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T.AJ:311; YI 

DIVISION-OF- LABOR AND P . C..b..i'JT.A.Gli! OF AGREEH.J!:NT O]' FAT.rI.l:.R AND 

'lOTHJi.R RE · RDI NG RLSPOlrnIBILITI.c,S tOR SUP.c,RYISION 

OF CHILDIDm I S OUTIXJOR k: TIVITH,S 

rte.ms Percenta6e Res .onses Percent a 0 es onses 
of 1- other of 'ather 

2. Chi l dren ' s IN M ]' B 0 m .N M ]' B 0 NR 
outdoor activities 

during 32 82 0 3 12 3 JJ 82 0 9 9 0 
t he mor ning 

af t er supper JO JO 24 J6 0 9 33 JO 21 45 J 0 

Sundays and 33 15 
holid83s 

18 67 0 0 JJ 12 9 79 J 0 

Percenta,.,e Res onse Aver e;e 42 14 35 4 4 41 10 44 5 0 

PercentaGe of ~ Teement .•..•..•.•..•• 99 96 91 99 96 

Parents agreed t hat i n about f orty per cent of t he cases t hat the 

su ervision of c. ildren's outdoor activitie s ras solely t he mothers' 

r e sponsibility and in like percent a ge of cases , t heir res onsibility 

jointly wi t ,1 the f t hers . The fat hers I gTeater participation ap ears 

to be aft er s upper and on Sundays and holidays ; and i n t hree-fourths 

of t he cases, i n conjunction with hi s wife . Evidently t hese fat hers 

are aking an eff ort t o share i n t he recreational lives of t heir 

children as much s t he mo t hers e.ccept t hat t hey concentrate t heir 

efforts on days wl1 en t hey c1re more f ree f r om t he presstll'es of school. 
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The table t hat follows , Table VII , pr esent s a compilation of dat a 

rela tive to parent s ' care of ch ildren during an illness . An inter pr e-

tation of t he findin s follow t he t able. 

TABLE VII 

DIVISIO l- 0 -LABOR li.J:>JD .P.LRC.L:: TAG!!: 0 AGBEl,1. 'NT O:F' ] 'AT R D 

TIJER R."ihill.DING m.;s· ONSI ILITIES )!,OR CHILD 

DURING ILLNESS~S 

I terns Percen taGe Responses Percent af e Res onses 
of .fother of Father 

J . Children ' s N M F B 0 NR N .1 ):i, B 0 NR 
i llnesses 

week days 33 67 0 JO 3 0 33 58 0 36 6 0 

ni ghts 28 42 6 36 0 15 33 33 3 64 0 0 

Sundays and 
33 21 0 79 0 0 31 18 9 67 0 6 

holid ys 

Percentat e Response Aver ·e 43 2 48 1 5 35 4 56 2 2 

Percentar,e of Agreement ..•.•..•....•. 92 98 92 99 97 

About one- hal f of t he responses indic te t hat mo thers and fa thers 

shared when t he children were ill, with a greater j oin t participation 

on Sundays and holidays . Over one-third indicat ed t hat t he mothers 

assumed f ull responsibility, ( especiall y on week dn.,rs) . The contri­

bution of fat hers alone , and t ha t of others was al ost ne ligible.3 

3rt is int eres t in6 to note t ll' t t he fa thers s ive t hemselves more 
credit for assuming full res1}onsi bili t y for s ick children on Sundays 
and holidays t han t heir wives i ndica te . 
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The table that follows, Table VIII, inclicates the percentai";e of 

responses hlade by parents to items dealing uith supervision of their 

children's leisure time activities. 

TA:Blill: VI II 

INDIGATimrs OF HOW TH.lii .PJillhlliTS DIVIDbi BJ!.:S.l:'O.asrnrLITibS 

:tOR Ti:TulIR CHILDREI:P $ LEISUR:l!l Tli:!J.l!i ACTIVITIES, JUiD 

Items Pere en ta{;ce Responses Percenta~.:;e Res9onses 
of Mother of Father 

5. Leisure time lir M F Il 0 ?JR N M 1!' B 0 1m 
activities 

reads to 33 27 3 70 0 0 33 27 9 64 0 0 

sint:;s to JO 42 0 48 0 9 31 51 0 L~2 0 6 

takes walks 27 .36 0 45 0 18 JO 2LJ., 3 64. 0 9 

plays outdoor 23 6 27 36 0 JO 25 9 18 48 0 24 
(\';ames 

plays indoor 28 21 0 64 0 15 32 27 0 70 0 3 
g&nes 

listens to 23 18 3 L~8 0 JO 22 15 3 4-8 0 .33 radio 
views 

television 7 0 0 18 J 79 5 0 3 12 0 85 

plays and listens 
20 15 3 39 J 39 15 21 3 21 0 54 to records 

sliares in lJ J 3 JO 3 61 14 12 0 JO 0 58 
hobbies 

Percentai.J:) Response Avera:.:;e 19 4 44 1 .31 21 .5 i.J,4 O 30 

Percentage of Ag-reei.rient • • • ......... 98 99 100 99 99 
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Table VIII may be inter reted as showinr; t hat fathers and mothers 

shared in the leisure time activities of t heir children in forty-four 

per cent of t he incidents . Cultural activities such as reading, singing, 

radio listening, record playing were shared by mo t hers and children 

alone. Such responsibilities were checked in about one-fifth of t he 

cases. Mothers also more frequently t ook thew for walks and directed 

their indoor play. 

The spouses did not agree on participation i n t he hobbies of their 

children. This may be due to the fact that t he hobbies were not 

definitely specified. 

About one-third of t he activities were not checked, indicating 

t hat they wer e not participated i n by either parents or children; 

television, for example, was checked by only seven faii1i li0s. 

"Working with children" is t he subject of Table IX. It shows the 

division of responsibility of fathers and mothers in wor king with chil-

dren in housework, yardwor k , carpentry, painting and in re airing of 

toys. 

In Table IX, activities listed in t he category of "worki ng wi t h 

children," indice te that responsibilities were about equally shared by 

husband and wife. However, it appe rs that many of t he children did 

not engag e in these "work" activities as about half of the cases eave 

no response . As to be ex ected, f thers worked u10re with t he ch ildren 

in work that is considered "man ' s work" such as car entry , y rdwork, 

and mending toys while nothers assurned gr eater responsibility fo r house­

work , and surprisingl y enough , painting.4 

4Harold T. Christensen i n Marriage Analysis (pp . 9h-1J O) gives the 
division-of-labor commonl y found i n the American middle-cl ss family 
which is based on sex differences and cultural determinations . 
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TABLE IX 

RESPO:NSIBILITL:;s Il\\VOLVbD I} ITEMS 11 \JORKIHG hITH CHILD.R]]H11 

--

Items Percentage Responses Percentage Responses 
of Mother of Father 

.5. harking with li M }i" :B 0 lffi llf M F B 0 llfR 
children 

houseworlc 24 58 0 15 0 27 21./, ~7 0 6 0 27 

yardwork 17 6 24 21 0 48 17 6 27 18 0 48 

carpentry 12 3 27 6 0 6L~ 11 3 24 6 0 67 

painting 15 24 15 6 0 54 16 ~l 12 15 0 51 

mending toys 20 J J6 18 3 39 21 6 45 12 0 36 

Percentage Response Average 19 20 13 l 46 21 22 11 o 46 

Percentaf.:;e of Ag;reement • • . . • • • • . • • • • • 98 98 98 99 100 

Tables X, XI and XII pertain to child-rearing responsibilities 

assumed by ;nothers end fathers jointly and separately as well as to 

types of g;uidance and discipline exercised by each. Guida.nee and 

disciplinary practices were divided into three classes, -constructive, 

restrictive, and neutral,-with a table for each type. Res,,,lts are 

indicated in the interpretations which f'ollow each table. 

If there is a l!1arked division-of-labor in the guidance of the 

children these data do not show 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.ill OF' C01~STRUCTIV'.tli GUID.AllJCli: BY FATH1;RS .AND 

MOTHERS SEPARATELY JlJU) JOil'fl'LY -.,l\l THE REltRIN'G OF THEIR 

Items Percentage Responses Percenta6e Responses 
of Mother of Father 

7. Constructive N M F ::B 0 NR N M F :B 0 N'R 
r;uidance 

sw::ges ting 27 12 J 67 0 18 Jl 21 0 73 0 6 

substituting 22 9 0 58 0 33 20 21+ 0 J6 0 39 
settin1-s a 19 0 

good example 3 5l.i, 0 42 21 9 0 54 0 J6 

helping; as 26 6 0 73 0 21 28 9 0 76 0 15 
needed 

1Jraising 30 9 3 79 0 9 29 6 J 79 0 12 

allowing 
to choose 

18 6 6 lj,2 0 1..~5 19 6 9 42 0 i,1,2 

reassuring 28 9 J 73 0 15 24 6 0 67 0 27 

rewarding 19 6 0 51 0 42 21 6 0 58 0 36 

reasoning 28 9 J 73 0 15 JO 3 9 79 0 9 

Percentage Response Average 7 2 6.3 0 27 10 2 6J 0 2.5 

?ercentage of Agreement . • • • • • . • . . . • • • 97 100 100 100 98 

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

are in the column headed 11both together, 11 or "'interchangeably, 11 indicates 



t hat there was considerable cooperation and consistency in t he guidance 

of children where t he use of t hese techniques was concerned. 

Note the rather marked incidence ®f t he use of positive guidance 

such as "pr aising ," "reassuring ," 11 giving hel p as needed," and "sug­

gesting" (range of 79 to 91 per cent). "Allowi ng to choose" and 11 re­

rarding" a pear to have been used by fewer arents t han were other 

practices except for t l ose not used at all indica ted in t he "no re­

s ponse" column. 

The i ncidence of t he use of neutral or questionable guidance 

appears in Tabl e XI together wi t h t he percentage responses for parental 

exercise of such corrective measures. 

For lack of a better connotation, the investigator has grouped 

some of t he disciplinary measures that are neither restrictive nor 

strictly guidance in nature under t he heading "neutral or questionable." 

About one- fourth of t he parents indica t ed tha t t h ey shared equally t he 

use of prac t ices neither restrictive nor in t he nature of gui dance = as 

shown in Table XI. Neither t he mothers a lone , nor t he fathers used 

these practices to any marked degree . In fact, over fifty per cent of 

t he f ami lies did not use t hem t all. 

The practice used ,nos t cofillilonly by t he parents was that of "cor­

recting by telling children how t hey should have done ." The pract ices 

least used by t he parents , by t heir own admis sions, were t he question­

able pract ices of "comparing one chi ld unfavorably wi t h another," 

"bribing ," "letting have own way ." 

29 
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TABLl!l XI 

INDICATIONS OF Tlfill USB OF Qlf~STIONABLE OR l\llilUT.RAL GUIDANCE 

AS ETuRCIS}J;D IN THlii RLARIHG OF CHILDREN 

:SY FAP-.tD1RS Al~·D 1•lOTHlllRS S:lflPARA.TJ;:LY Al\iD JOINTLY 

Items Percentage Responses Percentage Responses 
of Mother of Father 

7. Neutral and question 
l'l" M F J3 0 NR N M F B 0 }JR 

able guidru1ce 

letting have 7 J 0 18 0 79 9 15 6 6 0 73 own way 

correcting 21+ 9 6 58 0 27 31 6 6 82 0 6 

promioing 11 6 0 ·30 0 67 22 12 6 48 0 JJ 
reward 

overlooking or 12 6 0 JO ·o 64 12 0 6 30 0 64 
iguorinf; 

letting suffer 
consequences 8 6 3 15 0 76 10 0 9 21 0 70 

bribing 7 3 0 18 0 79 7 6 6 9 0 79 

comparing 5 6 0 9 0 82 6 6 6 6 0 82 
unfavorably 

Percentage Response Avera.€,'0 6 l 25 O 68 6 6 29 O 58 

Percentage of Agreement ••..•••.•.•..• 100 95 96 100 90 

There were sohle minor differences in the responses of the parents 

on certain items. Host prominent ajnong these differences was in 
) 

responses to the item 11 lettin6 children have own way. 11 In three per : 

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

while the fathers indicated the mothers used it in about fifteen per 
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cent of the cases. The 1.t1others incorporated tl1is difference in the 

"together" column indicating that they thought both parents let the 

children have their own way. 

Table XII lists the possible restrictive disciplinexy measures 

used by parents with the percentage each is ,rned by fathers and mothers 

respectively. 

In abou·t one-third of the cases the disciplinary measures were 

exercised by both mother and father. These included "depriving of a 
., 

pleasure," 11 threatening, 11 11 span.king,u 11 sending to bed,'' ,"sitting on a 

chair," and 11 scolding. 11 The mothers alone 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 adcJi tion they checked "threatening,." 11 scold-

ing, 11 and "isolation" more freq_ueutly than the fathers indicated for 

them. In fact, husba.nds and wives disar_;reed on these items more than 

on any other items to thio point. Could the reason for this discrep-

an.cy be that the fathers were not always there.to observe the disci-

plin~ry measures used by the mot.hers? Or could it be that the fathers 

liked to credit tnemselves with being the more strict of the ti10 

parents? 

It is interesting to note that only two of the thirty-three fawi-

lies did not use spanking at so.u1e ti111e or other. Scoldin.,~ ranked next 

highest in incidence of use(85%). 

Note the rather high incidence of the use of other restrictive 

pr8.ctices such as 11 depriving of a pleasure," "threa.tening, 11 11 foreing, 11 

11 lilakint; sit on a chair, 11 and 11 sending to bedtt ( ranr;e from J6 to 57Jfi). 
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T.A.BJ...E XII 

UJDICI,'i.1 IOi~S OF TFL2l USb OJ!1 fil;STRICTIVti DIS0IP1Il\f.6 PHAGTICi;;S BY 

Items I .Pere en ta.L:;e H.es:,;.io.nses Percentac:,e Iies1JOl1S8S 

of Mother of F'a.ther 

7. Restrictive I 
N M F B 0 :~rn H ii1I F B 0 l'JR 

clisc:ipJ.ine ! 
! 

shutUnt; in 8. 1 J 0 0 0 9:7 0 0 0 0 0 100 
closet 

depri vin,~ of a l 0 0 J 0 97 l 3 0 0 0 97 rnea.l 
I 

deprivins of a 14 6 0 J6 0 58 17 I J 0 lJ,8 0 4,8 
pleasure 

threatening 19 21 0 J6 0 1+2 22 9 6 51 0 JJ 

spankin~, .. s 31 12 12 64 0 6 31 6 15 73 0 6 

slap pint; 6 9 0 9 0 82 10 6 9 15 0 70 

sending to bed 12 12 3 21 0 61.J, 17 12 9 JO 0 !+8 

shuttin10:: in 6 15 0 3 0 82 3 3 6 0 0 91 
0 1:ffi room 

si ttint".: on a 19 18 12 27 0 1}2 17 , 15 9 27 0 iJ,8 
crrntr 

I 
fore inf: 15 J J 39 0 5L1, 23 

I 
0 21 2+8 0 JO 

26 scoldin2; 28 15 0 70 0 15 I 0 9 70 0 21 
I 

Percenta;c;e Response Av·erft::;::e 10 3 28 O 58 .5 8 33 0 .54 

I'crcenta"_;:,e of 11.t;reeraent • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 95 95 95 100 96 



Such items as "shutting; in a closet,'' 11 depriving of a r,:1ea1, 11 and 

11 shutting in own room, 11 were the least checked. 'i'!i th the exception of 

s:pankinf~ and scolding there were ,J·wwever, fort;r-two to rlinety per cent 

of the parents who did not employ some of the various disciplinary 

rneasu.re s. (See Table XII. ) 

There is no measure of the frequency, nor of the intensity of the 

JJ 

use of m1y guidance or disciplinary measures. ]'or ther.H:J reasons sweep-

ing ,seneralizations cannot be drawn fro,,1 the resnl ts of these find.inti',S. 

The data c;i ve evidence to support the belief that more families use 

positive r'.c}lidance 1rrethods than use the questionable or neutra.l pre.cti­

ces; however, with the exception of spanking and. scolding, more eases 

checked positive than restrictive discipline. 

In any event, it would app(:lf'J' that for the xnost part _parents were 

not willing to say that they disci_plined and guided their children any 

way but jointly or interchangeably. They evidently looked upon such as 

a cooperative job. T.here is sorne indication, however, that mothers in 

six to ten percent of the cases were ,mre responsi'ble than were fathers 

for such correction and g,u.idance. 

Havin{'; someone to stay with children, es_pecially when they are 

small is a recognized necessity in the middle class fa111ily. For that 

reason items on responsibility for 11 s:'Lttint; with the cll.il,lren° were 

included in this study. Results of this inquiry are presented in 

Table XIII. 

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 pa.rents. However the mothers alone were re­

sponsible in a·bout one-fourth of the cases, since they cared for the 
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children d.uring the fathers• class tirne. :I1he fathers alone were re-

sponsible chief~y when SJ1ouse went marketinf;. There t,rere times whE-m 

this task was shared and those were the tiues that the ci:,.ildren were 

taken along, for example "during church. 11 ]'or the most part, however, 

tl:is duty of sitting with children vras lar<";ely shared (3J50 or dele-

{;ated to others (J97b ). 

TABLE XIII 

MOTh.elll Olif R}:;JS}'OlJSIBILITY OF 11 SI'.['TIWG11 VJITII TH.fil CEILDRlliN 

-. ,__. ,______ -

Percentage Responses Percentafe H.esponses 
Items o:f J,.fothor of };'ather 

8. 11Sitting11 with 
N M JI' B 0 HR H 1v1 ]' }3 0 NR 

children 

------

during cla.ss 28 67 0 6 12 1.5 Jl 82 0 0 12 6 

when spouse 24 6 48 12 6 - 27 28 12 1-t-5 21 6 1.5 
is marketing; 

uhile parents 21 0 0 6 58 36 2l1, 0 0 9 64 27 
do some thin,<; 

durin12; church 20 9 3 15 JJ 39 25 6 J JO 36 24 

---

Perccmtage Response AverB;;e 21 13 10 27 29 25 12 15 JO 18 

.Percentage of At,reement • . • . . • . . . . . . • . 96 99 95 97 89 



Sw,unary of findint:s on child care and t;ui dance practices 

These arents in general shared t heir responsibilities for child 

guidance and child ca.re , but with certain exceptions. The fathers' 

activiti es concerning t he children were l ar gely t hat of sharing re­

sponsibility ith the mo t hers r ther than their assuming full respon­

sibi lity . The only activity t hat the fat hers alone , did as often a s 

t he lllothers a lone, w s "work with t he children;" and there was evidence 

t ha. t t hese activities were not articipated in by .u1any families . The 

recre tional activities were i n mos t of t hese famil ies a shared res on­

sibility. 

More of t hese famil ies used cons tructive guidance t han other for s 

of gui dance or discipline . Over one- half of t he cases indica ted t hat 

t hey did not use restrictive disci line practices. It was interesting 

to note, that t he mos t used restrictive guidance ass anking and all 

but two famil i e s noted use of it a t one time or another. 

The const r uc tive guidance pr actices r ost frequently checked were 

"praising children" and "reasoning with childr en." The most used 

questionable or neutral guidance r actice was 11 correcting chi ldren by 

telling children how t hey should have done . 11 These families indica ted 

a l most no use of hysical restrictions or depriving children of l!leals . 

Their discipline with t he exception of s anki ng wr,s mos tly verbal and 

l·rgel y constructive in nature. 

Certain ro utines , namely , feeding , dressing , sleeping and res t ing , 

are t he responsibility of t he mothe r alone , in more cases than are 

shared respons lbili"ties. Duties centering around children ' s cleanli­

ness , care of children dur ing illness, and children's ou tdoor play , 

were t he res onsibility of either t he other a lone, or were shared with 
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t he fat her. He took more par t in t hese activit i es t han he did in t he 

children I s fee din{~• dressing and sleepi ng rou t ines. 

The outside help in t he se fami lie s was al most non-existent . Onl y 

when t he parents did somet hing to~et he r did they have others care for 

t heir chi ldren . and in most cases t h is was a rela tive or friend. 
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B. Th e Division of Responsibilities Centered Around t he Homemaki ng Tasks 

1r he second s ection of t he ques t ionnaire &sked t he spouses to in­

dic a te t heir division-of-labor in the homemaking t asks . They were asked 

to des i gnate by a check who assumed. the major responsibility for prepar a­

tion of t he meals , care of t he house , care of t he f amily clo t hing , re­

pair jobs and outdoor tasks. The counts were convert ed i nto percentages 

and pl a.ced i n tables f rom which interpre t 11 tions were made . 

The first area of investiga t ion i n t hi s sec tion deal s with meal 

planni ng and preparat i on , prepar i ng children' s meals. bakin5 and canning. 

The f indin6 are com iled i n Tabl e XIV. 

1eal pl annin~, and pr eparation seems to have been predomi n tely t he 

respons i bility of t he ,lives . Over t hree- four t hs of t he wo!ilen indica t ed 

t hat meal plannin('; and reparation were done solely by t heu1se l ves . In­

ci dence of t he husbands ' sharin~ i n these responsibilities ranged f ro1ll 

ten t o about t wen t y per cent of the caaes. They carried t he sole respon­

s i bility i n only about three per cent of t he cases on t he average . 

Ho ,ever , it mus t be noted t hat i n some act i vi ti cs t he frequency was some­

what gre a ter. For exampl e t he fat hers alone or joi ntly pre ared break­

fas t in about t wenty per cent of t he cases ( ives say 24%, husbands, 18%). 

Generally speaki ng , ho ever , t hi s a rea of ,, ,eal pl anning was conceded t o 

be t he wives ' re spons ibility. 
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TABLE XIV 

DIVISIOli-OF-IJIBOl:l ]limJEEN HFS}J.kJ'JDS Alm i:HVES OE.NTl!iRING 

AROUND .icillAL PLAl'UTHfG Mm PR.iliPA!_l.ATIOl'if AS INDIC.ATTuD }ff THEIR 

R.IJ:S?ONS:GS TO SUCH ITlwvlS, J!.lifD THE PBRG.u;.NTAG.lli OF Jl .. GR'flEM:i!.;l\lT ON SAME 

Items PercentaGe Responses Percenta,~e Responses 
of Wife of Husband 

1. r1eal jJlanning; and N M F }3 0 NR N M ]' :B 0 lifR 
preparation 

plannin{; meals DJ ~2 0 18 0 0 JJ 85 J 12 0 0 

preparing 133 76 9 15 0 0 33 82 12 6 0 0 
breakfast 

preparinr:; tn 85 
hU1ch 

3 12 0 0 32 85 3 12 0 3 

preparinb' [33 82 6 12 0 0 33 82 6 12 0 0 
dinner 

prepclrint-: chil- t,o 06 0 15 0 9 JO 82 0 9 0 9 
dren 1s meals 

baking 31 ~l 0 3 0 6 .33 94 0 6 0 0 

canning 21 l54 3 6 0 36 22 54 0 12 0 33 

Percentat;e Response Averat~e 78 3 12 0 7 81 3 10 O 6 

Percentage of Agreement •••••••••••••• 97 100 98 100 99 
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The next area of investication pertained to division-of-labor in 

ca.re of' fa.wily clothing. '11his included responsibility for washing, 

ironing, rnending and picking up c:.lild1·en I s clothing. Data are co:mpiled 

in Table XV wdch follows. 

T.P.J3Ll.i XV 

l3Y T~i.JIR lli.S£'0HS:ti.iS TO IT:GNS ON G1;.H,H; OF ]'11J\iILY OLOTEI.L~G 

Items Percenta~~ Responses Percenta1_,e Responses 
of v;;ife of Husband 

1. Ca.re of clothing Ml M F B 0 NR N M F B 0 NR 

washing 33 73 3 24 0 0 33 70 3 27 0 0 

ironing 33 91 0 6 3 0 33 85 0 12 3 0 

mending 33 100 0 0 0 0 32 91.1, 0 3 0 J 
_picking up 

children's 33 61~ 0 JJ 3 0 33 42 0 51 6 0 
. clothes I 

Percentage Respon.se Average 82 l 16 2 0 73 1 23 2 1 

Percentar_;e of Agreer,1ent • • • • • . . . . . • • . • 91 100 93 100 99 

Table XV indicates a. division-of-lal,or pertainint; to ca.re of 

family clothing which a.wl,1.rded the major responsibilities in over three-

fourths of the cases, to the wives of the saiilple. :But in about one-

fourth of the ce.ses responsibilities were shared by husbands and wives. 

There were wide differences relative to the type of job, however. For 
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example .more husbands helped keep children I s clothinfs picked up, and 

helped with the washint; and_ ironin{; than did any .m.endine;. 

Afc;ain it was evident that r,10re husbands t:;ave themselves cred.i t for 

helpint with tho tasks mentioned above (.51, 27 and 12f6 respectively) 

than their wives indicated for thein. 'l'here appears in their minds to 

have been no stii;ma attached to admi ttin,c; that they sometimes did 

11 wor,ien I s work. 115 

i.mother ;c;rou J of ho1i1emftkint_; tasks center around repair and upkeep 

of the home e_nd its eq_uipi:ient. The followj_ng table (:XVI) }:Jresents the 

percenta1:;e of' responses accredited to husbands and wives for such 

activitie::; and the degree to which spouses acree on this division of 

responsibilities. 

In most cases the husbands assumed the r;reater responsibility for 

repair Jobs in tbe househo1ti, a,l though they credit themselves with 

more res:Jonsibill ty tlum. the wives checked for them. it ri:::1·eater number 

of wives ( 16%) than husb1:111ds did not respond to these items thus in-

dicatinr; th~1.t perhaps they thouf;ht these uere not tasks done in their 

homes. Painting for e:,um1ple, was left unchecked by thirty-three per 

cent of the wives. Husbands checked this item, however, and gave 

themselves the major responsibility for it. The (liscrepancy in re-

s,oonses on this subject is not clearly shoi:r.n. in these data.. Perhaps 

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

.5Harold 'l!. Christensen says in r1larria,,·e Analysis (p. 126) that 
men need. to take a l,u,~.er interest in ho1J1emekin{~· H.etainin.i; the 
traditional fi11:·u,1culine roles in a modern society makes adjustMent 
to the changing reqt.drernents of the family uore dif:f'icult. 
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TABLE XVI 

DIVISION OJ? R"~S?Ol:JSIBILITL;S PJi;LATIVi~ TO REP.LUB. AJHJ lJPYJ:.;BP 

AS rnDICAT1<1J EY li.wSPOJ'JS.,,,s OJT 1::mrn.1.nrns JJm kIVJi;S 

-
I t,ems Percent ace B.es9onses I Percentage Responses 

I of t;iife of Husband 

-·-- -

1. Repair jo·bs Ir M ]f' }3 0 J.i!R N M F B 0 1~·n 

paintinr: 2.5 15 36 21..i, 0 2L~ 32 9 58 JO 0 3 
fixing broken JO 

equipgent 
J 82 6 0 9 J2 0 9.:.i( J 0 3 

Percentage Response lhvera1'te 9 .59 15 O 16 5 76 16 0 3 

P0rcen tesf;e of Agreomen t • . . . . • . . . . . . • . 96 93 99 100 87 

I t . . 
:o.ve s · 1 t<a.torf.3 have had reason to believe that household tasks such 

as those listed in Table XVII on the next pa,:;e are often shared in the 

6 
equali tarian. familie,3 of the present. ltspecially is this believed to 

be true shm1ld the wife work. This inves tir;ation atte£i1pted to lee_rn 

in what _percenta,;,e of the homes were the specified hounehold tasks per-

forrned by wives alone, by husbe,ncls alone, by shared activity, or by 

others. The findings are presented in the following table. 

6 '1 a p 1 ' . · . · .. T' • 1 L" ~ ci ·v iJ· a. i.ys Hoa,:0; a.:..().CJ. U-rovos in 1,113rr1a .. ·<e ™ liaJU:t :v --11..§., .... 1 • .i0:i., 

,gives a complete discussion of Gharini):; in the democr0tic fimlily 
of today. 
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TABLE XVII 

DIVISION-OP- LABOR BETvJ.r...i<~ f HUSE.ANDS AND wI ThS .AS Illi:i~OT.lliD BY 

THJ!:IR RESPONSES TO IT.ii; 1S CONG.h.RNING ,.OUSEHOLD TASKS 

AND THE PERC:C.NTAGE OF AGIDE ~NT ON SA.t,JE 

I teJJ1s Percent age Responses Percent a~~ Res onses 
of v i fe of Husband 

1. Housekeeping N M F B 0 R N M ]' B 0 NR 
duties 

WcShing 
dishes 

JJ 85 0 15 0 0 33 79 0 21 0 0 

sweepi ng JJ 88 0 12 0 
f loor 

0 JJ 73 0 27 0 0 

moping JJ 79 9 9 J 0 JJ 76 6 18 0 0 
floor 

dusting JJ 88 J 9 0 0 JJ 82 J 15 0 0 

maki ng JJ 91 J 6 0 0 JJ 82 0 18 0 0 
beds 

s trai tJl tening JJ 73 0 27 0 0 JJ 70 0 JO 0 0 
rooms 

cleaning JJ 70 0 JO 0 0 JJ 61 0 39 0 0 
bathroom 

ashing 
windows 

24 45 12 12 J 27 27 JJ 21 27 0 18 

Percen t age Response Avera~-e 77 J 15 1 J 70 4 24 O 2 

Percen ta&e of AbTeemen t . . • . . . . . . • • . . . 93 99 91 99 99 

The division-of labor in t he household tasks lis ted in Table XVII 

is ell defined , i n that about seventy per cent of t he couples i ndi-

cated t nat the wives alone took the responsibility f or t heir perform-

ance , t he husbands by t hemselves having been respons ible in only t hree 

per cen t of t he cases . The husbands felt , however that i n about 



one-fourth of the cases they shared in these housekeeping tasks, while 

only fifteen 1,er cent of the wives indicated that their lms·bands took 

pa.rt in ~mch duties. 

The area of /:;reatest discrepancy had to do with the husbands I and 

wives' res~)onsibilit;y for washing windows, the husbands rating them-

selves nine per cent hi,;,):1er in assistint; their wives. Twelve per cent 

more hrn:;"bancls checked that they helped rnalce beds,- did the sweeping inter-

chan,_'!,'eably with their wives and helped ui ·th moJ,Jinc; the floor thfm their 

\,rives e;ave theff1 credit for. This differenc.u of opinion is an interest-

ing observation in that in the traditional famj_ly one mi,gh t expect the 

husbands to be a H ttle self-conscious a·bout admitting they did some of 

these household te.sks. In these c<:ses, however, one would rather think 

that the men were frankly acceptine; these homemaking duties and_ it was 

tl::',eir trives who were reluctru1t to acknowled;:;e assistance in these ten 

to fifteen per cent of the cases. Does this attitude represent a 

cultural lat.:; on the part of sowe of the wives in their reluctance to 

relinq·aish these functions of their prescribed role as homeuakers1'7 

Outdoor work has traditionally been ascribed to the husband­

father role.8 The imresti,:;ator determined to find out if being in 

colle,c::;e affected. these prescri'bed clutien to any marked de,;;ree. Items 

listed in Table XVIII on the following pa;.:;e were those included in the 

quentionnaire for consideration in this study. 

7 Carl Mennint::er in Love A,0;ains t Hate ,,;i ves a discussion of the 
frustrations of ,m,uen in. acceptint; chanr,e in their prescribed roles, 
pp. 80-lJLi,. 

8Leonard S. Cottrell, Jr., 11 The Adju.stment of the lndivid;u.al to 
His Age and Sex Roles, 11 Ar,1eric,m Sociolo,t~ical Ii.eview. 191.1-2, 7, 617-620. 



TABLE XVIII 

DlVISIO.tX-0]'-LlIBOR BBTWJiili:N .HUSB.AfJJ13 AND WI"V.Ti;S .AS IlilDICATED :BY 

T}IEIR RES.PONSES TO ITEMS GROUPED TOli-.clTHb.R AS 

OUTDOOR TASKS .Al\TJ) P.fillCbHTAGE OF ..&.GR!ilEMIJllil'l' ON SAIV.E 

Items Percentai;e Responses Percentage Rest,Jonses 
of Wife of Husband 

2. Outdoor tasks ll M F B 0 lfil liI l-1 F J3 0 l~R 

washini'-'; car 29 0 73 15 0 12 31 0 82 12 0 3 

caring for 20 12 39 9 0 
e;arde:n 

39 24 9 l./,2 21 0 27 

carinE for 25 6 Li,S 24 0 24 31 3 67 24, 0 3 
yard 

caring for 1'7 27 
flowers 

12 12 0 48 22 JO 21 15 0 33 

emptying the 32 30 36 24 6 
garbage 3 31 24 .36 33 0 6 

caring for 

I 
16 9 12 27 0 51 17 12 18 21 0 18 

pets 

Pe:rcenta;-;:e of At;reement • • . . • • • • • • • . . • 99 92 9 99 8.5 

A glance at Table 1.'YIU attests to the fact that these outdoor 

activities can scarcely be grouped together because of the variation in 

division of responsibility as shown by the percentages under "M,u 11F, 11 

and ":S. 11 For that reason only a few generalizations can be drawn from 

this table. }?irst, the outdoor e.cti vi ties were not; the responsibility 

o:f one spouse or tlle other in t;.he avera"';e family j)icture. Many such 

duties fell to both spouses, for example observe: irew.ptying the 

garbage, 11 and nearing for the :flot,rers. u A few -were assif.,11ed tq one 

spouse or the other. however. Note that about three-foUl'ths of the 



husbands washed t he car. The wives cared for t he yard or shared t his 

task with t hei r husbands in about three- fourths of t he c ses. Like-

wise, t he hi gh percenta.ee of "no responses" indica t ed th t many families 

did not c rry on these p rticular activities. 

The belief tha t outdoor work is "man 1 s 11 work is not supported by 

t he findint"S in t his ta.bl , except for t he item on washing t he family 

car. The other res lts probably indica te that each frunily has an indi-

vidual pattern, or at l ea.s t, th t the idea. of outdoor wor k as a. task 

assigned to the husband-father is breaking down where t his s ample is 

concerned. It may well be that t he man ' s preoccupa tion with school 

work i n the eveninGs and on holidays prevents hi m f rom doing the above­

ment ioned tasks even if they are prescribed by t he culture.9 

Interest and abili t y in entertaining i s thought to be a feminine 

attribute . In vie ,1 of t he possible {;, owt h of equali t arianism10 in 

family living iaore such res onsibilities are t hought to be becoming 

joint or shared. The resent study t tewpted to learn the incidence of 

such division-of-labor by responses to question t hree in Table XIX on 

t he following page. 

As Table XIX indicates the wi fe a lone was responsible f or t he se 

entertainment items in well over fifty per cent of t he families . The 

spouses are i n p0r fec t agr eement, as t o t he fac t tha t husbands a lone 

9 Aw.ram Scheinfeld in his book on Men and \, omen (.Q.Q. cit . ) t;i ves 
sorne common sex differences a.round w. tich cultural conceptions of .. re­
scribed roles a ... ·e b c1il t . 1 ar garet foad in f ales and Jtemales 0 i ves t he 
point of view o t he a.nthro_po loi;;ists. 

101n , rsoll in a study on trans, iss ion of authority in the family 
predicts that more rn8rri 5es of the next generation will beco,ne eq_ual-
i t arian , if the trend of t he present continues . See Hazel L. Ingersoll, 
11A St udy of Transmission of Authority Patterns in the Fauily, 11 Gene tic 
Psychology ,•lonoEra.phs, 1948 , J8, 225-3 02 . 
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did none of t he "planning , preparation or cleaning up afterward11 for t he 

family ' s entertainment. They did however, ass i s t t h e wives in about 

t wenty-five per cent of the cases, t heir Lr eatest contribution to t he 

joint effort having to help clean up aft er t he entertainment. Thus we 

have in t his item a clea.r-cut exam )le of a func t i on t ha t i s de l ega t ed to 

t h e wife as a part of her prescribed role. 

TABLN XIX 

DIVISION- 01<'- LA:BOR Al'rn p RCL rrAGE Q].,' AGR&.Ji:J IT BET\i:h:EN 

HUSE.AUD AND \; Il!'E OM BLSP01'l"SIBILITY li'OR :hlNT1:,RTAI NID;NT 

Items Percent age Res onses Percentage Responses 
of -ife of Husband 

3, Ent ertainment N M F B 0 NR N M F B 0 NR 

planning 32 85 
ref reshments 

0 12 0 3 31 79 0 15 0 6 

fixing 32 82 0 15 0 3 31 70 0 24 0 6 
refreshments 

cleaning up 31 45 0 48 0 3 31 48 0 45 0 6 
aft erwards 

Percent e Response AveraE ·e 71 0 25 0 3 66 0 28 0 6 

Percentage of Agree ent . • . . • . • • • • • • .• 95 100 97 100 97 

Su.iJ ary of find.ine;s on division-of -labor i n homemaki ng tasks 

The home 1,1ana~ement activities were found t o be l ar gely t he res i)on-

sibility of the wives with t he except ion of certain repair jobs and some 

outdoor tasks . However , there 1ere certain tasks t ha t t he husbands , 
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while not assuming sole responsibility for , did help t heir wives in 

do i ng. They ere pickinc up and strait,htening the rooms , helping with 

entertainment and the more strenuous housekeeping duties such as wash-

ing clothes , moping and washin~ windows . In the case of meal planning 

and preparation the h1lsbends were only assistants except in~ very few 

c ses in ·Jhich t he husbands 5ot t he breakfast . 

Outside help r or household t sks w s al 10st non-exi s tent. In rare 

cases t he ironi£1'--' was don~ by others . 

The husbands felt they did more sharing of responsibilities in 

homemaking ac tivities than the wives gave t hem credit for doing . 

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

.e.§. Indica ted in Re~lies .tQ. t h e Qpinionnaire . 

No cl i rns are m de for t he validity of t his sect ion since i t is 

r ecogni zabl y based on opinions not facts. It as hoped , however to 

ge t some evaluation , in t he way of reasons given for the stated opinions, 

t h t would serve as some llleasure o;f satisfaction or dissatisfaction with 

t he present ay of l ife . For that reason subjects ,rere asked to give 

t heir opinions concerning the worth of a college educa tion in relation 

to its cost in inconveniences and adjus t ments required. They were asked 

to give reasons for t heir replies in order t h t t he investigator 1night 

ge t further insight into why t hey had answered as they did. These un-

prompted replies, somewhat like responses to open-end questions were 

ass ed to have s reater validi ty t han if t hey had been suggested in a 

direct question . 11 The reasons that showed relationship were collected 

11 Albert A. Campbell , "Two ' roblems i n t he Use of t he Open Q.ues tion, 11 

Journal of Abnoruml and. Social sycholoto:v-, 40 (1945), J l+0-343 . 
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12 
by inductive method, placed in tables and interpretations were made . 

Results of t he answers to t he stated opinions are compiled in charts 

in t h e Appendix, p . 77. Compilation of t he cha.rts are shown in the 

tables that follow . 

As seen in Table XX , most husbands and v • ves believe colle._i;e train-

inc Nas worth t he effort expended, and t hey would make t he same decision 

a gain, even to t he having of c11ildren. They would hesitate to advise 

friends to do likewise, however, erhaps because there are so many vari-

ations in situations and in persons as indicated in their qualifying 

sta tements . They are sayinG in effect, "It wa s a good move f or us , but 

many t h in~s deterlili ne whether it would be a good move for others . 11 

Seventy per cent believe they have sufficient time for study. The 

cases are about evenly divided in their opinions on distractions being 

more t han i f they were unmarried. Only one-third believed it advisable 

for t he fe to work (24 per cent a.re working ) . .fore husbands were 

definitely a ~ainst t heir wives workinw than were wives . 4any wives 

qualif ied the condi tions under which t hey t hou~)l. t they should ·ork. 

This a ttitude on t he part of husbands and wives shows a reluctance to 

abandon t he traditional roles of husband-provider, and ii f e-homemaker. 13 

Will t hese f amilies i n which t he wife orks adopt the convenvion 1 

pattern as s oon as college attendance is co pleted? Th is would be an 

interes ting lead to follow in future research . 

12Inducti ve Juethod consists of readin ,: all the replie s and grou 
inc t hem accordinc.; to t hou,;ht content; the heading of each £:,Toup being 
arrived o.t by i nductive t hinking such as 11This is what these state!Jlents 
a ll are saying ," --a process of generalization . 

lJHarold T. Christens en, .2J2 · cit . , p . 126 . 



TABLE XX 

EYALUATIOl~ ()JP THI:; IiillCISIOW TO ATTK,rn COLtH::GE rn TBRMS OF EE'FORT' 

VlORTH' THli :woH. STUDY. 001'LB'LIGT Alm COOPERA!i!ION HJ RillLATIOl\JSHII'S, 

lUJll THE }Ul.VIl\fG O]' CI1ILD11Elif 

Item Q,uestions .Avera.r:;e Percen tac;e Response 
of Husbands and l1Jives 

Yes Ho 001 NR 
16. Spouse 1B educetion worth 

the ef:f ort; e.x_flendod 'by both. 81 0 12 8 

18. Uould raalz:e tho sa1n.e decision 
a.{.ain to attend school. 82 9 6 3 

.5. Would advise a friend to marry 
while in colle,c;e. 29 33 38 0 

10.- Have rnore distractions from 
11. studies than if urun.arried. L~2 48 8 2 

2.- Have sufficient time for stud;r. 70 20 9 2 
3. 

13. Havinis childre11 too r:reat a burden 
while parents finish education. 1.5 73 11 2 

6. :Believe it ad.vi sable for tvife to 
3615 work while husband attends college. JO 29 5 

17. Have iaade more allowances for 
personal conflicts with spouse. J4 51 7 6 

lLtThe uncertainties represent CJ:Ltalifications such as 11 It d,epends 
on the si tua.tion, 11 as for example, whether they wanted a colleG'e edu­
cation bgdly enoue;h to make the adjustnent. 

15There wa:c; markecl disagreement between so:uie husbl,nds and wives 
on ·this item, 51 per cent of the ;msbands answerint; 11 no 11 to 21 per cent 
of the ui ves giving a ne,~;ati ve re)lY. Hore wives (J9Jb) tha.n husba11ds 
checked the 11uncortain11 colozm with a qualifying statenent. 



'l:able XXI combines the replies to qp.estions 1. lJ. and. 12 nndor the 

hoadi:n.c of "Altered Situations 11 ancl presents a composite picture of 

==========-----·----------

I tet:t Altered Situ.ation 

12. 111·0 he[~ been altered lJJ spouse 
at tend.l.n{'.; co11e1c:e. 

1. Division of reeJonsibilities 
di:.t'ere:1t from pa.rents. 

ct-• of hus·b.sx1c:L 
of ,cife 

L:-. Social life clL'fe:rent because of 
present situation. 

-·~- . -~ . ~ --~· ... 
itver<li·/3(~ Pe.rce:r.1tct{~G llcs.po11se 

of IIt1-sbaJ1.dH c:-1:ad. l~"j_vt:;s 
Ye __ s ___ l\fo 

B7 2 0 

76 21.J. 0 0 
58 :Y 0 0 6 

93 6 0 0 

It is th0 opinion of tile lrn.r-,ba.nd.s an.cl 1.1i ves acco:r·d.:Ln, to tb'.3 ;,p.rer-

a,::e of their res1)onseD that their i'am ly life ~md UJe:i.r social life 

Tuelve j_JGr cent indicated an increase in rrncial acti vitios, and ei)1ty-

tw-o _per cent a decrease. 

Division of res;,)onsib:i.lities we1·e in<Uceited as difi:\:re:1t from 

often than compared. to 5[3 per c:ont). q}1estion. 

0.t.ions froli1 ths tradi tiorw1 rx;c.ttern of the:l.r JJarenr;s • or 1,rere tbe ,}ives 

in nctuH.lity·, froDJ families in wh:i.Dh division-of-1;:,bor ,Jractices were 
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since ·!;here is no reason to believe the sample is not fairly homot;eneous 

in authority ;patterns. A previous findin~:;- on the husband 1 s helping with 

the housework served to substantiate this view further. 

1I1able XXII co11bines replies to questions 7, 8, and 9 under the 

heading "Children I s Altered Si tuations 11 and presents an indicc1.tion of 

the alterations in th0; lives of the children in these families. 

ALT:h:RATI01l" nr 'I'ICEl LIV£S O]' 1]1H11: CHILD11i,.il~ 'PH.AT HAS 

.tlGCOMPMH:U:D iiAVDJG Ol~'E OR :BOTH PAJillllNTS IN COLLEGE 

Item Altered Situations 
of Children 

Average Percenta{r;e Response 
of Husbands ancl 'Wives 

Yes lfo UC .N'R ·----· 
Lives of children altered by one 
or both parents being in college. 

8. Th1e spent by husband i'Ji th children 
ro{;c...:rded as sufficient. 

a.. by husband 
b. by wife 

9. Time spent by wife ,,i·l;h children 
ret;arded as sufficient. 

a. by huslmnd 
b. by wife 

58 

33 
24 

73 
54 

39 

58 
61 

21 
1+2 

3 

9 
12 

6 
J 

0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

An a-veraf;e of fifty-eitht per cent of the hushancls and wives of 

the .s£u,1ple believed their child.rem,' lives had been altered, 1;1ith 

thirts-nine pGr cent il1dicatint'; in their opinion their childrens I lives 

.hacl not. ]'ifty-ei;s:ht per cent of the huE;,bands believed they spend too 

little time wit;h their children, their wives agreeing. On the other 

hand seventy-three per cent of the husbands believeci their wives spent 

sD.fficient time with the children out forty-two per cent of the mothers 
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indicated they felt they spent too little time with their children. Is 

there some degree of guilt16 on the part of these .mothers because they 

did not spend all their time as homemakers and mothers or is this· just 

an honest di:ffere:nce of opinion based on a different concept of how much 

is ttenough'.? 11 

In order to gain some insight into the feeline;s and attitudes o:f 

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 discouragi.ng aspects of being a married student. These answers were 

grouped according to content and the results recorded in the followine 

tables. 

TABLE :XXIII 

ADVANTA(~S 01!' EEilR-1- HAI.lRIED \JIJHILE GOING TO SCHOOL 

AS INDICATED .BY HUSBA!\TDS AND WIVES 

N'umber of times mentioned: 
Groups 

Mutuality of: 
shared interests 
emotional support 
falllily goals 

Incentive to succeed: 
in school achieve1l!ent 
in future occupation 

Security values of: 
a settled home life 
financial support of wife 

Maturity-inducing values 

llistablished. routines of living 

Total 

16car l Menning;er, .s;m. cit. , pp. 80-134. 

Husbands 
N 

l 
10 
4 

10 
2 

6 
3 

5 

5 
46 

Wives Tot. 
1~ H 

2 3 
8 18 
2 6 

4 14 
0 2 

6 12 
0 3 

3 8 

2 7 -27 73 
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The most important ad.vantages to these couples were those f~ouped 

under a feeling of mutuality. These couples had shared interests. 

she.red family goals• and a feeling of emotional support. The husbands 

often :mentioned the value of "companionship and understanding;," and 

11moral support." The wives, too, felt this mutality. They listed 

"sharin~~ e:C'_periences, good and bad, 11 and "face problelils tosether11 as 

strengths in. the situation. 

The second most important advanta5e was the incentive to succeed. 

As one husband said, "harried students have incentive to succeed, and 

less desire to neglect studies and go home. n :Both husbands and. wives 

believed, having a 1'amil;f eave them the desire to succeed both in school 

and in the future. 

The third advantae;e t.ras the security values of a. settled home life 

and the financial support of the wife. These couples felt they could 

do bette.r school work when they were living in a home environment. 

The last t"t-10 advantages were: maturi,ty-indueing values and estab­

lished routine.a of livin,:;. Some of the couples felt that being forced 

to mature uade them much more serious about their school work. They 

also fel't that they had better planned and prepared meals and routines 

of living than they would have had if single. 

\1hile there were fewer discouraging aspects of being a married 

student mentioned the ones listed by the students and. wives seemed 

clearly defined in their thinking. Table XXIV indicates what these 

couples felt were the most discouraging aspects of being a married 

student. 
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TABLE 1 ... KIV 

THE DISGOURAG1l1G· .ASP.NOTS OF :BEING A MARRIED STUDENT .AS 

INDIO,A.TED BY HUSBANDS li.lffi \I.JIVES 

lfomber of times 10.enUoned: 
Groups 

Limited financial security 

Insufficient time for family 

FaJ:J.ily living a. distraction to school work 

Sacrifices demanded of spouse 

Limitation of social actbri ties 

Limi'ted inde:pendance for individual and 
more responsibility 

Routine of living disturbed 

Total 

Husbands 
N 

1.5 

2 

5 

Lt, 

3 

2 

3 

J'+ 

11Hves Tot. 
i\f ";IT ..... 

9 24 

7 9 

2 7 

3 7 

2 5 

2 4 

0 3 

2.5 .59 

The one most discouraging thing to these couples was their lack 

of financial security, a reasonable enough conclusion when one considers 

that it is usually the husband provider who was in school and financial 

support for the family was derived largely from federal support to vet-

erans end in one-fourth of the cases, the wi:fe•s salary. 

The second most iiaportant disadva.:o.tage was that of insufficient 

time for the family. This lack was felt more 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 disadvantage was that fal11ily living is a distraction to 

school work. The fa1.1ily members 1:1ho were not in college were probably 

demanding more of the students time tha.n they were ab.ii.a to give freely. 

and thereby interfering with their school studies. 
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Other disadvantages listed by a small· nllillber of' subjects were: 

sacrifices demanded of spouse, limitation of social activities, limited 

independance for individual and. more responsibility, and ro·utine of 

living disturbed. 

For the most part these couples felt that ·the advantages of being 

a married studeut outweighed the disadvantages. :But as one husband 

said, "The advantages are not importe.nt enough to recOiamend marria£e 

to single college students. 11 

StlWillarY .Q! findings from the o:pinionnaire 

The subjects were of the opin:i.on that the a.dvanta.ges ,of attending 

school while married outwei{,')'1.ecl the disadvant.a.ges. Advantages they 

eave centered around mutuality, the ruaturity-indacing values, the 

incentive to succeed, the security values end the settled wa;y of living· 

experionced in these circumstances. However they would hesitate to 

advise friends to do likewise because there are so w.e.n.y adjustments to 

be made. The principle disadvantage listed was that of limited finan­

cial security. About three-fourths of theill believed they had sufficient 

time for study although one-half adini tted there were distractions. 

It 1,-ms the opinion of husbands and wives that their lives had been 

altered in the direction of a decrease in, fa.mily and social ac ti vi ty. 

Over h1:·lf of couples believe that the husbands spent too little time 

with the children. 

Husb21.11ds noted varia:tion from traditional family patterns in 

di vision-of-la·bor more than wives (761; ~,s compared to 58f0. Only 

one-third of the couples believed it advisable for the wife to t·rork, 

hus'bands being more ae,;ainst it than wives. 



55 

D. Rank Ore.tor of li'amil;,r Goals and IJ.lheir Implications 

The last section of the <,iuestionnaire (item 21 p. 76 • Appendix) was 

devoted to a listing of probable family goals to be nulJlbered in order of 

their imports.nee to the subjects do inc the ranking;. Table ]XV gives the 

results of this rank-order exorcise and the interpretation of the table 

in terms of family goals. 

As evidenced in Table LXV which :follows on the next pa&;e, goals list-

ed as the most important by ·both husband.s and wives are 11 rGligious and 

moral training of children, 11 and 11 collei?;e edu.c.?ction :for husbMd. tt Col-

le16e education for husb~md reocei ved more first choices prooably because 

it is an is.amediete goal to be accomplished as a. means to_ owning a .home 

and achievin,s; financial 1::1ecuri ty; while the reli6 ious and moral trainiD#..: 

of children was second in rank of first choices and uas high in the sub-

sequent ratings pro·bably because it is seen as both a present and lo~,; 

Coming next in o:c·dcr of importance in accordance 1:,ith tho weig;,'lted 

scores were the goals of: 11optimUl(1 development of each individual in 

the family, 11 ''making home li vine more satis:factor,r, n "financial secur-

i ty, n II comfortable living, u II a horne of your own, 11 and last, 11 collese 

education for wife. 11 Of the above the ranking of 11 education for the 

wife" was so low as to ind.icate it was not considered a goal by 11any 

fa1ililies, ·but was indicated. by ·both husband and wife in second; fifth, 

and sb:th 1:1laces in families where the wife is attending or hen attended. 

school. A few· families, at least, place value on the wife and mother 

enriching her educational e:-;:perience.17 

17Ernest v:. Burt;ess and_ Leonard s. Cottrell found th1:1t a high level 
of education was 1>redictive for marital success of women. These couples 
seem to be loosing sig~1t of this fact in their ignoring of the importance 
of a near-equal educ,3.tion for the t,Iife. 



56 

TAJ31E XXV 

NlJMJ3liiR 0]' TIM},S }lACH l.i'.AMILY GOil.1 l:ii.A.S PL.ACED 

Ul\!DER EACH IiAN.K BY THE HTJSJJAHDS AND hIVJ£S OJJ' 11H.U SAiVLPLE 

Ranl{: Items in Order of Rank: Order \r!eigh-
1 2 ,:, Li, .5 6 7 8 ted ..) 

Im:i_1ort rn1ce N l~ N }II 1'J N lif lifScore'L 

1. Colle,,;e eclt.1.cation for hus1:wnd. 
Husb.<::inds 1 ra11.ldn~:-; 1L1, 1 1 L1. .5 2 J 2 148 
Wives 1 rarik:ing lh LJ, 2 6 1 1 0 0 161 

2. Relie,ious e.:nd moral 
traininf:; of children., 

Husbands 1 r1:1.nkinr:0; 10 3 .5 6 .3 1 2 l 150 
l'Ji ves 1 ranking 9 7 5 5 2 2 0 0 160 

J. Optimum development of ea.ch 
i.adi vi dual in family. 

Husbands' rankin{s Li, 9 5 5 2 3 1 1 140 
Wives' rankinf; 2 J+ Li, 9 2 J 4 0 110 

4. Maltin1~ home living 
more satisfactory. 

Uusbamls' rankint; J 6 7 J 5 6 1 1 132 
lJives' rankini:; 2 6 6 2 7 2 J 0 ll6 

5. Ji'inancial security. 
Uus'bands 1 rankint~ 3 .5 6 4 5 6 1 1 125 
Wives 1 ranking 2 11, 8 J 5 J J+ 0 115 

6. OomfortalJle living., 
liusbar.cls 1 1..._a.::nk:5..ng; 1 5 ~ L1, 6 6 J l 101 J 

ldves 1 ranldnt~ 1 J 2 2 9 7 t+, 2 88 

?. 11. home of your own. 
Hus1)ands 1 ranking 1 1 J 4 3 5 12 0 75 
Wives' rankirt:'0, 1 1 4 2 1 5 9 Lt, 63 

8. Golle(}3 education for wife. 
Hue bands' ranking 0 l 0 0 1 2 4 9 18 
V:ives 1 rankinc; 0 0 0 0 1 J 0 13 9 

18 uei,)1ts were assigned to the ranks on an arbitrary be,sis, first 
place r;ettinf; a weight of seven points, second place six points, and so 
on down ·to eie;hth place which was weig11ted zero. \rnif;hting was done in 
order to {;e-t some coI!rparati ve scores on the various rankings. 
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Note t he emphasis on optimum development of t he individual, a compo­

nent of t he democra tic way of lif e in t he American fami ly. Equaled­

uc a t i on f or t he wife appe ars not to be one of t he ways to achieve t hat 

optimum growt h i n t he mi n ds of mos t of t hes e young people; either t hat, 

or t hey have r a tionalized a necessity . They appear to be conformin to t he 

common opinion that educ ations are valuable for the husband-provi der be­

cause t hey give gr eater opportunity f or sa tisfactory ho,ue living , finan­

cia l security , comfort able living , owning a horne, but not f or t he wife 

whos e primar y t ask it is to keep t hat home . 

Note t hat t he weighted sc ores i ndica te husbands gave hi gher ranking 

t o a ll t he items t han did t he wives except fo r t heir own eduction and 

t he religious and mora l training of t he children. The wives' belief t h t 

a college educa t i on is a valuable goal f or t he husbands probably helped 

to give h i m t hee otional support t hat ca.me out i n t he husbands' replies 

t o questions of t he opi nionnaire ( see Table .XXIII, p. 51 ). Note t he 

husbands' concern for optimum development of each individual in t he fam­

ily. Why he r ated t h is hi gher than did t he wife is not known. They are 

concerned, likewise, with having fi nancial security and comfortable liv­

i ng . Owning t heir own home come s lower i n t he li s t pos sibly being l es s 

i wmediate a t t his time, and college education for t he wife a ppearing t he 

le ast i mportant of all. 

Sunman, of fi ndings f rom t he goal analysis 

The resul t s of rank-order l is ting of goals i n their i mportance to 

husbands and wives of t he sai ; l e indica te t hat t he hlllledia te goal of a 

college educa tion for t he husband is paramount on t he list. This is 

followed by religious and moral tra ini ng of t he ch ildren in second place, 

and goals rela t ed t o pr esent hoine c omfort and f inancial security , home 
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security, and home mmership in that order. Bclctcation for the vif'e was 

rn1ked. last in order of ihiporte.nce of "tl:ie eight possi.ble goals listed. 

Perhaps as Arneran Scheinfeld has indicated in his book llomen ~ ~ 

there needs to be rearrant~ement in our syr1tem so that women's education 

will conforJ.J to the usual course of their lives uith ti1ae out for iaarry­

in(c;, getting settlGd, bearin~; children and home making. 



CHAPTER IV 

illtSUL'JIS .Ar.ill UD.:>LICATIOl\fS 

A. S'iwlI!larY and Conclusions 

The purpose of this study was to survey the division-of-labor 

practices being used by student-parents. It was found that child 

guidance was a shared responsibility in these families. About three-

fourths of the pa.rents used constructive g .. ;idance in the rearing of 

their children.. Only about one-fourth employed questionable or 

neutral practice, e.nd about forty per cent of the cases used restric­

tive discipline. 1 When restrictive discipline was used the :mother 

alone, used it in rnore cases than did the fathers alone. 

Certain routines of the children's daily lives were the sole 

responsibility of the 1uothers, al though res:ponsi bilities for cleanli-

ness, care during illness and children's outdoor activities were some-

times shared by the father. Outside help in these families was 

negligible. 

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

fau1ilies. The \1ives assumed the major responsibility for meal-planning 

and prepe.re.tion and ca e of the home. The husbands major contributions 

were those of assisting in the heavier housekee_ping tasks such as 11op-

ing, window washing; in repair jo·bs, and in solil.e of' the out door work. 

lTotal percentagG is greater than 100'% because some families use 
more ·than one type of gddance or discipline. 
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Ther-e wa,0 indication of littlf, outside 11elp in these :f&lilies. even in 

eases where wives were uorking. 

There w~.s so.tae ino.icatio:n that the husband.a felt they sl.tfl.red in 

the h.ouor1a.ki11g tasks ;wre than th0 wives credit the.a ui th doi:r:td• 

These con.:ploc beliovod. tha.t tho ~tdva..ntat~G of' attending school 

while uarriecl ou.t-r1oifJ1.cd. !:.he dieE,dvantw;es. Ausets lioted. were, :t;reiiter 

iuutuali ty. ll;t,dns in m.aturi ty, inconti ves to succeed. sec,,ri ty values e.n(l 

established. rontinos of livinr;. Tho chief liahility we.:.s a lack of fincn-

cial 30CG.ri ty. 

It ua.s tLe opinion of thes.e hu.:sbaud:o end wives the.t th.eir Uves and 

those of' th;;.;iir c1.ildren have been a.ltered. There wus less socie.l life 

than. there night otherwise h..a:ve had. Over one-half of the couples bc,­

liovod that the husbands o:pent too little tin1c with the chilili·en. 

There wan s.oue va.rif>J,.ion :fro1,1 the trs.di tional attitude tOW¢1,l'd lnrn­

hand mid wifo r~S)onsihilities in that one-t;.::L .. ",I ol' t1J0 fanilieH approved 

of the wivos' \·mrkin,~. 

The L1;,1ediate (:oal in: the femilis:;z of tho ::.m,JiiJlO wa~ fo1~ the htrnbn.nct 

to ,,:et a collee;e ed1w:,,tion. The next. r;oal in i eiportanc~ wtm f'or the re­

lir;ious a.nd Horal trah1in,:: of the children; the othero ,,1ere relatively 

un:i.ruportant at tl:\is t:i1;1e but 1'ftere i:a.dicmted Es lon~~-time goal~ .• 

The qu.estion a:risos how does a st0-1d,y of the fa1Jil;y ~a.l.s relate to 

division-of-labor :i.n fa.iirl.ly livint; and to evalue.tio:n of the honi:o livirt;;;; 

o::iq_)eric:u.co c,s HLoNn in replica to the 09inionnaire1 ln order to mrl.ke 

thin connection it is neceosary to see the be.sic family- goal "college 

education for the llJ.1sbejtd'11 as e, uotivatin.r; force that is rea.,..,lting in 

acceptance of, ad.justbent to. and even approeiation, of a Nay of life 

different fro,J. that tra.d.itionally ~.ccepted as »good11 for fami'.l.;7 livint;. 
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xpectancy 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 tha t the findinb--s of t his study indicate 

some change from the traditional well-defined division-of-labor in the 

home in t he direction of shared responsibility f'or husband and wife es-

pecially in the guidance of the children. However it is believed that 

t h e i mmediate situation is affectint~ division of res . onsi bili t y in the 

home because of t he adju stments and accom,aodations required to insure 

t hat the family achieve its primary goal, tha t of a college education for 

t he husband. Although it is assumed that some of t h e interchange of re-

sponsibilities ill continue after the present necessi t y is no longer 

operating, there is no evidence to guarantee that some of the families 

will not i mmediatel y assume t he traditional pattern and its correspond-

ing division-of-labor assignments of husband- provider and wife- mother 

and homemaker roles. 

B. Implications f or i~amily Li f e .l!.ducation 

Results of the findings on division of responsibilities in home-

making and child-rearin~ point to the need for f urther education of col-

lege men and women for family living. Those tha t are experiencing 

marriage and family living are confronted with real life situ tions 

that would serve as mo tivatin0 forces in such educa.tion. This becomes 

2 
the 11 teachable moment . " Ji:ither college courses or parent classes out-

side of school might broaden their knowledt;e and increase their skills 

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

2Robert J. Havighurst . Developmental Tasks and Education, Universi t y 
of Chicago, 1948 . 
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responsibility for the rearin~ of chil~ren more completely~ and mothers 

could be helped to accept and assimilate the help of the other parent. 

In marriage education spouses might come to understand and have 

insight into the significa.nce of. joint role-playing in many homemaking 

activities with no feeling of threat to loss of status on the :part of 

either. IJiuch more adjuste.bility can be achieved if roles in division 

of responsibility are not too rigidly defined. Some role definition, 

however, seems to avoid confusions and uncertainties and me1~es for 

greater efficiency in home living) It is assu.med that such attitudes 

and skills as those related to role-taking may be learned in educational 

situations. 

As this study indicated the fathers are participatinr; more in child 

gt1idance and child care activities than they are in other homemaking 

tasks. These findings would indicate that fe,thers may need training for 

their father roles in the nature of child development and guidance in-

struction. It is suggested that schools and colleges include education 

for family living in a program of general education. Knowledge and 

abilities in family living are as essential for effective living as 

are the languages and sciences. Girls are more often reached than are 

bo,,;:rs in the present attempts at edt1cation f'or family living. Until 

such time as family life education has become part of the general edu-

cation program, students. parents and out-of-school youth, may receive 

some help from church organizations, Parent Teachers Associs.tion, child 

study clubs and groups organized under the health agencies such as 

courses for prospective parents. These groups could serve to assist 

JThe conclusions drawn fro~ studies of primitive tribes by Margaret 
Mead support this belief. (See lli blior;raphy.) She says, however t 
socie.ty should use the gifts of both sexes for the development of a 
richer culture. 



63 

prospective parents in their adjustments to a new family member by teach-

ing t hem both skills and assumption of new member roles. The prevailing 

practice 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 t he developmental concept of parent-

hood. This philosophy "emphasizes the i mportance of growth and healthy 

development of personality in line with the child's potentialities 

r t her than with t he parents' oals. 114 Waller and Hill goes on to state : 

••• The concept of ersonality development has been broadened, however. 
to apply to all members of the family~mother a nd father as well as child 
--and attempts are made to organized family lif e to s upport the growth 
of all members.5 

An interesting study by Elder6 indicated, in a comparison of devel-

opmental fathers with traditional fathers. She found tha t developmental 

fathers were more active in father-child projects, franker in answering 

questions, more permissive in discipline, and rnore likely to share house-

keeping res .)onsibilities with t he ,Jother and children. If the ideal is 

to promo te t he developmental philoso by of chi ld-rearing , then both 

parents mus t have an opportunity f or learning. 

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

t heir college traini , education for family living will continue to be 

need. 

4Alfred L. l3 ldwin, 11Socialization and t he Parent-Child Relation­
shi p ," Child Development, 19 (1948), J27-1J6. 

~illard Waller and Reuben Hi ll. ~ Family (New York, 1951), 419. 
'"'Rachel .Ann h l der, "Traditional and Developmental Conceptions of 

Fat her hood, 11 iarria, e and Family Living (1949), pp. 98-104. 
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MARRIED STUDENT'S FACE SHEET 

Family Code Number , Male , Female , Age --- ---- ---- ---
Educational background (Please circle years) 

Grade School 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 

High School 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 

College 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, Degrees -----
Special 

Years married before becoming a student -----------------
Total years married --------------------------------~ 
Number of children Ages ---------- -----------------------
Education completed before marriage. (Please circle years) 

Grade School 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 

High School 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 

College 1, 2, 3, I 
4, 5, 6, Degrees ----

Special 

School Major 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 ----
4. 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 

67 
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t the present time, who usually assumes the ti ::r: ~ 8 r:£1 <l! (T~ 4 
E-< E-, ~ ::c: E--1 

Q <l! 0 E---i :z; (_) f.--i (/) responsibility for the following: :.-~ I::-. r:Q H 0 

A 

-· 
Children's feeding 

I breakfast 
-i---- - - --· .... 

lunch I 

it 
·· - --· - -·· 

dinner 
- ·- -~-

hi ldr en's dressing and undressing 

in the morning 

C 

·-- --
i 

after nap 

getting ready for bed ... 

Children's sleep and r est 

morning nap 
·- --· 

afternoon nap I 

bedtime at ni ght 
. -----·· 

Children's cleanliness I I 
I 

I 

brushing teeth 
- -- -

taking bath +-washing hands and f ace 
i 

brusr.ing and c orr:bi ng hair . 
toileting I 

I I 
rJho usually supervises the chi ldren's outdoor ' 

I 3-cti vi ties? I 

I I During the morning I 

lfter supper 

n Sunday and holidays 

rJhen your child is ill, who takes care of him? I 
r.Jeek days I I 
1te whether it. is a relative, an employee, a friend, etc. 
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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 
I 

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 

"\tJho assumes the major responsiblity for guidance of 
children? 
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In disciplining or helping your children toward more 
I 

acceptable behavior, check the methods usually used I 
by family members, or others. 

Suggesting 
--· 

Substituting +---Depriving of a meal 

Depriving of a pleasure . 

Threatening 

Spanking 

Letting have own way 
I 
I 

-·-
Slapping I 
Correcting by telli ng children how they should 
have done 

-

Sending to ped I 

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 suffer natural consequences 

Sitting on chair 

Forcing to do as directed I 

Scolding 

Reassuring 
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Reasoning with children 

Comparing child unfavorably with another 

Rewarding 

Others 

-
I 

Who "baby sits" with the cr..ildren? 

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 di shes 

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 
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Baking 

Washing the clothes 
1-- .. 

Ironing the clothes 

Mending the clothes 

Picking up children's clothes 

Caring for pets 
' 

Painting 

Fixing broken equipment 
-

Canning 

Cleaning the bathroom 

Others 

1rJho takes over the outdoor tasks? 

Washing the car 

Caring for the garden 

Caring for the yard 
. 

Caring for the flowers 

Emptying the garbage I 
Washing the windows 

Others 

3. Who takes over the task of entertainment? 

Planning the refreshments 

Fixing the refreshments 

Cleani ng up afterward 

Others 
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;,]ho usually makes the decisions regarding how the 
family money is to be spent? 

l<'or the car 
·- --· 

E<'or the house furnishing I 
·-· 

For the house equipment I 
For the house utilities I 

--

For medical care ---

For insurance 

For savings and investments -

For education 

husband's 

wife's 

children's 

For entertainment and recreation 

travel . 

books 

phonograph records 

radio and television 

For other exnenses 

Who 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 I 
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For the house ~ a:i H 0 

furnishings 

equipment . --
utilities 

I 

For entertainment and recreation 

For education 

husband's 

wife• s I 
childr~n' s 

Who attends to the paying of the bills? 
I 

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 ---
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OPINIONNAIRE 

Do you feel that the way you and your spouse divide up responsibli ty 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 

(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 n,ight have been were you or 
your spouse not attendi ng 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? 
a. Yes b. No c. Uncertain Comments 

~~~ ........ ~ ................ ~ ........................................ ~ ........ ~~~~~-

Do you feel you are able to spend enough time with your children? 
a. Yes b. No c. Uncertain Comments 

Do you feel your spouse is able to spend enough time with the children? 
a. Yes b. No c. Uncertain Comments ........................ ~~~ ........................ ~~ ................ ~~ ........ ~~~ ........ -
(Husband) Do you feel that you have more distractions from studies than you 
11ould have if you were single? 
a. Yes b. No c. Uncertain Comments ........................................ ~~~ ........ ~~~~~~~ ................ ~ ........ -
(Wife) Do you feel that your husband has more distractions from studies than 
11e might have had if he were single? 
1. Yes b. No c. Uncertain Comments 

Po you feel that your way of life has been altered from what it might have 
Jeen because you or your spouse are attendi ng college? 
L. Yes b. No c. Uncertain Comments 

~~~~ ........ ~ ........ ~~~~~~~ ........ ~---.~~---.-

)o you feel having children is too gre.at a burden on parents while they are 
tinishing their education? 
L. Yes b. No c. Uncertain Comments 

---,.,......~ ........ ~~ ........ ~~~~ ........ ---. ................ ~~~~~-

Husband) Do you feel that your wife is a help to you in your effort to get a 
ollege degree? 
• Yes b. No c. Uncertain Comments ---.---.~ ........ ~~~~~~~~~~---, ................ ~~ ........ -



(Wife) Do you feel that your husband appreciates your cooperation while he is 
in school? 
a. Yes b. No c. Uncertain Comments 
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-------------------....-....-....-~ 
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 ....-....-....--------....-....-....-....-----~ 
Do you feel you have to make more allowances for conflicts in personality i n 
your spouse than you would if you weren't in the married-student situation? 
a. Yes b. 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 ----....-~-------------------------------....--....-~ 

Li st 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). Number 
the next in importance (2) and on down in order of their importance to your fami l ; · 

A college education for the husband ---
A college education for the wife ---
Making home living more satisfactory ---
Optimum development o~ each individual in the family ---
A home of your own ---
Financial security ---
Comfortable living ---

---Religious and moral training of children 

Others (List) ---



Item 16. .Do you feel Jours or ;y-our spouse I s education is worth the 

effort ex.pended by bo·t;h of you?· 

WO 

HUS13iUlD ZJOb .. , <J. 0 

VII~ff1JJ 88°6 0 

AV1'lI?.l'tG:G 81'):~ 0 

Item. 18. KnowintJ; what you know no1,.,r would you 111ake the same decision 

az;ain to attend school while married? 

lJO UlYGiiiRTAIH no ilftlPLY 

1:JH_':C_;·· ________ 8_8_· c~;& ______ ~9~5.& ____ ~3'b 0 
. - -- lf!.____ ------

Item 5. Would you advise a friend. to me.rry while in school? 

y:~s jJQ UHC~SRTAil{ HO Rc;PLY 

HUSJ3.iU:lD ~-·~Jf;. J()y& 32% 0 

1;;1]'1:l 279& J6;ib J650 0 

AV'iiB.AGlil 25rJ J]ib -· J87b 0 
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Item 10. (Husband) l)o you. feel that you. have more distractions from 

studies than you would have if you were single? 

11. , (1,'1ife) Do you feel that your husband haH more distractions 

frou1 studies than he :might have had if he woi·e single? 

Y.iilS NO . Ul;JCJiJRTAilif tm lil1.:?LY 

IHJSEAND 36'% J.Jq,1' 5 'JJ ·2% 0 

v~H'B 48';~ 429~ 62'4 J2b 

AVLRAGE 4~ 4816 ac.t i2 ztJ! 

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

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

study? 

Y.B.:S }lO UliCERTAUl MO RJ!iPLY 

HUS:Bli .. ND 72% 2o/i~ 3% 0 

1/J,Ilithl 67% 1556 15% yt j!J 

AVii11.A(hl 79% 20,1 . l' 956 2t:1-JO 

Item lJ. Do you feel having children is too great a burden on parents 

while they are finishing their education? 

YES NO UNGl!i:RTAIN J.WO RhlPLY 

HUSBAND 121§ 82% 6% 0 

wn~E 1§% 64%? 155& 3% 
AV.t:RAGE 151-} 73% 111, 2p 
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Hem 6. Do you feel it is ad:visable for ·the wife to work outsia_e the 

home while the husband attends schooH 

Yl~S NO UrJGbRTAH\f WO R:62LY 

H'.JS:BAND 27% ;il'fo 18f{, 3~~ 

tiIFh 33% 21')& 397b 6-' )h 

AV.;.;BA.GE .'.3(/' f') 
3? 1 b7i:; 29% 57& 

Itetil 17. Do :rou feel you have to make more allowances for conflicts in 

personali t.r in your spouse than you would. if you weren't in 

the married-student situation? 

!.;_;;$ NO U.NG£RTAIJ:J MO REPLY 

HUSJ3.AJJD 261b 43d /fr 64 
'zi> 'J/1 p 

tiIFE 33?~ 51JJ% 9% 31& 

AV'lilRA.Gb 3476 51''1 {J 7d /0 6% 

Items lli-. (Husband) Do you feel ·that your wife is a help to yo::i in your 

effort :to get a college det;ree? 

1.5. (\'life) Do xou feel that your husband appreciates your cooper-

ation while he is in school? 

Y.rt.S J:,.\0 UiW.GR'l' A.:rn HO l-i.J{i?LY 

IfiJSBAND 941~ 35/l 37b 0 

1:iIF.fil ?<f~ 6% 6% 9% 
AVbRA.GB 87~b 5~ 5% :ll "& 



Item 12. Do you feel that your way of life has been altered from what 

it might have been because you or your s:pouse are attending 

college? 

Y.i!JS NO lT.&CiillT11.IIi WO REPLY 

HUSBAND 88% 2% 4 3rJ 0 

wrn:u; 85% 15% 0 0 

LVflRAQ.Jll 87% 1261 (9 2d l!J 0 

Item l. Do you feel tha.t the way you a:nd your spouse di vi de u:p respon-

sibility is the same~ or different, from the way your parents 

did? 

58% 

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

been were you or your spouse not attending ochool? 

Y£S WO MOM A.C~' IV-ITI.e;S FM'JER AGTIVITI..!iS 

HUS:BM\JD 24~ 61fi_ 25£ ssi 
WIJf'E 91% frd 

"JO 15% 76% 

AVERAGE 221 6~ 12i 82~ 
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Item 7. Do ;irou feel your children 1 s lives are different than they JJil_.i;ht 

otherwise have been, because you. or your spouse attends school? 

rro HO HLPLY ·-------

. __ o.c;,_ ____ . __ _ 

Item 8. Do ;rou feel yo~.'l are a.ble to spend enough ti1,1e with your children? 

9. Do you feel your Hpourie is able to spen.cl enou"'h time ·with the 

childreni'. 

l-iusl)8Ud, 1 s time with the children. 

n;s })fO UHO:t,R1l1AI1\l MO RL1PLY 

Hrn3Bl'jfD 3J% 1, ... 3cl 
;J N ;{/ ·!..P 0 

-~:~Il?Ji! 2b.~~'~ 61% 12'ii 0 -----

Wife•s time with the children. 

"lJ:ljS IlfO iJ!'JC.re'.RTliIN UO lU!J.?LY 

II'"US13JllTD ?J7b 219; fr-1 
jiJ 0 

VHI'E S1+7; 112c1 
"i' /D 351; 0 
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