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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION

Social Class as a Facter in Interparental Disagreement

In this chapter the writer intends to present the conceptual
framework of the study which he intends to do. The first part gives a
brief picture of the development of family studies in the past and ite
present status. Against such a background the problem under study is

presented and discussed.

Di.ﬂ‘eront Conceptual Approaches to Studies in Family
8peaking of the early history of Secielegy, R.K. Merten
says:
The early history of socioclegy as represented in the speculations
of Comte and Spencer, a Hobhouse or a Ratszenhofer is very far
from cumulative. The congeption of each seldem builids upen the
work of those who have gone before., They are typically laid eut

as alternative and competing cmoitiom rather than conseolidated and
extended inteo a cumulative eutput.

What Merten said of sosiolegical theory in general, seeme true,
though not in the same sense, in the case of the history ef the
sociology of the family. On the one hand, we do net see a cooperative
effort among family socielogists of different ceuntries and on the other,

IRobort K. Merten, Social Theery and Secial Structure (Glencoe, Ill.,
The Free Press, 1963), p. 5.
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one observes the same lack of co~ordination of effert ameng socielegists eof
the same ceuntry. 4 quick review of the bibliography on family researches
done in Eurcpe and in the United States will reveal, that in spite of their
common background, the one and the other were proceeding in different

2 Researches done in Europe were centered on the socieo—economic

directions.
aspect of the family wheraas these done in the United States were centered
on its stability aspect. Difference in erientation might have been due te
the difference in problems which these studies necessitated.

As in ether fields of sociology, it is the United States that has
contributed mest in the field of family studies. But even in the States
one deoes not cbserve a uniform appresch to the subject. Different theories
of human behavier preovided the different comceptual frameworks fer those
studies in the past and no sericus attempt has been made until a decade ago
to present a uniform appresch in the form of a family thnry.3

Mm the earlier studies in the socielegy of the family, Reuben
Hill and Denald A. Hansen found that these studies could be divided inte
five major groups depending on the cenceptual framewsrk used by researchers
for their studies. These five conceptual frameworks are: Interactional

Appreach, Structure~function Appreach, Situational Appreach, Institutienal

2Reuben Hill, "New Knewledge About the Family: A Review of Family

Research in Eurepe and in Amerieca,” Social Compass, XI (196k), p. 5. The
article includes a bibliegraphy of the main works in family socielogy
published in Europe and in the United States.

it the Minneseta family center, Reuben Hill, Alvin M. Kats and Richerd
L. Bimpson are attempting to bring together findings of researches in the
field.
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Approach and Developmental Apprawh.h

Interactional Approach. —=~ Earnest W. Burgess in 1928 suggested

that the family be looked upon as an interacting unity. The Interactioenal
Appreach which was based on the thinking of Burgess may be sumarised as

follows:

The femily is a unity of interacting persons, each eocoupying a
positien within the family te which a number of reles are
aseigned, i.e., the individual perceives noras or reole expecta-
tions held individually er collectively by ether family members
for his attributes and behavier. In a given situation the
individual defines these rele expectations primarily in view ef
their source (reference greup) and of his own melf-conception.
Then he role plays. Most immediately the family is studied
through anmalysis of evert interscts (in,;cr—wtian of rele-playing
family members) case in thie structure. ‘

The Structure-functien Appreach. -~ Having ite roots in

anthrepology and general sociolegy, this appreach looks upen the family as
a social system. The present study is done against this appreach. Details
will be further explained in the latter part of this chapter,

The Situational Appresch. —— The Situational Approach develeped

from the theoretical works of W. I. Thomas, agree with the Interactienal
Approach that the family is a unity of interacting persons. But eone differs
from the other in the sense that the Situaticnal Appresch instsad ef
emphagising the interastion, turns to the study of the family as a secial
situation for behavier.

Situationists would agree with the Interactionists that the
family is a unity of interacting persens, whe experience

hmm Hill and Donald A. Hansen, "The Identificatien of Conceptual
Frameworks Utilised in Family Study,” Marriage and Family Living, XXII
(Nevember, 1960), 299-311.

S5bid., p. 302.




relatively continuing relationships. But rather than
emphasizing interaction, situationists turn to the study
of family as & sccial situation for behavier. . .

The family then 1s seen as a unit of stimull acting toward
a focal peint. . . All behavier is purposive in relatienm
to the situation which calls it forth., It is a seclution te
the problem er crisis which the situation presents, an
answer to or definition of the situation, made by the indi~
vidual en thg basis of other situations and previcus
experiences,

The Institutional Approsch. -- The Institutienal Appreach

was strongly allied with historical anslysis. Two different tendencies
may be observed in this approach. According to the first one prepesed by
C. C. Zimmerman, family is part of the erganismic whele called seciety.
The society is m‘ppertgd and uin‘haimd by its cemponent parts. The indi-
vidual, in this theery, has & pmive role only. Zimmerman distinguishes
three types of families—Trustee, Domestic and Atomistic. Trusteeship
family is ehmtorﬁ.:tic of the agricultural rural seciety and Atemistic
that of industrial urban seciety. Domestic is the middle type indicating
the peried of transition from rural te urban. ‘

Medern institutiomaliste representing the secend tendency studies the
family as & cultural pattern. The members of the family are active nubm
in the seciety. Contrary to the adveoocates of the organisaic apth
institutienal nominalists (medern institutionalists) emphasise the family
as a 200ial unit in which individual and cultural values are of central

congcern.,

The Developmental Approach. == This is the least develeped among the

five conceptual frameworks. Professors Hil) and Hansen remark, "The.
developmental approach is not at this mement a precisely unique framework

6% p. 305

_—




5
but is really an attempt to transcend the boundaries ef several appreaches
through incorporatieon of their compatible parts inte ene unique scheme.®

The Structure-Function Appreoach: The Conceptual Framework for
the Present Study

In the study preposed in the fellowing pages the writer is
concerned with the study of the power distribution in the husband-wife
relationship in the families belenging to different secio-econemic strata.
As suggested above he intends to use the Structure~Function Appreach in
this study.

The Institutienal Approsch (that of Zimmerman) has been used mainly
in histerical and oross cultural studles. The purpose here cannet be
served by such a conceptual framework. The Situational Approach dees not
give enocugh impertance to the persenaliiy system as a factor in human be-
havier. The Interactional Appreach, on the other hand, leeks upen family as
a clesed unit and hence igneres the role played by the sconemic, religieus,
and political systems (situatiens) in molding human behavier.

Because human behavier is a functien ef beth persenality and enviren—
ment, any theory that does not give equal importance te both factors seems
not suited fer the purpese. The premature status of the developmental
approach made it necessary to rule out this alsoc from our study. The very
fact that the Structure~Functien Appreach has been sponsored by two of the
leading theoreticians of secielegy in the United States (Talcett Parsens
and Robert K. Merten) is an additional guarantee of the legitimacy ef
selecting the Strueture~Function Appreach fer tho’prounnt study.

The hyphenated use of "structure~functien" is to indicate the insepa-
rability or integrity of structure and functien in any actual space time
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situation process. The concepts of structure and functien are valuable
tools for the objective analysis of social systems. These three coenceptis,
social system, structure and function and a few other derivations from these
concepte will be explained indntail in this sectien.

Beginning with the appearance of The Sccial System of Talcott Parsens,

one ebserves a definite change in the way socielogists look at society. A
comparison of two text beeks used fer an intreductory course in socielegy
will prove this atn‘.tmnt."‘ A study of the group is thc‘ methed used feor
the study of society in ene. In the eother social system is antlynd for
an understanding of the secistal system., In the fermer, it is the study oi'
persens constituting the ‘gmup that attract the attention of the researcher,
In the latter, it is the rele held by the persen that is the concern eof the
researcher. "The reason foi plaemg heavier emphasis on lystu rather than
greup is that the dynamie j.étarrolntiomhip ef human bshavier sppears
clearer when the elements of ytha study objects are acte rather than
individuals,*d

IQ the dictienary eof nciology‘, Fumhiid defines system as feollews:

An aggregate of relaﬁd interests or ictivitiu. There u‘tho |

agsumption of an organisation of parts or phases in orderly

arrangement., A philosophy in all its related phases may be

80 regarded; also a communication or transportation system;

or an economic system. Whatever the system, its related
-character is identified by harmony in cperation and in the

7Tho two textbooks whioh' are referred to are: Joseph H. Fichter,
Sociology (Chicagoe:Univ. of Chicago Press, 1959), and Harry M. Johnsen,
Sociolozgx A Systematic Introduction (London: Routledge and Kegan Paul,
Lt’di" )o o ) ‘

GG. Klrlason, Adaptabilitz and Communication in Marriage (New Jersey:
The Bedminster Press, 1963), p. 1k.




integration of its structure.’
Parsons applied this concept to the social behavior of human

beings, He says:

The interaction of individual actors, that is, takes place under

such conditions that it is possible to treat such a process of

interaction as a system in the sclientific sense and subject it

to the same order of theoretical analysis which has been success-

fully applied to other types of systems in other sciences.lO

Sociology is the study of the interactions of people. Millions

of interactions take place in the world every moment of the day. If it
were possible that a man from another plad were to look at the inter~
actions taking place in the world, he would certainly observe that these
are not isolated units but they cluster together into different groups,
The interactions take place through the instrumentality of persons. If
the observer were to look at the persons performing the interactions, he
would call each clustering a group. But that is not the only way of looking
at it, Persons in a group are very cften substituted by other persons.
But the group contimes to exist. Hence the clustering of interactions
has an existence independent of the individual persons constituting it.
The cobserver would call this independent existence of the interactions a so-
cial system. As the interaction, in fact, takes place through persons,
the concept of social system is an abstract coneept but an abstraction

having a firm basis in reality.

Henry Pratt Fairchild (ed.), Dicti of Sociology and Related
Sciences (New Jeraey: Littlefield Adams ang %of: > Pe 315.

loTileott Parsons, The Social System (Glencoe, Ill.: The Free Press,
19&‘); pP. 3.
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The basic element of a social system is the human act. The acts of

the individual stand to each other in the relation of interaction. The act
of the individual A" depends wpon the immediately preceding act of indi-
vidual *B®, All acts of system which require one single individual for
their performance is called a role. An example from the inorganic world
illustrates this better. Roles may be compared to molecules and acts to
atoms,

A sophisticated analysis of the social system would require, to start
with, an analysis of the simplest of its elements--the human asst. The
science of sociology is not sufficiently developed for such an analysis.
Karlsson says:

What is to be regarded as one behavior or act (we are using these

terms synonymously) is difficult to determine at the present stage

of sociological theory and knowledge. W¥e have no valid scales

with generally applicable units of behavior. The studies of social

systems today are done through the analysis of roles.

The distribution of roles in the system is referred to as the
structure of the system. The funciioning of the roles is referred to as the
function of the social system. These two concepts are explained below.

"Structure is a nhuirely permanent or gcrsim'h orzaniutim of
parts which as an organisation can go into aection in mifiad ways and
whose type is defined by tha type of aotion into which it can ao."m This
definition is applicable to any kind of struecture, also to the social

struoture. The parts of the social structure includes mb-gréupo, roles,

nl(ulnon, p. 1.

n!’airehild, p. 310,




relational and regulative norms (institutions) end cultural values.
Intimately related to the elements of the structure of the soecial

system, there are others called the quasi-structural aspects of the social

systenm.

1.

2.

3.

k.
Se

Johnson lists them am .fcﬂ.].mm:]’3

The number of sub~groups of each distinect type, and the ratio
between the number of sub-groups of one type and the number of
sub-groups of c¢losely related types.

The distribution of members among the sub-groups of each type.

The number of oocupants of various roles within the sub-groups
and within the system as a whole,

The distribution of facilities.
The distribution of rewards.

Distribution of facilities and rewards are the bases of power in the

social system. As the study proposed is concerned with the power distri-

bution in the family system, these need further olarification.

Parsong has

the following to say about the matter.

Facilities, it will be remembered from the last chapter,

are possessions which are significant as means to further
goals in aomplexes of instrumental orientation., The
eriteria of a facllity are therefore intrinsic transferability
between actars, individual or collective and relevant to
instrumental orientation. The former distinguishes it from
the modality of an actor as an object; neither his qualities
nor his performances are intrinsically transferable, they
are always and indenisbly his. Facilities must also be
distinguished from rewards. Rewards may or may not be the
same concrete posssessions in another aspect. But in any
case, snalytiecally the distinetion is crucial. Rewards are
always to be understoocd as part of the complex of
axpressive s Ehelia, not part of the instrumental means-
end complex.

Facilities and rewards are different. Facllities are valued as means

13;0!13.“’ P 60,
n‘Purmna, p. 119.
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Facilities and rewards are different. Facilities are valued as means
to attain & gosl. A television set bought from the market is looked upon
as a means for recreation. Rewards are valued for themselves, not as means
to something else. A medal which the soldier gets for his bravery in the
battlefield has & market value. Still it is valuned by the soldier not for
its market value, but as a symbol of the appreciation his country-men have
towards hiﬁ.

Facilities and rewards are not necessarily different, The home which
a family possesses may be & facility and a reward. As a fsoility it
provides residence for the family. As & reward it may be the symbol of the
long years of longing and saving of both husband and wife., But the fact
remains that their longing was to have a residence of their own.

We might say, in short, that there is an emotional c¢onnotation involved
in reward which is absent in facility. To the extent that the facility is
required for the fulfillment of the physical needs of the individual and
the reward for the fulfillment of his emotional needs, facilities and
rewards will be valued by the individual., The person possessing the faci-
lities and rewarda will be able to manipulate the behavior of the person
needing them. In other words the former has power over the latter,

"Function is the type or types of action of which a structure is
distinctively capable." S Merton clarifies this better.

The concept of function involves the standpoint of the observer,

not necessarily of the participant. Social function refers to the

observable objective consequences and not to the subjective
dispositions, . . Subjective disposition may coincide with

2SFairohild, p. 125,




objective consequences, but again it may not.l6

Thus, it is clear that the definition of function given by Fairehild
and quoted on the previous page is not & normative one, bui an
empirical ons.

Merton makes a distinction between manifest funotion and latent
function, He a&lso distinguishes functions from dysfunctions in terms of
their contribution to the adaptation or integration of the system.

Manifest functions are those objective consequences contributing

to the adjustment or adaptation of the system whioh are intended

and recognised by the participants of the system, Latent

funetiona being those which are neither intended nor recognized.

Dysfunctions are those observed consequences whiech 1«”:: the

adaptation or adjustment of the system, 17
Every structure in effecting the objective consequences of which it is
capable of, meets with fwr. functional problems. They are pattern mainten-
ance and tension mansgement, adaptation, goal attainment and integration.l8

The present study is concerned with the integrative problems of the
family system, If the integrative problems of the system are not solved,
the system becomes disintegrated and ceases to exist, Integration of the
system becomes disintegrated and ceamses to exist. Integration of the
system can be effected in different ways. In a totalitarian system the will
of the leader is the principle of integration. Another way of effecting
integration is the institutionalisation of roles and the hisrarchisation of
positions. In both cases, cne observes an intimate relation between the

integration of the system and its powsr structure.

lélnrton, p. 2k.
M 1bid., p. 51.
18, f156.
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It was pointed out at the beginning of this chapter that structure and

function are related concepts, It was said later on that the structure,
when certain conditions obtain, produces certain consequences. Objective
consequences of a partial structure are funetional, not only to the entire
gocial system but also to each other. It is also possible that the consequuTcu
of one partial structure are functicnal to one and dysfunoctional to amother.

It was the purpose of the writer until now to present the general
principles of functional analysis, We have been deliberately careful to
restrict the discussion to those prineciples which have a direct bearing on
the study proposed here. The study iteelf is concerned with two partial
structures of the society, social class and family, Soclial class is the
independent variable and family’pmr structure the dependent variable.
Before proposing the hypothesis, it seems necessary to know how the above~-
mentioned principles of functional analysis are applied to the study of
family and what exactly is the position of ocur hypothesis in Structure-
Function Approach to the study of family systenm.

Structure-Function Approach to the Study of Family System

Family system can be best studied by examining its structure and
function. Patriarchal, matriarchal and egalitarian are types of family
structures of which family soeciologists spesk very often. The difference
is based on the location of power in the family system. Ideal types of
patriarchal, mstriarchal and egalitarian systems exist only in the imagina-
tion of the writers. But there have been and there are even today family
types that come closer to these ideal types. The traditional Chinese family

may be considered to be representing the patriarchal system. The family of




1.
2,
3.
L.
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American family falls in between these two extremes. By compariné and
contrasting the above-said family types, we are able to get a better insight
into the aubjaet mtter of our discussion.

Speaking of the ﬁuwtians or the tmﬂy a distingtion hu to be made
between the basic and derived functim.

In ordor that any society may continue to oxil;t it bh to nest five
basic reqﬁiréuntl. They may be ustéd as follows: |

Eaplacden’o of dying members.

Distribution of goods and services produced.
Provision for accommodating conflicts and maintaining order,

Socialization of the human replacements so that they may
participate in the society.

Procedure for dealing with emotional crises.

In the traditional Chinese family all these functions of the society
were fulfilled by the family. In the Kibbuts, the family has the funetion
of replacing dying members. The Amerioan family falls in between these two
extremes. The following sxcerpis clarify this distinction.

With respect to the economic funotion, the Chinese family

was the unit both of production and of consumption. In the
Kibbuts, the unit of production is (not the femily but the
community, sand the unit of consumption is not the family but
the individual.... For the most part in America the corpo-
ration and not the family is the unit of eccnomic production;
but the family is a widely recogniged unit of consumption--
we do speak of the 'family car', the !'family tclaviaion', and
80 On.

The Chinese fuily served as a unit of political functian

in that it maintained order in the family and assumed at least,
part of the responsibility for protecting its members from

the aggression and depradation of outsiders. The adjudication
of disputes, both within the family and between family members
and outsiders, was the responsibility of elders. No such
arrangement prevails in the Kibbuts, where the Kibbuts as a
whole enforces sanctions and provides for such protection as
may be needed. In America we have known families functioning




b V1Y

as political units--e.g., the feuding Hatfields and MeCoys
of Kentucky--but we are much closer to the Kibbuts in
placing political functioning in extra-familial institutions.

The entire socialising-educational process for a
peasant child was performed within the Chinese family--to
a large degree by the parent of the same sex. In sharp
sontrast, the Kibbutz baby is taken from the mother at the
age of four days and is reared to adulthood by the community.
All responsibility for instruction resides with the teachers.
with the development in America of kindergartens and pre-
kindergartens, and nursery schools there has bean an increas-
ing disposition to turn over children to the schools at
younger age levels. :

For the Chinese the religiocus function of integrating
goals was performed, in part at least, by the formal
religions (Tadem and Buddhism); the expression and reinforce-
ment of group solidarity-—another aspect of the religious
function~-was centered in ancestor worship, a family ritual
that wasz a kind of religious worship. In America, it seems
that the integration of goals is carried out mostly by four
extra~-familial institutions. 8Such economie organisations as
serporations, advertising medis, and cccupational groups
define goals.l9

The above-mentioned functions, which are socisty-oriented have
individual~oriented functions, too. Thus, the sogciety-oriented funetion of
providing replacement for dying Mhau, provides at the same time a sense
of immortality or temporal continmuity to the individual. The scciety-
oriented function of production and distribution of goods and services
provides the material means ér maintenance, pleasure and status improvement
to the individual. The sociaty-orimﬁod political funetion provides the
individual with protection. Soeialising edusational function provides the
individual with the skills required to participate 1:: the society. Religion
helps the indivi&n@l to meet crises | and gives explanation for ctherwise
unexplainable occurrences.

19Robort F. Wineh, The lodern Femily, (2d ed. rev., Chicago: Holt Rinehart
and Winston, 1963}, pp. 73-75.
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Regarding the derived functions of the three types of families,

Winch says:

For the Chinese peasant, position conferring was carried almost
entirely by the family. . . If we accept Spiro's denial of

the existence of status differentials, there is no social poasition
in the sense of invidious distinctions for the Kibbuts family

to confer. . ,  In America the family provides the child with an
initial ascribed status, and the occupational system provides him
with an opportunity to alter that ascribed status either upward or
downward. . . The parental functions of nurturance and control
are, of course, sarried out within the Chinese family. In the
Kibbuts, a good deal of the "parsntifying", especially with respect
to control, is earried cut within the children's residences by
nurses and teachera. In America, parental functioning is graded
with the age of the child. . . In the matter of emotional gra-
tification, it appears that intra-familial relationships were seen
as important sources of affection and gratification in China.

In Kibbuts, parents and children usually treat each other with a
oonsiderable show of affection. . . In middle-class Amerioca,
there is a cultural expectation that mates should select each other

on the basis of mutual love,.20

The individual-oriented functions as mentioned above, are the rewards

in the faemily system. The power to control rewards, implies the power to
control the behavior of cthers who are in need of those rewards,

The three families differ also in terms of their strueture. The

traditional Chinese family included ten positions, the Kibbutsz two, and the
American nuclear family three. The following outline clarifies the matter.

In this way, the father (or oldest family member) was responsible
to other families for the good conduct of other members of the
family, Within the family he had power to command obedience and
right, if necessary to use force to implement his orders. Although
the father did not have absolute power over life and death as was
held by the Roman pater-familiss, his power was very great, and the
punishment of & father for killing his son was relatively mild,2l

20w1nch, pp. 73-75.
21
Jbid,, p. 39.
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FAMILIAL POSITIONS RESULTING FROM GENERATION AND SEX CATEGORIES
IN
(A) STEM FAMILY OF THE TRADITIONAL CHINESE PEASANTRY
(B) AMERICAN MIDDLE CLASS FAMILY
(C) KIBBUTZ FAMILY

(a) CHINESE FAMILY (b) AMERICAN  (c) KIBBUTZ FAMILY

Stay in Join the leave the Establish a leave the
the Home Home Home New Home Home
Dead

Ancestors (a)
Grand- Grand-
father mother
Father Mother Husband Their children (¢)
Eldest Wife of 'Brothers (b) Father and

Son Eldest and sisters Wife

Son of Eldest
Son Hother

Eldest Son

of Eldest

Son

(a) The dead ancestors are included because they are potentially
present and spiritually active in the affairs of the household.

(b) In the joint family of the traditional Chinese peasantry,
younger as well as eldest sons would remain in the home,

(e¢) American children leave home in their late teens or early
twenties —~ to get married or to taks a job away from home.
In the Kibbutx, children never live in the homes of their
parents. ,




17

In the words of Parsons, the head of the household of the Chinese
family had control over the facilities and rewards of the system. Wife and
children could not find a living (facilities) outside the home. If they
obeyed the family head, they would be protected by him snd praised by him
for their good conduct. If they disobeyed him, they would equally be
sanctioned by him (rewards and samctions in the system). The mores and legal
structure of the soclety supported this arrangsment.

In the Kibbuts, the facilities and rewards belong entirely to the
community. The community distributes them to man and woman as they need
them. Professor Melford E. Spiro has intensively studied life in Israsli
Kibbutzs. He makes the following remarks about the Kibbutz in general, and
the husband and wife relationship in partiocular.

Each mate works in some branch of the Kibbuts economy and each as

a member of the Kibbuts receives his equal share of the goods and

services that the Kibbuts distributes. Neither, howsver, engages

in economic activities that are sxclusively directed to the satis-

fastion of the needs of his mate, Women cook, sew, launder, ete.

for the entire Kibbuts -— net for thelr mates exclusively. Men

produce goods, but the econcmic returns from their labor go to the

Kibbuts — not to their mates and themselves; although they, like

all the members of the Xibbuts shars in these economic returns.

Hence, though there is economic cooperation between the sexes

within the community as a whole, this cooperation does not take

place between mates, because the sccial structure of this society
precludes the necessity for such c¢ooperation.2?

221 tord E. Spiro, *Is the Family Universal? The Israeli Case,” in
Normen W, Bell and Esra F. Vogel (eds.), A Modern Introduction to the Family
(Glencoe, I1l., The Free Press, 1963), p. 66. According to Murdock, the
family is a social group charscterised by common residence, economic co~
opsration and reproduction. It includes adults of both sexes, at least two
of them maintaining a socially spproved sexual relationship, and one or more
children born or adopted of the sexaally cohabiting adulte. According to
this definition, family of Kibbuts camnot be called a family. But Professor
Spiro who studied the Kibbutsz, observes certain characteristics that are

roper to husband-wife relationship. He suggests that this two-person group

i£nolf.




The American family has a middle position. It is moving more and
more towards the Kibbutzim type. But this was not the case two or three
hundred years ago. Then, the nation was heavily rural and the family canme
close to being a self-sufficient economic unit. Socislisation and education
of the children was donc‘ in the family. The political and religious
function of the family was also comparatively greater. The facilities and
rewards of the home being in the possession of the head of the household,
the family had a patriarchal structure.

With the industrialization and urbanization and other changes that
accompanied them, the functionality of the family began to decline. The
members began to be more and more economically independent. Education of
the children is done, today, mostly in schools. In other words, the rewards
and facilities are not entirely at the possession of the head of the house~
hold. How does this affect the power structure in the femily? What is the
method for studying the changes which the family is encountering? Have the
changes affected all families equally or differently? These are some of the
questions to which family sociologists scught an answer. A few of their
atudies and their findings are listed below.

Review of Literaturs

Professors Ivan Nye and Alan E. Bayer in a paper presented at the
annual meeting of the Southern Sociclogical Soeclety, reviewed the family
studies done up to 1961 in the United States. In the first part of the
paper, the authors evaluate & similar study that was done in 1947-1948 by
Professors Burgess, Cotirell and Nimkoff. In the second part of the paper,

L they describe family researches in the period 1947 to 1961 in terms of
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research, data~-gathering technique and the variables studied,
The paper was later published in Social Forces. The listing of inde-

pendent and dependent variables by the authors, as shown on the following
page, is taken from this article.?3

The differential bringing-up of boys and girls in the family depends
upon the role conception the parents have about the role of busband and wife
in the family. This role conception is different for different sub-cultures.
Mirra Komarovsky studied the way middle-class parents were bringing up their
echildren, their role conception and its functicn for the family system of the
children in their family of procreation.2k

Seventy~three biographical documents prepared by women graduates were
snalysed by the author. The doouments revealed that despite incressing
similarity in the up-bringing of the sexes among the middle-class families,
some sex differences could be observed. The author observed three distinct
patterns in the bshavior of parents towardes their children.

z’lvsn Ney and Alan E. Bayer, "Some Recent Trends in Family Research,"
Social Forces, ILI (lurch, 1963), pp. 290—391.

ehlurra Kmﬂky, *Functional Analysis of Sex 3«91»," Amerigan
Sociological Rcv:law, XV (Aug., 1950). PP. 508-516
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DEPENDENT AND INDEPENDENT VARIABLES IN FAMILY RESEARCH

DEPENDENT VARIABLES

1.
2.

3,
L

5e
6

7.
8.
9.
10.
1.
l2.

i3.
1o

15.
16.
17.
18.
19.

Age 1.
Age at marriage 2.

Dating patterns 3.
Employment of wife-mother L.

Education 50
Family composition 6.
Family relationships 7.
Length of marriage 8.
Marital adjusiment 9
Marital status 10,
Personality characteristics 11.

Place of residence 1z,

Pre-marital sexual experience 13.
Race and ethnic origin 1.

Religion 15.
Sex 16,
Socisl class

Type of marriage ceremony
Miscellaneous

Age at marriage

Dating, courtship and mate
selection

Family composition

Family planning, birth-control
and sterility

Family solidarity

In-law relationship

Marital roles

Marital status

Parent-child relationships
Parental roles

Religious behavior

Marital success, failure and
satisfaction

Sexual behavior and attitudes
Social and personality problems
of children

Socialisation of children
Miscellaneous

1. The parents tended to speed-up, most often unwittingly, but also

deliberately, the emsncipation of the boy from the family, while they
retarded it in the case of the girl.

2. A higher degree of privacy is allowed for boys than for girls.

3. The girls of the family are held to a more exacting code of filial

and kinship behavior.

How this type of training becomes functional to the family of pro-

creation of the children has been explained by the author,

These patterns of differential training of the sexes in the parental
family are generally recognized to be functionally oriented to their
respective adult roles. The role of the provider on the one hand
and of the home-maker on the other, calls for different attitudes
and skills. Competitiveness, independence, aggressiveness, dominance
all are traits felt to be needed by the future head of the family.
Although the girl can train for her adult role and rehearse it within
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the home, the boy prepares for his role outside the home, by 25
taking a paper route year-round, or a summer job away from home.

The effect of women's work outside the home on the rmily behavior was
studied by Marvin E, ()).uxx.26 The dependent variables which the author was
concerned with were task participation, routine decision making and power
structure in the family. The author believes that money is an important
basis of power so that the centrol of money leads to the possession of power,
A person has more control over the money he earns himself than other persons
have. The role of wage earner carries with it greater copportunities of
developing feelings of achievement, competence and contribution than does
the role of housewife. On theae assumptions he hypothesized:

1. The employment of the mother ocutside the home will funectien

to decrease her participation in household tasks and to
inerease that of the husband.

2. The employment of the mother ocutside the home will function

to decrease her decision making in housshold tasks (activity
contrel) and to increase that of her husband.

3. The employment of the mother outside the home will function
to increase her power vis-a-vis her husband.

The third hypothesis deals with the power aspect of the husband-wife
relationship with which we are conoerned in the study. Power as can be
noted is different from ge'tiﬂty control. The latter concerns the sheer
volume of decisions nadé, most of which are relatively of little concern
to other persons. Power on the other hand, involves decisions which may have
important effects on others.,

25Khu'msky, p. 511.

%&nin E. Olsen, "Distributions of Family Responsibilities and Social
Stratifioation," Marriage and Family Living, XXII (Feb., 1960), pp. 60-65.




22
The total sample included 324 families having at least ocne child in the
elementary school. The findings may be summarized as followse:

1. Working mothers participated less than mon-working mothers in
household tasks and their husbands participated more.

2. VWorking mothers made fewer decisions about routine household
tasks than non-working mothers and their husbands made more.

3. There was no difference in the husband-wife power between
working and non-working women.

A similar conclusion was arrived at by Hoffman regarding the effect of
women's work on the family power strugture. .27

¥hat is the effeect of woman's work outside on the domestic role of the
husband was the concern of the author. He studied eighty-nine (89) working
mothers and eighty-nine (89) non-working methers,

One of the traditional elements of masculinity is the dominance of the
male in the family. Dominance implies comtrol over other persons, as well
as control over their possessions. Hoffman suggests that control in the
family situation may funstion in two n‘ya.‘ As activity control, it refers
to the control a person has over & given area of activities, regardless of
whether or not this control has an important effect on othera., It may also
refer to ihe degree to which one person makes decisions which control
another person's behavior,

In relation to aotivity cuntwlvﬂofm found that working wives had
less control and their husbands more, than in families where wives did not

work.

271.015 W, Hoffman, "Effects of the Employment of Mothers on Parental
Power Relations and the Division of Household Tasks," Marriage and Family
Living, XXII (Feb., 1960), pp. 27-35.




In relation to the power component, no difference was found batween
working men and matehed non-working women,

Although the husband of the working wives may have participated more
in household tasks after the women went tc work, than they had before, this
apparently did not parcuptibl;y affect the qnalit.y of their status in the

family grmp.
A distinctive contribution to our understanding of the decision making

process in the family was made by Professor Kenkel. Two groups, esch in-
cluding twenty~five couples were studied. His findings are reported in an

article titled: "Cbeervational Studies of Husband-Wife Interaction in

Family Dscision Kakiug."za He describes the decision msking process and

gives his interpretation of the process.
His desoription of the phenomena may be summarised as follows:

The traditioml conception of spousal roles seems to run through
the whole pattern. Spouses expected influences to be
differentiated in the direction of the husbands having the greater
influence. Husbands did have more influence, although not nearly
sc much more as expecstsd by the spouses. Husbands were likely to
do most of the talking, which would be expected in the traditional,
more anthoritarian pattern, especially when the expenditure of
the money was involved, Husbands, furthermore, contributed most
of the ideas, while wives were decidedly more likely to be the
high performers in the soocial emotional area. All of this seems
much more in keeping with the traditiomal role conceptions of
husbands and wives than it does with the newer conception of
democratic family desision making and equality betwsen the sexes.
This occurs even though the sample studied consisted of young
middle~class, bstter edusated couples, a group most likely to
favor the demoeratic, equalitarian family tradition.29

28y1)15am F. Kenkel, "Observational Studies of Husband-Wife Inter-
action in Family Decision Making,” Marvin B. Sussman (ed.), Sourgebeok in
Marrisge and Femily (Boston: Houghton Mifflin Co., 1963), pp. 1BL-156.
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In short, the suthor was concerned with middle~class families, The

patriarchal structure was in agreement with the traditional role conception
of husband-wife relationship; but was in disagreement with the present day
common belief that middle-class families are tending towards a more egali-

tarian type. ,
The author tried to correlate the personality characteristics of the

individuals to this phenomena. But no relationship wae found. The variables
which he had tried to recken with, ax;d which ho thinks are related tp deoi~
sion meking process are social class, ethnic group, religious I‘mtor; family
of orientation of the spouses and the roles the spouses play in the nuclear
family and in the aocj,ety generally.

¥irra Komarovasky, in an article titled, "Class Differences in Family
Decieion-Making on Expenditures®, reviews some of the studles that have been
done in the field of decision making in the family,3©

Wilkening studied the extent of joint involvement of farm operstors
and their wives in joint decision making. 3& found that, in general, there
is low involvement for the 1ow~i§em group, high for the middle-income
group and again low for the high~inccme gmp.31

Olsen's study of the distribution of responsibility within the family
in five different socio-eccnomic classes found a similar result, He

concluded that the transition from the traditional to the companionship form
of family is not equally noticeable in the different strata of society.

BOSnumn, p. 261.

3lg.gens A. Wilkening, "Joint Decision-Making in Farm Families",
American Sociological Review, XXIXI (April, 1958), pp. 187-192.




In general, it is more evident in middle status families and less evident in
high and low status families .‘?'2

Van Bortek and Gross in an interview study of twenty-six upper-lower and
twenty~four upper-middle class homemakers, found that lower-class homemakers
had more of & voice in financial planning than middle-class homemakers33

Sharp and Mott found that in Detroit, in low income families, the wife
was twice as likely as her husband to handle household bills .31‘

Mirra Komarovsky suggests that three hypotheses can be proposed re-
garding the dacis:;on making in the family, the curvilinear hypothesis of
class differences, the greater influence of the wife in the lower sccio-
economic classes and the higher rate of joint involvement among the young
couples. She says that there is enough support for these generalisations
to warrant provisional acceptance and further at.udy.:’g

Fred L. Strodtbeck used the "Revealed Difference Technigque" to study
the power and influence in the family gx'w.pv.36

Three communities wers selected by the author which differed in terms
of the degree to which the wife was favored by the cultural placing of

32yarvin E, Olsen, "Distribution of Responsibility Within the Family as
Related to Social Stratification,” Grinnel College, 1956-1957.

”Dm'athy 0. Ven Bortel and Irma H. Gross, "A Comparison of Home Manage-
ment in Two Socio~Economic Groups,® ricultural Experiment Station Bullet
Michigan State College, (April 1952), .

3hH. Sharp and P. Mott, "Consumer Decisions in the'lakeup of Family,"
Journal of Marketing, XXI (October, 1956), pp. 1L49-156.

35&wmn, p. 266.

36Frad L. Strodtbeck, "Husband-Wife Interaction Over Revealed Ditforonc#"
American Sociological Review, XLI (Aug., 1951), pp. L68=473.
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power., The communities are Nsvaho, Texan and Mormon.

In thé Navaho group, both men and women own sheep. But the women do the
procaaningb of wool into rugs ‘and blankets. This assures the women a regular
income throughout the yéar. " The man has groater oarning power when he does
wage work, But thia is scarce and seasonal. The man is oénaidered the head
of the household; but the relative economic independence of the wife limits
his exercise of power,

The relative position of husbend and wife in the family of Mormons can
be clarified from the following theological statement of their church.

There must be a presiding authority in the family. The father is

the head or the president or spokesman of the family. This arrange-

ment is of divine origin. It also conforms to the physical and

psychological laws under which humanity lives. A home, as viewsd

by the church, is composed of & family group, so organized as to be

presided over by the father, under the autherity and in the spirit

of the priesthood conferred upon him,37

The Texan group is composed of migrants who came from eastern Texas
during the drought and depression of the early 1930's,

Ten families from each group were selected and the couples were sub-
Jected to an experiment in a laboratory situation. The purpose of the study
was to know how they arrived at a decision in case of difference of opinion.
The hypothesis was that the decision would tend to be in favor of the person
who had more power in the family structure. The findings are presented on

the following page.

3strodtbeck, p. 470.




NUMBER OF DECISION WON BY:
CULTURE COUPLES HUSBARD WIFE
Navaho 10 34 L6
Texan 10 39 33
Mormon 10 L2 29

The hypothesis was verified.

Behavior is influenced by the personality of the astor. The difference
between the personality of the middle-class women and working-class women
has been studied by lLee Reinwater, Richard P. Coleman and Gerlad Handel,

The following excerpts from the book of the authors indicate that thers is
a difference between the personality of the middle-class women and the
working-class women in terms of their attitudes, emotions, personal re-
sources, skills and apprehensions which according to the authors constitute
the personality.

. A central characteristic of the working~class wife is her underlying
conviotion that most significant action results from the world
external to herself, rather than from within herself. In comparison
with the middle-class wife, reality is, in its ordinary presentation
to her, flat, unvarnished, and not highly differentiated...

The working-class wife's outlook is shaded by a pervasive anxiety

over possible fundamental deprivations... In comparison with the

middle-class woman, the working-class woman's emotionality is not
well organised or easily controlled...

Strong feelings can be elicited by less intense stimulation as

compared to the middle-class women. She differs somewhat from the

middle~class woman in the way she maintains her moral goodness in
that she is governed somewhat more immediastely by what others will
think of her. This outward orientation has several facets.

1. She believes that most significant action originates from the
world external to herself.

2. 8She relies upon being presented stimulation, rather than
initiating courses of action herself (and her passivity is one
of her main controls.)

3. She is more interested in what goes on in her immediate aurrmmding1
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than in her own thoughts. She is more concerned about being punished
by others, than she is about punishing herself,38 v

The above excarpts notes that there is a differense between the per-
sonality of the middle-class and working-olass, and that the peraonality
factor should be taken into consideration in comparing the behavior of both
groups.

Franklin Frasier distinguishes four types of family structures among
the Negroes.?¥ e first one called the maternal family pattern, in its
purest and most primitive form, is found in the rural South. This type is
based primarily upon the affectional ties and common interests existing
among the offapring and the mother who is the head of the famlly. The man
has no authority in the family and the children may not even be aware of
their relationship to him.

The second type of fanily pattem shows many of the characteristics of
the traditional faily pattern of the American whites. The status of the
husband in the family was patterned against the status of the husband in the
white family of which he was 'ahc slave, Even &ter gaining freedom, his
authority was undisputed in ﬂae family. |

Fanilies belonging to the third type originated in the sommnities of
the free Negroes, usually 'o'x white and Negro, and sometimes of Indian,
ancestry. The founders of these families inherited, in scme cases, wealth
from their white ancestors and zoneraily showed the advantages of odueatioml!
opportunities and contact with the whites. Maa families were az a rule

39 ranklin E. Frasier, "The Impact of Urban Civilisation Upon Negro
Family Life," American Sociological Review, II (Oct., 1937), pp. 609-618.




patriaroha.l in organization.

The fourth type of families is relatively isolated from the main
currents of Negro life. These families originated in isolated communities
of persons of Negro, white and Indian ancestry. Usually they regard them~
selves as a distinet race from the Negros and show in their bshavior the
clannishness of an isolated group. The family organisation of this group
is strictly patriarchal and is usually tied-up with the religiocus organi-
sation of the ccmmunity.

A study conducted by Maccoby and her associates of the Laboratory of
Human Developwent at Harvard University was intended to reveal the different
methods used in child rearing by different social classes. Interviews were
conducted with 198 upper-middle class, and 174 upper-lower olass mothers of
kindergarten children, They were asked about their wethods of bringing-up
their children. The techniques the mothers used for disciplining the
children, the number and identity of the people involved in the child's
early training were also the object of study. A few of the findings from
the study which are relevant for our purpose are the following.

The relationship between the father and the mother differ somewhat

along the class lines. The upper-lower mothers are more critical

of their husbands, and there is more open quarelling between the two

parents in this group over child rearing practices, than among the

upper-middle class families. Similarly the amount of disagreement
between mothers and fathers on child mriﬁg policy appears to be

a function of class rather than education.

4 paper of Allison Davis published in The Family in a Democratic

0 .
b Eleanor E. Maceoby, Patricia K. Gibbs and the Staff of the Laboratory

of Human Development, Harvard Univ., "Method of Child Rearing in Two Social
Classes,® in William E, Martin and Celia Burns Stendler, (eds.), Re s
in Child Development (New York: Harcourt, Brace and Company, 1954), pp. 380-

390 .




. 30
M is considered to be one of the often quoted source with regard to the
social class difference in child ruring.m The author compares the pattern
existing in different social classes. His findings have significance for tbar
present study in the sense that the personalities of husband and wife inter-
acting in the family of procreation is a funection of the experiences they had
in their own family of oricntatiou.

A similar ﬂtudy was co-suthored by Richard A. Littman, Robert C. A.
k2

Moore and John Plerce Jones, Studies on child~rearing and social class

completed in Chicago, Illinois, and Newton, Massachusetts, are used as
control for comparison with a atudy of a smmple of parents in Eugene, Oregon.

The independent variable was the social class position and the dependent
variables are p‘ructicu’ of ehild-'rsarm such as feeding, weaning, toilet
training, aggression oontroi, mhniquo of discipline, household routine
requirements, father-child relations and sex permissiveness.

One of the four objectives of the study was to determine if fathers
differ from mothers on varicus lépoeta of the socialisation process. The
findings are contained in the fellowing passage from the article.

The Chicago data indicate no difference betwaen the classes with

respect to the agent of punishment. In both classes, the mothers

claimed that they punished the child the most, The Boston data,
like those of Chicago, fail to show class differences; however,

uAlliton W. Davis, ®*Child Rearing in the Class Structure of the Ameri-
can Sooioty. The Family in Democratic Society, Anniversary Papers of the
Community Service Society of New York (New York: Columbia Univ. Press, 19&9),

PPe 50’59 °

haRichard A, Littman, Robert C. A. Moore and John Pierce-Jones, "Sccial
Class Difference in Child Rearing: A Third cmnity, American Sceiologi-
cal Review, XXII (Dec., 1957), 694~T0k.
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the percentage of mothers who do more punishing than fathers.

is considerably less. The most apparent reason for the difference

lies in the questions on which the data are based. In Chicago,

the question dealt with punishment in general; while in Bosten,

the question dealt with punishment of children only when both

parents are present. The Eugene data indicate no ¢class difference

in the punishment agent, Almost all fathers and mothers believe

that the father of a housshold should not be the sole punitive

agent. However, no inquiry was mﬁe to determine how the burden

of punishment is actually divided.43

The inconsistencies observed between the three studies might have been
due to the difference in sampling, the time when the study was made, the
concepts used, and the methods of measurement.

The method used by Fred L. Strodtbeck - as mentioned elsewhere, was used
by James (. March to examine some aspects of the decision making balance of
power within a married couple as it is revealed in the discussion of
different queations of publie pal.tcy.m"

It was the assumption that the influence pattern betwesn a husband and
wife would vary from situation to situation, and from poliey to poliecy, and
that the general character of the variability was predietsble from our undery
standing of the family as a relatively established system of interaction.

Traditionally, political matters were allocated to the husband. But
during the past one hundred years, the ideology of political equality
between the sexes has been accepted and this has altered the form of speciald
isation within the family, particularly among urban, middle-clase, college
educated families. Sub-specialisation began to ocour in the family.

In the study, three policy areas were considered: foreign affairs,

beido, Pe 701

onr———

Uhrames G. March, "Husband-Wife Intersction Over Political Issues,
Public Opinion Quarterly, XVII (Spring, 1953), pp. L61-470.
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lasbor affairs, and local affairs. The prediction was that the wife would

tend to be most influentisl in dealing with local affairs, and least
influential in dealing with labor affairs.

Eight couples were aubjecw to the experiment. Different problems
were suggested and thQir opiﬁion on‘ each was separately sought for. In
cagses of disagreement, they were asked to discuss and come to an agreement.
The discussion was rscorded and was later analysed.

The mithor remarks: "These data would seem to indicate that within the
social and cultursl groupe represented by this sample, the sharing of poli-
tical power between a husband and wife tends to result in a form of special-
ization in which each spouse has more or less clearly defined areas of
canpetcnea."hs

A family is considered stable,if it maintains itself as a unit from ite
onset at marriage to old tge.‘ According to Frofessor Hollingshead, fastors
responsible for stability in the family are different for different social
chasu.z‘s

Among the upper-class, family contrel of mate selection is the most
determinant of family stability. In the middle~class, on the other hand,
conformity to class preasures, ulf-disaiplim, moral emphasis in marriage,
submission to the demands of the job, and ready acceptance of geographie
and social mobility, minimise family instability among its members. Within
the working-class, family instability increases; here it is the result of

%h, P }4680

MAmst B. Hollingshead, "Class Differsence in Family Stability”, The

Annals of the American Academy of Political Soiences, 72 (November, 1950) pp.
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stressful conditions.

Professor E. H. Mowrer in his Dombstic Discord and Disorganiszation:

Personal and Social seems to think that family discord may result in dis-
k7

organization and eventually in instability,

Professor Hollingshead found that lower-class families are cmnratin.‘d
less stable, than families of middle-class and upper—class. Does this also
mean that there is more discord in the lower-class families? If this is
true, has it something to do with the structure (in our study - the power
structure of the family) of the family?

~ Blood and Wolfe conducted a study in Michigan to measure power dig-

tribution in the family. Power within the family was measured by the pre-
dominance of husband or wife in making deoid.om on eight items., By
constructing a scale of dMe, the authors were able to compare decision
making among families at different levels of social status. The middle~
status group showed the highest degree of equality between husband a.ud wife.
In high-status groups the husband made more decisions than the wife,
especially in matters w«oiving income or the handling of money. In low-
stitua groups the wife tended to be more dminant than in either the high
or middle-status faailin.w

¥hen wivaa are employed, they share power in decision making with their
hugbands. Since a higher percentage of lower-class wives work than wives

YTk rnest B. Mowrer, Domestic Discord: Its sis and Treatment,
(Chicago, Illinois: Univ. of Chicago Press, 1928). Also: Ernest R. Mowrer,

maoxjgmintiom Personal and Socisl, (Chicago: .B. Lippincott & ca.,19h2).r

“aa. O. Blood and D. M. Wolfe, PHusbands and Wives," The gynnias of
Married Living (Glencoe, Illinois: The Free Press, 1960). L T —
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in other classes, the loss of power of lower-class husbands may oscur, at

least in part, by the increased power of working wives,
| Heer's study, however, showed that non-working wives in the lower-class
dso have more power than niddlo-chas wives .“9
Roles of husband and wife in the home also show some variation by sub-
cultural groups. Responsibility for the performance of housshold duties
rests more heavily on low~status wives, and least heavily on high~-status

50 ‘Hs found that husbands are more

wives, acoording to the Olsen study.
active in the middle~income groups. The high-income group wives transfer
ten percent of household duties to servants, whereas middle and low-status
wives have little cutside help. Although middle-class husbands and wives
tend to share responsibility for household tasks in alightly greater degree
than do couples in other classes, the study does not imply that they
actually oarry out tasks together.

Reubsn Hill distinguishes nomsl families from those in cruia.sl In

an article published by the author in Soecial Case Work, he discusses the

different aspects of the problem. He presents the broad outlines of the
conceptual fremework most used by family sociologists in orisis studies,
catalogues the stressful events that have been studied, and those that
remain unstudied, presents the findings to date and gives a theory as to
how the family adjusts itself to crisis situations. He also discusses the

49D, M. Heer, "Dominance and the Working Wife," Social Forces, XKXVI
(april 1958), pp. 3hk1-3L7. | ; ‘

50, E. Glsen, "Distribution of Family Responsibilities and Social
Stratificstion”, Narriage and Family Living, XXII (February 1960) pp. 60~65.

. 51geuben Hill, "Soolal Stresses on the Family,* Social Case Work,XXXIX
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implications of crisis for the members of the family.
A family may be said to be in crisis when it meets with a stresssitua-

tion. The stress situations listed by the author are:

Death of child, spouse or parent
Hospitelisation of spouse

War separation

Unwantad pregnancy

Deserter returns

Stepfather, stepmeother additions

War reunions ‘

Some adoptions, aged grandparents, orphaned kin
Non-support; infidelity

Alcoholism, drug addiction and delinguency
Illegitimacy

Runaways, desertion and divorce
Imprisonment

Suleide or homicide

Institutionalisation for mental illness

From the moment the family meets the crisis event until it is re-adjust-
ed, it goes through different stages. They are:
l. Attempts to deny the problem.
2. Attempts to eliminate the problem.
3. Disorganisation.
L. Attempts to reorganise in spite of the problem.
5. Bfforts to escape the problem: deeision to separate
from the aleccheolic spouse.
6. Reorganization of the family without the spouse.
7. Reorganisation of the entire family.

In exposing the theory of family re-adjustment to the crisis situations,
the author has not said how much time will it take for & normal family to
get adjusted after having faced a crisis situation.

The type of role differentiation between husband and wife reflected on
the relationship the couple has towards the community and neighborhood, says

Elisabeth Bott.>2  She distinguishes three types of organisation of

ﬁmxmath Bott, "Conjugal Holes and Social Networks,* Normal W. Bell
and Esra F. Vogel, A.Modern Introduction to the Family, (Glencoe, Illinois:

Pt A
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familial activities, complementary, independent and joint organisation.

In the first two cases, the role relationship is aogresgted conjugal role
relationship., In the third, the role relationship is joint conjugal.

Regarding the relationship of theae types to the relationship the
couple has towards the community, the author remarks:

A qualitative examination of the research data suggests that the
degree of segregation of conjugal roles is related to the degree
of connectedness in the total network of the family. Those
families that had a high degree of segregation in the role relation-
ship of husband and wife had a close~knit network; many of their
friends, neighbors and relatives knew each other. Families that
had a relatively joint role relationship between husband and wife
had a loose~knit network; few of their relatives, neighbors and
friends knew one another, There were many degrees of variation
betwesn these extremes, On the basis of our data, I should like
to put forward the following hypothesist the degree of segregation
in the role relationship of husband and wife varies directly with
the connectedness of the fammily's social network. The more
connected the network, the greater the degree of segregation be~
tween the roles of husband and wife. The less connected the net~
work, the smaller the degree of segregation between the roles of

husband and wife.53

Thus, the type of relationship that exists between the family and the
community may be indicative of the structure of the family.

The present section dealing with the studies done in the past might be
concluded giving a resume of what the researchers have found, regarding the
topic of discussion. This it seems will help clarify the relatiouship of
the study proposed here with those done in the past.

Authority, influence, power and dominange are very often synonymously
used, to indicate the relative position of usband and wife in the family.
Operationally, this means the extent to which one parent decides over the
other parent's behavior more than the other deaides his behavior. In this

SBIbid., p. 252,

—————
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paper, the word "power" will be used to indicate this phenomenon.

Husband-wife interaction on revealed differsnces has been used as a
technique to study the power structure of the family. Even though there are
different areas in which husband and wife may have difference of opinion,
the main two areas are child-rearing and economic life of the family. The
economic 1ife has been the main concern of many of the studies that have as
yet been done,

The objective of the present study is centered on child-rearing. But
the authors seem not to agree as to the distribution of responsibility
between husband and wife. It is at this cbjective that the present study
is directed.

Power distribution,or the actual distribution of it in the family,
depends on many metcrtf The personality qf hugband and wife, their racial
or religious background, years of marriage, social class, etc., are some of
the factors that determine family power structure. Studies in family should
distinguish between those facing the orisis and thoss not facing the orisis,

Findings from previous studies suggest that upper and lower—class
families are patriarchal and the middle~class families egalitarian.
Difference of opinion between husband and wife in the formmer cases are
resolved mostly in favor of the husband. In the latter, the tendency is
ténrda & compromise position. Examining the way in which inter-parental
confliots are resolved in the family, it is possible to find out the
structure of the family.

The main areas of family life in which parents may disagree have been
outlined by specialists in the field. Mowrer in his book Domestic Discord

gives a list of twenty-nine problems taken from 639 cage records of tha |
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United Charitiee of Chicago. Volume 23 of Marriage and Family Living rupord

a study that was done among the members of the United Presbyterian Church.
A list of twenty-five problems was presented to a national sample of LLB
members of the group with the instruction to check the most common among
problems cbserved in family life,5!

The data gathered from the above sources may be grouped under five main
headings in the following order of importance:

Child Rearing; Style of Life; Involvement in Community Affairs;
Husband-Wife Relationship; and, Religiocus Practice.

The major part of the di sagreemente were related to child-rearing.
An analysis of thie, it seems, will give & cross-section of the family dis-

agreements in general.

‘m. Hypothesais

The hypothesis for the présent study may be prosenteé as follows:

There are differenods in terms of inter-parental 6onﬂiet in
the socialisation and education of children between American white Catholic
parents of t_he middle~-income group and those of the low-income group.

| Sccial class is the independent variable and inter-parental

confliect Jin the aocialisﬁtion and edusation of children is the dependent
Tvariablo.

Socialization is the process by which someone learns the ways of
a given society or social group so that he can function within it.ss

Shawilla G. Brim, Jr., Roy ¥W. Fairchild, and Edgar F. Bregatta,

"Relations Between Family Problems," Marriage snd Femily Living, XXIII
(Auguet, 1961), pp. 210-226. * = L ily Living,

S5¢rederick Elkin, The % and Society: The Process of Soclalisation
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Education is formalised aacialintion.gé The term "child-rearing™ has been

purposely ocmitted to make it clear that the inter-parental conflicta
analysed in this study extend alap to children who are adolescents.

The term "conflict® hu been defined diffcmntly by different authors.
Anong the various definitions, however, two definite trends can be observed.
There are those who consider danlict as a dissociative process, Thus,
according to 0. A. lundberg, conflict is characterised by a "suspension of
communication between opposing purtiu."s" Wilson and Kelb think the sane
and consider conflict as a disjunctive pmen.ss

In contrast to the above view is the opinion of others who consider
conflict as a2 form of interaction., This view stems mainly from the work of
George Simmel, He writes:

If every interaction smong men is a sociation, conflict must

certainly be considered as sociation. Conflict is designed to

resolve divergent dualisme, it is a way of achieving some kind

of unity, even if it be through the annihilation of one of the
conflicting parties,5?

Sélinch, p. 115,

57g, 4. Lundberg, The Foundations of Sociology (New York: The MacMillan
GQ-: 1939)’ Pe 275'

58 Lewis Wilson and W. L. Kolb, Sociological Analysis (New York:
Harcourt Brace, 1949), p. Tll.

59George Stmmel, Conflict and the Web of Group Affiliations, trans. by
K. H, Wolf and R. BendIx (Glencce, IITinois: Th ?rae Press, 1955), p. 13.
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R. E. Park and his followers were mainly responsible for spreading the
ideas of Simmel in the United States.

Those who see in éoutlict a form of social interaction have tried to
distinguish it from competition. According to Park and Burgess, conflict
as distinct from competition is always conscicus and involves direct
communication,

Both are forms of interaction, but competition is a struggle

between individuals or groups of individuals who are not

necessarily in contact and communication; while eonflict is

a contest in which contact 1s an indispensable condition,

Competition is unconscious; conflict is always conscious,

Both conflict and competition are forms of struggle. Competition

is, however, contimuous %inporwml and conflict is

intermittent and personal.

A number of scholars have attempted to distinguish between conflict and
competition, mainly in terms of the means used by goal-oriented antagonists.
According to Maclver conflict is "all activity in which men contend against

w6l

one another for any ob:}ectiva. He makes a distinction between direct

conflict and indirect conflict. Direct conflict occurs where individuals
or groups thwart or impede, or restrain, or injure, or destroy one another
in the effort to attain some goal. Indirect conflict occurs whers individuals
or groups do not actually impede the efforts of one another, but neverthe-
less seek to attain their ends in ways which cbstruct the attainment of the

same end by oth.ra.62

60g, &. Park and W. E. Burgess, Introduction to the Science of Sociolq#

(Chicagos Univ. of Chicago Press, 19217, p. 57%.

6]‘3. M. Maclver, Society (New York: Farrar and Rinehart, 1937), p. 51.

62
Ibid.,




Robin M, Williams, Jr., defines conflict as a struggle over values
(distributive or non-distributive) in which the immediate aims of the oppon-
ents are to neutralize, injure or eliminate their rivals. Conflict resulis
from conscious pursuit of exclusive values. Competition to Williams is

focused on reaching a goal, rather than removing competitors .63

Kingsley Davis says that an actor engaged in conflict tries to destroy
the opposition while in competition the actor tries to outdo the comutitor.“

Howard Becker's diﬁimtiw; betwsen conflict and competition is based on
the funotion sach one has for the social system. According to him, there are
three dissociative processes, competition, contravention and confliect.
Competition may be boundary maintaining, for the members of a system, when
these members are confronted with a competition from members of another systeq.
Boundary maintenance is equally apparent as a result of contravention.
Conflict is always haundary maintaining. 65

The difference between competition and conflict may be summarised as
follows: Competition 18 unconscious, contimaous and impersonal.

- Conflict, on the other hand, is intermittent, personal and
conseious.

The mmt in competition is not an enemy. It is focused on reaching the
goal, rather than eliminating the competitor. On the other hand, in conflict
situation, the opponent is looked upon as an enemy to be eliminated.

63&. M. Williams, Jr., The Reduction of Intergroup Tmaions (New York:
Social Science Research Council, 1947) p. h3.

&‘Charlos P. loomis and Zona K, Loomis, Modern Social Theories (New Yorkl
D. Van Vostrand Co., 1965), p. 121.

5 bid., p. 75.
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The characteristics of conflict as given above may not be verified in

all cases. A much simpler definition has been given by Ralf Dahrendorf.
wFor him, the most useful definition is one in terms of oppamition between
two, and only two parties whether conscious or unconscious .66 This ditini—
tion vill be used in t.he prnent analysis. |

| The purpose of th;i.s study :ls to identify mtox—parontal econfliet in two
different aceimmopio groups, and not to explain 11&. If the gnmorn of
the sociologist is defined in terms of "iho did what and why", the present
study 1s mainly concerned with the "who and what® of conflist of family
systems and not the "why" of it., Any explanation that may be found in these
pages, regarding the reason for confliet, is suggested as a guide for
future researches.

Going through the sociological literature, one cbserves difference of
opinien among mathors s&s to the definition af social class. A general theory
of social class has not yet been proposed. In the absence of a general
theory, different operational definitions have been used by individual re—
searchers. Most of these authors agree that oceupation, incmy and education

are the three factors determining the social class of the Mividuil.67

Method
As researches in the family developed, there was a shift in the

method, too. From the clinic observation or the verstshen method, it

g1 ton B. MoMeil (ed.), The Nature of Human Confliet (Englewood
Cliffs, New Jersey: Prentice-Hall, ins., 1965), p. 91,

67Ruth Shonle Cavan,"Sub-cultursl Variations and Mobility," in Harold

T. Christensen (od.gi Handbook of Marriage and the Family (Chicago: Rand-
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developed into interview or questionnaire. Even today, mhrviai remains

to be the method most commonly used in family studies.

But in the past decade, there have bean attempts to substitute the
interview method with other mr: sophisticated ‘vomvn‘,a'a used in paychology,
statistics, social psychology and other related fielde. Some of these
modern methods are Record Linkage, Marital Projection Series, a new version
of the observation method, and the interaction process snalysis as used in
small group studies.

Record Linkage was first used by Professor Harold T, Ghri:tmm.ﬂa
He used the marriage, birth, divorce and death records to study such probleJ
as family mobility, inocidence and prevalence of pre-marital pregnancy, child
spacing and family sise, The reliability of the records in this method is
taken for granted, But‘ the reliability of the records depends upon the
reliability of the reporting person and the time in which it m’ reported.

Dr. Huntington used the "Marital Projection Seriea", to study the
rslationship of paraoml.jlty to the interaction of marriage partners .69
Pictures similar to those used in TAT wers used by the suthor to study the
interaction process of ten couples. The method is tooc expensive and time-
consuming to be used for any large scale studies. The method is centered
more on the progess of interaction itself, rather than the causes of the

interaction.

mﬂarsld T. Christensen, "The Method of Record Linkage Applied to
Family Data,® Marrisge and Feaily living, XX (Feb., 1958), pp. 368-L2.

waobert M, Huntington, "The Personality Interaction Approach to Study
of the Marital Relationship,” Marriage and Family Living, XX (Feb., 1958),
a2 '
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According tothe observation method suggested by Dr. Blood, the investi-
70

gator visits & family several times a week and records his observations.
Dr. Blood contends that the investigator, after some time, would be regarded
as one of the members of thoﬁousahold, and from thewon he would be able to

- have a clear picture of the situation. This assumption is to be questioned,
Admitting that this is true, the msthod meets with another objection. The
gelected occasions at which the investigator visits the family do not give a
cross-section of the family behavior, Thus, the findings of such an investi-
gation may be valid for those particular cases, but not for the family be-
havior, in general.

The interaction process analysis as used in small group studies is
suggested by Prolfessor Strodtbeck for the study of husband-wife intersction
in the tnily.u Techniques used in small group analysis were used by the
author to determine the locus of powsr in a decision making situation
invelving husband and wife. The method is suitable for the interaction
approach studies of families.

The validity of the above methods for studies of family behavior, in
general, has not been established. Even for those areas for which they were
first used, their reliability has not been proven. The writer intends to
use the interview method for this study.

TO80bert 0, Bleod, "The Uss of Cbservational Methods in Family Research,q
Marrisge and Family Living, XX (Feb., 1958), pp. 47-52.

"lpred L. Strodtbeck, "Husband-Wife Interaction Over Revealed
Differences,” American Sociological Review, XVI (August, 1951), pp. 468-473.
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Two groups of families, differing one from the other for the

gocio~economic status of the couples, are compared., Sixty families have been
gelected on & random basis -- thirty from a middle~class neighborhood and
thirty from a lower-class neighborhood. Negroes were excluded from the study
Language barrier made it necessary to exclude those of Spanish origin, also.
A schedule (& sample of which is appended to this paper) was used for the
interview, Fifty per cent of those interviewed were men and fifty per cent
were women, |

The analysis presented in the following pages are based on the data
eollwte& from these interviews.

The schedule itself consisted of four parts. The first part was
devoted to gathering information regarding ‘the couples. Many items such as
the age of the couples, tlfaeir ethnie baqurqmnd, grade of ed;ncation, type of
occupation of the couples, years of marriage, the aoeio-occndni_c status of
the fanily, of orientation of the couples, eto., found place in the schedule,
This section of the schedule was split into two parts. The first part served
as Introduction and the second part as Conclusion., This was done with inten-
tion of not embarrassing the respondent with so many personal questions at
one time,

The second part of the schedule was intended to identify the object of
disagreement between couples. A list of twelve areas of child-training in
which parents usually disagreed was proposed.

The third and fourth sections of the schedule attempted to find out why
couples disagree, and how they resolve their disagreement. Both were open~
ended questiona,
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The descriptive data regarding the couples are presented in

Chapter II. Analysis of the confliet itself (the number of conflicts, the
object and nature of conflicts,the reason for conflict and conflict
resolution) is found in Chepter III. Chapter IV gives a summary of the
etudy with the pertinent findings.




CHAPTER II
THE SAMPLE

The purpose of this chapter is two-fold:
| To describe the population from which the sample was selected.
To describe the sample itself.

The Population From Which the Sample Was Selected

The study is aimed at comparing the behavior of married couples of
two different socio-economic groups. One of the means used for identifying
socio-economic background of the couples is to select the semple from neigh-
borhoods which, aeccording to tﬁe generally accepted ocriteria (income and
 educational level) could be éhmoteriaod as belonging to different social
classes.

Fifty per cent of the sample was selected from Oak lLoan, a suburb of
Chicago. The description of the area is given on the following page.

According to the latest report, 94.6 per cent of the residents in Oak
Lawn own their homes, Many types of homes are avallable in Qak Lawn, priced
from $14,000 to $50,000, with an average price of $25,000. New homes start
in the $20,000 ares, and thers are some 500 apartment units in town, renting

from $110.00 to $250.00 per month.>

lOak Lawn Chamber of Commerce, Oak Lawn: Crossroads of Residence and

Industry (Oak Lawn, Ill.: Edwards and Calven, Inc., 1966).

-7~




TABLE 1 . k8

LAWN FAMILY INCOME IN 1959(®)
( %%!éal Number of Families ....9?;'333)

Undtl‘ ””””” *‘.1,000........'... 126
31,000"""" 1"999..00"0.000. 6!‘

2,000 hadihadiadied 2’”9- e & & 8 v 0 * s ¢ o @ 87
3,%0 - - om - 3,999. ¢ & & 5 s o 6 o 9 o @ 130
h,Om - - h.999¢. ¢ ® & & o o & 0 ¢ o @ 190

8,000 = = == 5,999, ¢« s o s s 0000+ 536
6,000 = ===  6,999. 4 s s s 00000 815
Ts000 = = = = 75999 ¢ o s v o 0o s s s s o 980
8,000 = = = = 8,999, 4 s o s oo BT
9,000 = === 9,999, ¢ e s s v o 04 oo 726
20,000 = = == 18,0000 ¢ ¢ 0 e 000 o0 . s 1,789

lslm'--—* 2&’999000.-.-..... h89
Eg,ﬁmwﬁwar...-.---a...-.-. 7?

(‘)3.8. Census of Population and Housing, 1960, Census Traocts:
Chicago, Illinois (Washington: U.S. Government Printing House), p. 20.

TABLE 2
YEARS OF SCHOOL COMPLETED BY HEADS OF HousesoLp(®?

Persons 25 years and older. . « . « « « « « 4 . 14,350
No. school years cml‘m‘ a4 » s v s o v e » 66
Elementary Schools
1“& YOAYE . + ¢ o o e v e 8 s 4 0 e b a s 253
S.T ym. ® o 4 & 8 & ¢ % 4 8 ° 8 @ & 8 e @ aSh
8 years
High Schools ‘
1‘3 FJORTE o o o ¢ o s ¢ s s o o ¢ s o o o & 3,2&1
h JORY'E o o o & ¢ o ¢ ¢ o 2 6 o s o o ¢ h,?lB
College: : o '
1"’3 JOBYE o« o o ¢ 2 o ¢ ¢ ¢« 6 5 0 0 s 8 o » 1,757

.........'.....o’.Q,O_B?

()y.s. Census of Population and Housing, 1960, p. 20.




L9

The directory of the Catholic Parish covering the area was used to
select the sample. The families were numbered and the numbers recorded
and were deposited in the receptacle from which thirty were selected at
random., Six of thossthus selected could not be reached for interviewing,
Two of them had no children living with them. The other four refused to be
interviewed. So another six were selected using the same process.

The families of the low-inecome group were selected from census tracts
127, 128 and 129 in Chicago. The area is in the vicinity of Loyola University]
(Downtown Campus) and extends from Chicago Avenue on the south to Division
Street on the north, and from Michigan Avenue on the east to the Chicago River
on the west., Description of the three trascts is given below.

TABLE 3

CHICAGO CENSUS TRACTS 127, 128, 129: FAMILY INCOME IN 1959¢®

CENSUS TRACT NO.

127 128 129

TOTAL NUMBER OF FAMILIES 1,843 553 1,048
Uad‘r - - - ‘ 1,0%0 v 220 36 lh?
$ 1,000 - -~~~ 1,999, 302 i 99
2,000 -~ - - = 2,999, 292 62 100
3,000 = - - = 3,999, 398 60 179

B 000 « = = = },999, - 322 123 129
5,000 ~ = - = 5,999, 176 56 105
6,%0 - . 6,9990 ’ 31 ’ 35 63
7,000 = = =« = 7,999, 3 36 51
8',000 - - 8,9990 42 L7 h5
9,000 = = = =« 9,999, L 8 29
10,000 = = = = 11,999, 21 29 7
15,000 = = = = 24,999, L 12 2L
25,000 and over ces .o
MEDIAN INCOME « = = = = = = ~ = = § 3,270, $ L,565. $ 3,994,

(‘)ﬂ' 8 .. 11,




CHICAGO CENSUS TRACTS 127,
P e e - —

TABLE L

128, 1291 YEARS OF SCHOOL COMPLETED(®)

50 |

CENSUS TRACT NO.

127 128 129
Persons 25 years of age
- and Older . ¢ ¢ . e 0 0 0 e 0 s 53021 1,316 h’hzs
NoSchOOl............. —— —— ""'""
Elementary Schooling:
l.hy.&ri.....-.--.o‘ us 2“1 339
S-?y.lr..-........- 577 335 596
ay..r. e @ 8 o 8 & s e & o » h93 287 657
High School:
1‘3y‘m-oo'-.o-ooo 879 2h1 752
byears . . . .. ... ... 387 98 852
College:
1.3 YORTSE .« ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ o s o o 158 52‘ 557
Ly or more years . . . . . . . 19 37 5715
MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS COMPLETED: 8.9 8.2 11.1

(‘)U.S. Census of Population and Housing, 1960, p. 31.

Description of the Sample

area, using the same method,

The original plan was to select five famillies from each bloeck, choosing
the even number families.

Twenty~one families thus selected only could be

the low-income families analysed in the present study.

Inter-parental conflict may be the function of different variables.

Socio-economic status of the parents, ethnic factors, religious factors,

used for interviewing. The others were either not available or refused to be}
interviewed. An additional nine were selected from two blocks in the same
The thirty families thus selected represent

age difference between the couples, in-law influence, etc., are some of those
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factors that may have a decisive force on the inter-parental behavior. Any
attempt to 1solate one of these factors and measure its influence on the
parental behavior would have to control for the influence of other factors.

The design for such a study may be graphically presented as follows:

Independent Variable Mediating Variable Dependent Variable
Soelo~economic Stress situation Inter-parental
status of the parents Overall adjustment conflict
Working wife

Ethnic factors
Religious factors
Age differences
In~-law influence

In studies done under laboratory situations, the researcher controls
the mediating variables and manipulstes the independent variable. But in
survey type studies, as this study, a rigid controlling of the variables
was not possible. The researcher on the other hand tries, as far as possible
to match the compared groups in terms of the mediating variables. If he
succeeds in matching both groups, his conclusions regarding the independent
and dependent variables are almost unqualified. If not, they are presented
with reservations.

This section is intended to examine if the middle and 1ow:-inem groups
studied could be matched in terms of the mediating variables, as shown in
the following tables.

The number of cases in which lmsband and wife have the same schooling
seems Yo be different in both groups. Table 7 derived from Tables § and 6

will eclarify the difference.
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TABLE 5

YEARS OF SCHOOL COMPLETED BY HUSBAND AND WIFE
MIDDLE-INCOME GROUP

Years of Schooln | Years of School,~ WIFE

HUSBAND: S 9 or less |10-12 ‘13—17 18 and more |[TOTAL

9 or less

10 to 12 1 | 1

13 to 1T 7 13 | 20

18 and more 1 8 9
TOTAL 9 2 30

TABLE 6

YEARS OF SCHOOL COMPLETED BY HUSBAND AND WIFE
1AW-INCOME GROUP

o i e gt o et 2t er e et e s A b e AT e ot e A A 1A e

Years of School Years of School - WIFE

HUSBAND3 9 or less [10-12 | 13~17 [ 18 and more | TOTAL
9 or less y 9
10 to 12 2 17 19
13 to 17 2 2
18 and more |

TOTAL 11 19 30




TABLE 7
COUPLES BY YEARS OF SCHOOLING
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pupies WAGH Husband With
Equal No, Yrs. More School.
Socio-Economie | Schooling: PER Than Wife: r PER PER
Group No. . CENT No. " CENT | TOTAL | CGENT
Middle-Income
Group 51 u6.6 16 53.4 30 100
Low=Income
Group 26 86.6 b 13.k 30 100
TOTAL 40 20 60

The percentage of couples having the same number of years of schooling

is 46.6 per cent in the middle-income group, whereas the corresponding per-

centage in the low income group is 86.6 per cent.

The cccupation of couples in the middle and low-income groups is shown

in Table 8.

TABLE 8
OCCUPATION OF COUPLES IN MIDDLE AND LOW-INCOME GROUPS

Middle-Income Oroup Low-Income Group

Ocoupation Husband Wife [TOTAL || Husband [ Wife [ TOTAL
Professional-~

Managerial 2y 24
Clerical-Sales 3 6 9
Skilled 2 2
Semi~-fkilled - - 20 20
Unskilled - - 9 7 16
Domestic - 2k 2k 23 23
Othsras 1 1 1 1l

TOTAL 30 30 60 30 30 60
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The six cases of the working wives in the middle~income group are

working full-time. In the low-income group, five are working full-time and

the others only part-time.

The age of eouples in the middle and low-income groups is shown in

Tables 9 and 10,

TABIE 9

AGE OF HUSHAND AND WIFE IN MIDDLE-INCOME GROUP
BY FIVE-YEAR INTERVALS

— orsm—

Age of ! ’ s of WIFE:

HUSBAND1 30-34 | 35-39 | LO-kh | L5-49 |50 and up | TOTAL
30-34 10 10
35-39 9 9
LO=ighy 2 1 3 6
L5=49 3 3
50 and up | 2 2

oML || 12 10, 3 3 2 30
TABLE 10
AGE OF HUSBAND AND WIFE IN THE LOW-INCOME
GROUP BY FIVE-YBAR INTERVALS
Age of ‘Lge of WIFE:

HUSBAND: 30-34 35-39 | Lo~k LS=49 |50 and up TOTAL
30-34 5 | 5
3539 3 3
LO=kly 3 - 10 13
LS=49 2 3 5
50 and up b [

TOTAL 10 3 10 3 h 30
' it
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In both cases, a strong association between the age of the husband and
the age of the wife at all age levels is observed. More instances of older
husbands being associated with younger wives is observed in the low-income
group., There are more younger couples in the middle~income group than in
the low-income grou%a.

The years of marriage in the middle and low-income groups is shown in
the following table.

TABLE 11

YEARS OF MARRIAGE IN THE MIDDOLE AND LOW-INCOME GROUPS

Years of Families in Families in
Marriage Middle~Income Low=Income
Group Group
St ¢ 8 h
10 to 14 10 k
15 to 19 7 11
20 to 2L L 8
25 to 29 2
30 to 34
35 to 39 1l 1l
TOTAL 30 30

The mean number of years er’urriuc in the middle-income group is 13.8
years, In the low-income group, the mean is 17.6 years.

The number of children per family in the middle and low-income groups
is shown in Table 12. The mean number of children in the middle-income group
is 3.9, and in the low-income group the mean is L.4j. The difference is not
statistically significant.

The number of children per family in the middle and low~income groups
is shown in Tsble 13. Both in the middle and low-income groups, there are
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more male children than female children. However, the ratio of male to

female is different in both groups. A concentration of younger children,

as against older children, is observed more in the low-income group than

in the middle~income group.

TABLE 12

NUMBER OF CHILDREN PER FAMILY IN THE SAMPLE

Middle~Income Groups

Low-Income Uroup:

No. Children No., of TOTAL Yo, No, of TOTAL No.
Per Femily Families Children Families Children
1 1 1l
2 2 L 2 L
3 10 30 5 15
L 10 ko 5 20
5 7 35 8 Lo
é 0 3 18
7 0 0
8 b 8 2 15
9 0 1 9
10 0 1l 10
TOTAL 30 117 30 133

TABLE 13
DISTRIBUTION OF CHILDREN IN THE SAMPLE IN TERMS
(UF AGE AND SEX
m—mqmmmw — ——
Age Middle~Income Group: Low-Income Group:

Categories Male | Female Total || Male Femzle TOTAL

b 21 U 35 14 12 26

Sto9 26 18 Ll 13 19 32

10 to 1k 16 10 26 25 1 39

15 to 19 L 5 9 17 7 24

20 to 24 2 2 5 L 9

25 to 29 1 1 1 1

30 to 34 0 2 2

34 and up - 0 - 0

TUTAL PERCENTAGE s 59 9 hﬂ.l 100, 50.‘4 goé 100,
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The ethnicity of couples is shown in the following table.

TABLE 1L

COUPLES: INTER~-BTHNIC OR INTRA-ETHNIC

¥iddle~Income Low-Income

Group Group
Couples of the same naticnality
(Intra-ethnic) . . « « + « o « 16 8
Couples of different nationality
(In“mtm)ocﬁco'o' lh 22
m‘.LQro.os'. 30 3°

I
I

Couples of the low-income group are more of inter-ethnic nature,
than intra-ethnic.

Extended Families

Of the sixty families in the middle and low-income groups, seven
are extended families. In two of these cases, mothers-in-law are present,
In the rest, a friend or a relative constitute the addition. All seven

cases fall in the low~income group.

Sumaary

The sample of sixty families was selected from two neighborhoods
(census tract 195 for middle-class; 127, 128, 129 for lower-class), are
markedly different in terme of the socio-economiec background of the
residents. The study is aimed at comparing the reported behavior of eouples
of low sosio-economic background with those of the middle socio-economic
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background. The percentage of cases in which the husband and wife have

the same years of schooling is greater in the low-income group, than in the
middle~income group. In six families of the middle-income group wives were
working full-time. Five r&iuu of the low-income group had wives working
full-time, and there was one cé‘nv of the wife working part—time. Both in
the middle and the low-income groups, & strong association between the age
of the husbands and the age of the wife at all age levels was observed.
However, in the J.w-incmc gmup more husbands were found to de married

to younger wives, than in the middle-income group. There was a difference
betwesn middle-income and low-income groups in terms of the years of
marriage of couples. lean years of marriage in the low-income group is
17,6, whereas it is 13.8 in the middle~income group. There were more
chiidm in the low-income group than in the middle. In both groups,

there were more male children than female children.




CHAPTER III

SOCIAL CLASS AND INTER-PARENTAL CONFLICT IN CHILD~TRAINING

This chapter is concerned with comaring families of the low-inconme
group with those of the middle-income group in terms of the number
of conflicts, their nature and the way they are resolved.

Number of Inter-parental Conflicts as Reported in Two
Socio-Econamic Oroups

TABLE 15

INTER-PARENTAL CONFLICTS AS REPORTED IN TWO SCCIO-ECONOMIC GROUPS

No,., of Conflicts No. of Fanilies No. of Families

Per Family Middle~Income Low=Income
Group Group
O « 2 & » & & 0 e 3 ®» @ & s ¢ 2
3 "’ 3- e ¢ & & & & s 11 * s s 2 b 11
l‘.“ b 6 * & & & 5 8 o »» 11 s & * 2 s @ 10
7 - 9 ¢ o s e 0 c o n ' 2 " ® ® o o 0 h
10""'12 » 5 o 3 ° o » an 2 * & o o & @ 0
13"-15 ® 8 8 4 % & e o0 1 e s s & o @ 2
':om'n « o 2 @ 5 s w0 30 » o s e o @ 30

The mean of conflicts per family in the middle-income group and low-
income group is L4.13 and 4.53, respectively. There is a difference of
Ou4 between the msans. "I* test was used to detemine the significance
of the difference. The difference is not significant at 0.5 level.

59
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Two families from the low-income group and three from the middle-income
group reported as having had no conflict for the reporting period.

In one of the families of the low-income group mentioned above, the
husband works sixteen hours a day. He felt, he said, that it would be bettey
to leave the whole business of child-training to the wife, Conflicts
between two persons ocour only when both get involved in the same issue.
This did not happen in the case of the above family, it was reported. In
the second case, no specific reason was given,

Three cases of the middle~income group reported as having had no conflief
for the time reporting. In one case, the wife is a school teacher, and in
the other case the wife is a nurse, The husbands reported that they felt
that their wives were better qualified than they were to deal with the
child-training problem. One of them said that his own attitude with regard
to child-training was to go along with whatever the wife said. But he does
not maintain the same attitude with regard to other issues in the family.

In the third cave, the wife reported that her husband "lets her have her
own way."

Eleven families from the middle-income group, and eleven from the low-
income group reported as having had between one and three conflicts for
the reporting pericd., Eleven from the middle-income group, and ten froem the
low-income group reported as having had betwesn four and six conflicts for
the reporting period. Thus, the majority of both groups have had between
one and six conflicts for the reporting period. The difference between
both groups was not significant.

Two families of the middle-income group and four of the low-income
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time reporting. In the two cases of the middle-income group, wives were
working full=time. Whether this was related to the oonflict, or not, could
not be ascertained since the same was not observed in other families of the
same group with wives working full-time. Jn the case of the four families
from the low~income group, no specific differensce could be observed betwsen
them and other families,

Two families o!.‘ tm niddh-inem grmxy roportod between ten and twelve
confliots, Another f,uily fren the same group falla in the 13-15 category.
This writer who did tho interviuing fuls that in these three cases, the
respondents were talking more freely than in other cases. So it seems
difficult to deternine whether the cbserved number of conflicte in these
cases could in any way be related to the social background of the couples,
In the three cases from the low-income group shich reported as having had
13-15 conflicts for the time reporting, the families had 8, 9 and 10 childrenq
respectively.

Nature of Inter-parental Confliots as Reported in Two
8ocio-Economic Groups

Sooiologists distinguish conflicts that are intense from those that

"are not intense.l Others use the expression total or unlimited conflicts
and limited emflict- to nicnify the above distinetion., Total or limited
eonflicts can be phy.ical or ideological. Duel is an example for a total
physical conflict. The resclution of gmﬂiet in this case is through the

1g1ton B. MoNeil, The Nature of Human Confliet (Englewood Cliffs, New Jerse
. ¥
Prentice Hall, 1965); p. T0%. ' 1
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elimination of one party by the other. Some of the religious conflicts
are ideological total conflicte. Resolution of conflict in this case is
through the aseimilation of one party by the other (conversion). Hence,
it is necessary to make a distinction between different types of conflictis
based on the intensity involved.

In the case in question, the interviewee was asked to report whether
the conflict was strong or mild, as far as he or she was concerned. The
data gathered are presented in Table 16.

TABLE 16

NATURE OF INTER-PARENTAL CONFLICTS IN TWO SO0CIO~ECONOMIC GROUPS

Socin:lw No. of Ho.;trong No., Mild ]
Class Families Conflicts KEAN Conflicts MEAN
Middle 30 10 0.33 114 3.8
Lower 30 16 0.53 120 4.0

There is a difference of 0.2 between the means of reported strong
conflicts in middle and low socio-economic groups. The difference is
not significant. The 0.2 difference between the means of reported mild
confliots in middle and low socio-economic groups is also not significant.

Inter-Parental Conflict Issues

In both low and middle income groups, the total number of conflict
situations presented by male children differs from those presented by
female children. This may be explained by the fact that the ratio of boys
to girls is different in both groups. In middle-income groups, the ratio
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of boys to girls is 60:40. The corresponding ratio of conflict is 53:47.
In the low-income group, the ratic of boys to girls is 56:LL and the
corresponding ratio of conflicts presented by the group is 67:33 (eomparison
of tables 13, 17 and 18). According to Table 13, three children in the
middle-income group and twelve in the low-income group are more than twenty
years old. But Tables 17 and 18 do not report any inter~parental conflict
with regard to these children. In the middle-inecome group, the inter-
parental conflict reaches its peak with regard to children between the fifth
and tenth year, In the low-income group, the corresponding phenomenon is

observed with regard to children between the tenth and fourteenth year.

Why Parents Disagree
Sociologists look upon inter-~parental conflict as an instance of

social interaction.? Any interaction involves three elements, two actors
and a situation in which the actors are involved. For an interaction to be
sccial, it must posseas five characteristics: it must be continuous,
reciprocal, contingent, purpose serving and n'aningfnl.a The last one is
particularly important for the purpose of this analysis. It "purpose
serving® refers to the action as it is interpreted by the observer,
"meaningful” refers to the same action as seen by the inside actor. Each of
the actors has a meaning for himself, & meaning the other holds for him,

and a meaning which he gives to the situation. Taken together, these would

constitute what W.I1. Thomas and others called "The Definition of the

289. pages 38 and 39.




TABLE 17

THE OBJECT OF INTER-PARENTAL CONFLICT
IN- LOW-INCOME GROUP-

Inter-Parental BOYS =~ Age %goﬁu-% Yr. Intervals GIRLS -~ Age Categoriss—-5 Yr. Intervals
Conflict X - 20- ~PRR = I‘g i5- 20- PER
Situation to ki 5-9 1} 19 24 TOTAL CENT to it 5-9 14 19 2y TOTAL CENT

Feeding or '

eating habits 2 5 3 5 15  15.9 1 2 2 1 6 13.3

Demonstrating ‘ ‘

affection L 1 1 6 6.6

Bedtime 1l 1 2 2 6 6.6 6 7 13 28.6

General '

appearance 1 1 5 1 8 8.8 3 2 1 6 13,3

Discipline 3 7 6 & 20 2.5 1 5 1 7 154

Money 3 3 6 6.6 2 2 L.5

Recreation 3 3 6 6.6

Educational '

Issues 1l 1l 2 I Lol 1 1l 2,2

Choice of :

m‘r’ h 2 6 606 -

TOTAL 12 20 34 25 1 92 . 1 T 22 1. 1 5 :

TOTAL PERCENT: 12.9 21.9 37.2 26.8 1.1 100. 100.0 2e2 15,6 48,8 30.8 2.2 100. 100.0




TABLE 18
THE OBJECT OF INTER-PARENTAL CONFLICT
IN MIDDLE~INCOME GROUP

Inter-Parsntal BOYS — Age Categories—5 Yr, Intervals | GIRLS — Age Categories—sS Ir. Intervals
Conflict ‘ 40~ 15~ 20~ PER 10~ 15~ 20~ PER
Situation teh 59 14 19 2 TOTAL CENT | tol 5~ 1 19 2 TOTAL CENT
Faeding or ) o
eating habits 3 7 1 11 18.2 3 3 2 1l 9 16.k
Demonstrating '

affection k4 1 5 8.3 k 1 1 6 10.9
Bedtine 2 3 2 1 8 13.2 1 1 1 3 S.h
General ‘

appesarance 2 1 i 7 1.5 5 b 3 6 10.9
Bshavior 2 5 7 1.5 2 1 3 Sel
Diseipline 7 7 1 15 24,8 3 8§ 1 2 b 7A 25.k
Money 1 1 1.6 1 1.8
Recreation 1l 1 1.6 L 1l 1 [ 10.9
Educational ' '

Issues 1 1 1.6 1 1 1.8
Choice of ' ’
friends 2 2 3,2 1 1 2 3.6
Others 1 2 3 4.8 2 2 L 7.2
TOTAL 17 31 1 2 61 f 6. 31 10 8. 55 ,

TOTAL PERCENT: 28.0 51.0 18.2 3.2 100. 100.0 | 10.9 56.k 18.2 145 100.  100.0




Situation.” Two actors involved in an interaction may have entirely

different definitions of the situation. The setting for conflict is
provided when such difference exists. Actual confliot takes place when the
actors proceed to aot according to the different definitions.

In question ten of the schedule, the interviewee was asked, "In the
situations mentioned in qudst.ién nine, why in your opinion did you disagres
with your spouse?" The question was opén—endcd. Among the thirty families
from each of the middle~income and low-income groups, three from the middle-
income and two from the low-income reported as having had no conflict for
the time reporting. The responses from the remaining families are
presented on the following page in Table 19.

As might be cbserved from the table, there is difference between the
middle-income and low-income groups in terms of the reasons given for
inter-parental conflict. The following excerpts from the responses will
clarify the different categories nontio:;od in Table 19. Role confliet in
the present case may mean, first of all, the conflict between the roles
husband and wife play in the femily and their roles cutside the family.
Secondly, it may mean the conflict between husband and wife in the fasmily
itself as to which role belongs to which party. One of the male respondents
from the middle~income group reported:

My poeition at work is demanding of my time. I do very little work

at home for my job. My wife desires more of my time and attention,

and to get out to socialise more. I enjoy relaxing at home. I

believe a man has a responsibility to his home, employer, community

and church of which take time. The business world requires good

Christian leaders and family life with business success are
compatible.




TABIE 19

REASON FOR INTER~PARENTAL CONFLICT IN TWO
80CIO-ECONOMIC GROUPS AS SUGGESTED

BY THE RESPONDENTS
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Reasons for Confliet
As Buggested by the

o

- MIDDLE~INCOME
Orp. Respondent

LOR-INCOME
Grp. Respondent

Respondent WIFE  HUSBAND WIFE  HUSBAND
1, Role conflict L 1 3 1
2. Difference in value
systems of huasband
and wife 3 2 1 2
3. Difference in nation-
- ality background of
couples 2 2 3
L, Difference in family
of orientation of
husband and wife 1 2 3 1l
5, Personality difference
of husband and wife 2 3
6, Drinking 3
7. Conflict over child~
training as part of
overall econflict in
the faaily : 2
8. lLasck of commmnication 3 3
9. Don't know 3
10. Husband or wife being
influenced by the ;
family of orientation
1l. Others 2 1
TOTAL 13 1k 15 13
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The wife sees the husband as giving more attention to his work than to her
and the family., She also sees the job of her husband as a threat to a
successful fanily life. But she husband sees the same situation differently.
He feels that his role in the family and in the business world are perfectly
compatible,

Another respondent reported: "My wife doss wish some help from me in
earing for the children."

One of the female respondents gave the reason for conflict as
"unfemiliarity with girls, nature of discipline and behavioer by husband.”

The difference between both cases is clear. In the former it is the
definition of the wife by the husband; while in the latter, it is the
definition of the husband by the wife that is reason for conflict.

The following response was given by a female respondent of the low-
income group: |

Happens when my husband has to work unusually hard, comes home

fatigued and often has the attitude that the wife has been home

taking life easy while he's working, not realiszing that cooking

and caring for the family is & full-time job., He gets over

this, but has to take-out this martyrdom on wife. Also, he is

hardest to live with when he has problems with his job. Thia

can becoms very frustrating, but I find the best situation is

for the wife to keep herself very busy and mentally alert so

that this situation does not get her down. When my husband is

in these moods, everything I do is wrong. But when he is over

with these moods, he is very good-hearted and strives to please,

and then the suffering is worthwhile.

Another respondent had the following remarks:

Husband comes home from work for only a few hours, He wants to

be nice with the children. The mother, who is always with them,

has to be more striect.
The role conflict as manifested above is different from the conflict as

ocbserved in the middle~income group., In the low-income group, the econflioct
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is centered on basic needs of the family. The wife feela that, "if only the
husband knew that she was working as hard as him to support the family."

In the case of the middle~-income group on the other hand, the conflict is
centered on secondary needs such as "getting out and socialising®.

Confliet of values betwesn husband and wife was reported as causing
confliet in the family. The following response was given by one of the male
respondents of the ngiddlc—.mom group.

Widely divergent viminta about social conduct, family, life,

amount of time to be spent together, etec., due to entirely

digsimilar backgrounds in formative college years. My wife

spent years from 17 to 23 in semi-clolstered religious life.

I attended secular state university and catholic graduate

institution,

The respondent does not mention family of orientation as having anything
to do with the divergency in their value systems. He thinks that formal
ecducation as imparted by the different educationsl institutions were respon-
sible for that difference intheir values. He sees hia wife as the product
of a ‘semi-cloistered religious 1ife,” and himself as the product of “secular
state university and catholic graduste achool,.®

In the following case, a wife from the middle-income group was the
respondent:

I feel the child is not given a chance to express his opinion or

reason. I feel they should be let to, because that is one way

of showing whether they are right or wrong. My husband thinks

differently.
8he suggested the family background of the couples and the types of education
they bad as responsible for the disagreements.

One of the female respondents from the low-income group gave the

following reason for their disagrcements: "My husband is more mechanic and
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I am more human.” The inability of the working-class wife to probe into
the situations is what is reflected in this r'sponie. Together with the
inability to analyse the situation, is the tendency to accept things as
they are. But the low-class male who is exposed to different value systems
has an entirely difforsnt outlook on life,

In one case, one of the male respondents made the following remarks.

Being a television repairman, I visit 12 to 13 homes a day. Come

into contact with different ways children behave in other homes.

I want my children to beshave like that, more forward and more

sociable.

The husband in this case is oxpoaed to value systems different from that of
his group. He sees his wife as someone who wants to hold-on to the status
quo. The wife, on the other hand, being unfamiliar with what is happening
in the larger scoiety, sees her husband as one disrupting the traditional
way of doing things.

Among the seven responses (two from the middle-income group and five
from the low-income group suggesting naﬁicnality difference as being
responsible for inter-parental conflict, the two from the middle-income
group and three from the low-income group associated difference in value

systems to the nationality of the couples., Conflict was directly caused

by the difference in value systems, which in turn was caused by the differencp

in nationality of the couples. In the two remaining cases, nationality
difference as such was seen as providing the occasion for confliet. Thus,
one of the reapondents remarked: "My husband is Polish and I am Irish. It
is natural to have disagreements in such a case."” The wife in this case is
looking upon hor husband as one of different nationality and not as ons of
different value system.
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The same tendency was observed with regard to the answers suggesting

difference in family background as being responsible for inter-parental dis-
agreements. In all the three cases of the middle~income group, the respon-
dents associated value difference between couples with their family of orien-
tation. In the low-income group, however, difference in family background
as such was reported as causing disagreements between couples. This may be
another illustration of the inability of working-class pecple to probe into
the "why" of thihgt and the tendency to accept things as they are. All the
same, this distinetion seems to be very relevant,

Two of the roapondent'a from the low-income group said that had it not
been for the influence exercised by the relatives of one party or another,
thers would not have been any confliet in the family. One of the respondents
reported: "I am very much attached to my mother and zisto:s. | My husband is
not. In faoct, he dooi not even care for his brother who is livin_g next door
So he is annoyed that I am giving too much attention to my mother and nimr}

No case of partner being influenced by his or her relative was reported
in the middle~income group. |

Iwo respondents from the middlo-incomo group saw family conflict as a
function of the competition that is going on in the scciety. One of them
stated: |

In this day and agi, men work long hard hours in a highly competi-

tive society., Family disagreements very often are the result of

tension caused by this competitive situation.

By far, the one factor which was suggested ’mra often by the middle-
income respondents as csusing conflict in the family was the lack of
communication between husband and wife., One of the respondents stated:
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In most instances, a lack of communication exists mainly due to
lack of any real time to simply sit down and dissuss things. Seems

as though there is always someone arcund or something that has to

be done. Serious effort should be made to have some time alone,
No respondent from the low-income group suggested lack of ecommunication as
a reason for inter-parental eenfliet. But all three responses naming
ndrinking”" by one of the partnoru as causing conflict in the family came
from the low-income group.

The responses of two male respondsnts from the middle-income group and
that of cne from the low-income group could not be included in any one of
the above categories. One of the middle-income respondents stated:

We started an addition on our house. Have not been able to finish
the job. This irritates my wife.

Another respondent stated that their disagreements started when they moved
t0 the new house a year sgo. ‘

The respondent from the low-income group reported their arguments
started when they bought & new television set for their home., She believes
that this would interfere with the homework of the child. YThe husband does
not think so. |

In these three cases, an external factor happened to be the immediate
cause that introduced confliet into the family. The inter-parental conflict
in child-training was part of the eoverall confliet situation that was
existing in the family,. |

Inter-Parental Conflict Rqaolution

Any discussion of conflict will have to deal with conflict resolu-
tion. Three possible ways in which conflict may be resolved are
accommodation, assimilation and amalgamation, In the case of accommodation,
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conflict is resolved in such a way that the identity of the opponents
remains the same., When the conflict between the employer and the employee
is resolved, both remain as employer and employee. In the case of asaimi-
lation, one party loses its identity when the conflict is resolved. An
example of this would be the resclution of the catholic-protestant conflict
through the latter converting to the Catholic church. In the case of
amalgamation, both parties losé their identity and become a third party.

In all the three types of conflict resolutions, communication and
control are the two factors that lesd the parties towards resolving their
conflict., The different dofinitiana- of the situations existing in opposing
parties are brought together throughk communication. If sommunication
affects the definitions of the situations from within, soeial control
affeots the actors frum without and brings about the agreement in meaning.
Control may be formal or informasl according to the type and manner of
application. Control can alsc be internal or external, depending on
whether it was created by the interaction itnlf_ or by some outside agency.

Some of the conflicts in the sample were not resolved. The following
table gives the details.




TABLE 20

RESOLVED VS. UNRESBOLVED CONFLICTS
IN MIDDLE AND LOW-INCOME GROUPS

Th

Social | Total No. || RESOLVED UNRESOLVED
Class Conflicts {| Conflicts Mean Conflicts Mean
Hiddle~income
Group 12h 87 2.9 37 1.2
Low-Inconme
Group 136 85 2.8 51 1.7
TOTAL 260 172 88

More conflicts were reportedly resolved in the middle-income group

than in the low-income group.

The data was subjected to further analysis

to see if this was related to the power distribution in the family, as shown

in the following table.

TABLE 21

INTER-PARENTAL CONFLICT RESOLUTION IN
MIDDLE AND LOW-INCOME GROUPS COMPARED

F -
In Favor of In Favor of In _
HUSBAND WIFE COMPROMISE TOTAL

Middle-Income

Group 32 a8 27 87
Low=Income

Group 29 30 26 85

TOTAL 61 58 53 172
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In terms of the number of conflicts resolved in favor of one

party or snother, or in compromise, there was slight difference between the
middle and low-income groups.‘ ‘More than the number itself, the reason
suggested by the respondent for having the conflict resolved one way or
another seems worth analyzing.

The reasons for conflict resolution ia shomm in Table 22,

Internal control is that which results from the interaction of couples.
The following qmerpiss from the responses of one of the female respondents
of the middle-income group will clarify the concept.

It all amounts to keeping the pesce; one or the other or both

give-in for peace of mind. We do like this relationship and -

intend for it to last and be as pleasant as possible. Since

husband won't discuss anything, he just says that's the way

it's going to be and there isn't anything anyone can do about it.

The one or the other, or both, give-in for peace of mind. Both like the
relationship and want it to continue, The desire to preserve peace of
mind, and the intention to safeguard the existing relstionship, are pre-
ferred to the object ot disagmenent ujulf. Both are the result of social
mwrmtieq that has been existing between the couples.

The responses suggesting the possibility of an external control factor
operating in the resolution of inter-parental conflict was given by i‘mle
respondents in the low-income group. Both of then‘ suggested their
“religious belief" gs being mainly rospona;ble for the way conflicts wers
resolved in their home. More specifically, in one case it was the inter-
ference of the parish priest that solved the confliet.

Concern for the good of the children serves as a control factor in

inter-parental conflict resolutions. The following responses are typical.




TABLE 22
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REPORTED REASONS FOR CONFLICT RESOLUTION
(Midd)le-Income and Low-Income)

Reported Reasons

Middlie-Income

Low-Income

for Confliet Group Respondent Group Respondent
Resolution ' Wife Husband Wife Husband
l. Internal Control 1 3 2 3
2. External Control 2
3. Concern for the goocd
of the children as a
gontrol factor. 3 3 3 L
li. Better communication
between couples. 5 3 3 2
S. Adhersnce to certain
rulss of the game by 2 2 1 2
both couples.
6. TWell-defined role
relationship 1 1
7. Husband going along
with wishee of wife. 1 2
8. Y¥ife going along with
wiehes of husband. 1 3
9. Othera 1 1
TOTAL 13 1 15 13
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A male respondent from the middle~income group reported:
In order to raise a happy family, parents must compromise and
each one must give-up a little. This has besn a practice of
ny wife and me ever since we were married. As long as the

problem is discussed intelligently and each one tried to under-
stand the other, a fair settlement can be reached.

A female respondent from the low-income group reported:

Talking it over; and usually realising that being consistent
with them (the children) is important for their training.

Discussion over the issue and better undorl_tanding of each other's
position was reported both by the low-income and middle-income respcndents.

Male respondent from the middle-income group gave the following
response:

)Onr disagreements are always resolved, because we have talked them

out and usually reach a mutual understanding. Each wishes to

plnn tho other. |

The rupmu givm by a lmhu husband was in the same line:

Both are able ta sit dm and reasen. If the situation does not

lend itself to logic there was a kind of give and take., Each

one had to \wctpt something less than what he thought was right.

Through the years & pattern of resolving dissgreements has been built-
up in some families. Conflict in this case is resolved when couples hold-on
to these rulea of the game., The following excerpts from some of the
responses clarify the Met."

Male respondent from the middle-income group stated:

As the period of marriage grows, greater adjustments by both parties
‘have allowed for some resolutions and some compromises,

A female respondent from the low-income group has the following view:
Resolution of disagreements was difficult when we were younger.

But are now easier because I think that my husband has become
nore mature. Also, I have learned to accept his shorteomings.
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In one of the middle-class families there was a definite divhion
of labor based on the merit of the parties. The husband reported that in
all those areas where he thought that the wife was better qualified, he let
her mké the dociaions. - In other cases, the husband made the decisions,

One of the wife respondents from the low-income group reported as
follows: ' = '

I am & firm believer in the father being the head of the house.

iy husband is an intelligent, kind and understanding person, I

fully respect his judgment, and so far his treatment and guidance

of our children has been above reproach.

More instances of conflicts being resolved by one party going along
with the other was observed among the low-income group, than in the middle-
incame group, The nature of this type of conflict resclution is clear from
the following responses. One female respondent from the middle-income group
put it elearly when she remarked that, "My husband gives up very easily."

One of the wife respondents from the low-income group stated that her
hugband "lets her have her own way."

Two responses could not be grouped under any of the above categories.
First of these, a male respondent from the middle income group, stated that
they were able to resolve their conflicts bscause: "both of us started with
nothing. Whatever we have today we have them because we worked together.®
This could mean two things. If he meant that they do not want to permit any
confllict to jeopardisze the good relationehip that has been existing between
the two since their marriage, l;ia answer could be grouped under the first
category of "internal" control, directing the resolution of their conflict.
On the other hand, if he meant that a pattern of conflict resolution has

been built between them, then his answer could be grouped under the fifth

category, "adherence to certain rules of the game.” As the ambiguity |
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could not be clarified, it was felt necessary to put thia\anmr under
a separate category.
The second response, which was found difficult to be included in any
of the categories, was given by one of the wife respondents from the low-
ineome group. She reported that, "The husband does not like arguing. He

was & quiet person from childhood.”




CHAPTER IV
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

The present study comes under that seetion of the discipline called the
sociology of the family. Soeiologists have been interested in comparing
family behavior in terms of social class, The present study is of this
type.

The purpose of the study was to identify and uplain inter-parental
contlict regarding ehild-truning :m two neeie—eoanomic groupe.

Various definitions have been ginn to conﬁiet by ditferont anthora.
Two differsnt trends may be distinguished between these definitions.

The first one considers confliet as a conjunctive process, and the seocond
one as a disjunctive proeen.}

Those who consider conflict as & conjunctive process look upon it as
an instance of social intersetion. In any interaction, three elements are
involved -~ two actors and the situation, It is ths "Definition of the
Situation" that determines how each individual reacts to another individual.
In & conflict situation each one looks upon the other as an opponent,

Three possible ways in which confliocts may be resolved are accommodationg
 aseimilation and amalgamation. In the case of accommodation, when the
oénflict is resolved the identity of the opponents remains the uio. In
the case of assimilation, onc party loses its identity when conflict is
resolved., Conflict resolution through amalgamation means both parties losze
their identity and become a third party.

«80-




81

In all the three types of conflict, resolution, communication and
control are the two factors that lead the parties to resolving their
conflicts.

The "Definition of the Situation® whish prepares the background for
conflict and commmnication and eontrol that lsad the contestants towards
resolving their confliots may be different for different socio-economic
groups, Hence, it is logical to assume that inter-parental confliet in
child~-training, their nature and the manner in which they are resolved,
are a function of the socio-economic background of the couples.

The present study was aimed at testing this assumption., The hypothesis
for the study was: *In terms of inter-parental gonflict in the socialization
and education of chlldren, American white Catholic parents of the middle-
income group differ from the low-income group."

The study was done in the Fall of 1965, in the Chicago area. Thirty
families were selected from Osk Lawn, & suburb of Chicago. According to
the report of 'eho{tl.sl. Bureau of Ceneus and Population, the median income
per family was $8,588., and the median years of schooling for the head of
the household was 12.1 as of 1960. According to the 1965 survey of the Oak
Iawn Chamber of Commerce, 94.6 per cent of the residents in the area cwned
their homes. The directory of the Catholic parish covering the area was
used to select the sample. The families were numbered, and the numbers
recorded on pieces of psper and were deposited in a receptacle from which
thirty were picked-up at random., Six of those thus selected could not be
reached for the interview, Two of them had no children living with thenm,
The other four refused to be interviewed. So another six were selected,




82
uging the same process. The thirty feamilies from Cak Lawn ropresenﬁ the
middle~inceme group selected for the present analysis.

Another thirty families were selected from census tracts 127, 128
and 129. This area is in the vicinity of the downtown campus of the Loyola
University in Chicago. According to the U.S. Bureau of Census and Popula-
tion report, this area has a median income of £3,943., and 9.4 years of
schooling for the head of the household. The original plan was to select
' fito families from six blocks, selecting the even numbers. Twenty-one
fanilies only could be selected by this method. The others wers either not
availsble or refused to be interviewed. These nine were selected from two
blocks in the same area using the same method, The thirty families thus
selected represent the low-incoms group analysed in the present study.

Both groups were interviewed with the same schedulse, hm schedule
consisted of four parts, The first part was devoted to gathering information
regarding the couples and their families, Many items such as age of the
couples, their ethnic background, grade of education, type of occupation of
the couples, years of urr;ago, ‘socio~economic status of the family of
orientation of the couples, stc., found place in the schedule. The second
part was intended to find out the object of disagreement (bone of contention)
between couples. 4 list of eleven areas of child training onwhich parents
might disagres was proposed to the respondent. There was vacant space in
the schedule for entering any additional comments made by the respondent.
The third and fourth sections of the schedule were intended to find out why
couples disagree and how their disagreements are resolved. Both were open-
ended questions. |
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The following faétl regarding the couples were cbserved. The ﬁor-
centage of cases in which the huabnnd and the wife had the same years of
schooling was greater in the lén-inom group, than in the middle~income
group., In l:lx families of the middle-income group wives were working full-
time, In five cases in the low-income group, wives were working full-time,
and in two cases working part-time. Both in the low and the middle-~income
group, a strong association between the age of the husbands and the age of
wives at all age levels was observed. In the low-income group, more husbandg
weres married to younger wives than in the middle-income group., Thers was a
difference bstween the low-income group and the middle~income growp in terms
of the years of marriage of couples. Mean years of marriage in the low-
1ne§m group was 17.6 and 13.8 in the middle~income group. There were more
children in the low-income groﬁp, than in the middle-income group. In both
groups, thers were more male children than female children.

Three families from the middle-income group, and two from the low-
inocome group, reported as having had no conflict for the reporting period.
Twenty~two families from the middle-~income group, and twenty-one families
from the low-income group reported as having had between one and six
conflicts for the rnpartin( period. In the remaining cases of families, the
greater mmber of conflicts was due probably to bstter reporting by the
respondents.

The interviewee was asked to report whether the conflict was strong or
mild, as far as he or she was concerned. Of the total of twenty-six strong
confliots, sixteen belonged to the low-income group and ten to the middle~

income group. The difference between the means of both groups was not

significant,
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The ratio between the number of children in each group and the econflict
situations presented by them was not the same in beoth groups. The
difference again was not significant. In the middlu—innom group inter-
parental conflioct reaches its peak with regard to children between the fifth
and the tenth year, In the low-income group, the corresponding phenomenon
is cbserved with regard to children between the tenth and fourteenth year.
The reasons given by the respondents for inter-parental sonflioct could
be grouped under eleven main categories. All the eleven categories are
mtcrnd on the difference in the definition of situations of the couples
" of on an externmal factor that plunged the ocouples into confliect.
| Of the 124 conflicts in the middle-income group, 87 were resolved and
37 remained unresolved. Of the 136 conflicts in the low-income group, 85
were resolved and 51 remained unresolved. Relatively, more conflicts were
resolved in the middle-income group than in the low-income group. | In terms
of the number of conflicts resolved in favor of one party or another, or in
compromise, there was slight difference between tﬁc low and the middle-
income groups.
The reasons suggested for having the conflicts resclved one way or
another could be grouped under nine categories.
Definite patterns could be oh#crvod in the way conflicts were resolved,
This was true in both the low-income and the middle-income group. The
pattern existed in the group, but not between the groups.
Human behavier is a function of different facts. Socio-economic factor,)
ethnic baskground of the couples, number of children in the family, presence
of other members in the family, personality of the couples, their religious

affiliation

M
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pone QI the most common factors, which are considered in any type of family
study. In order to measure the influence of any one of these factors, the
other will have to be controlled. In survey type studies, the relative
status of couples with regard to the mediating variables are controlled
statistically. In the prolént study, the middle and low-income groups were
not fully controlled statistically in terms of the mediating variables.
Hence, the findings with regard to the possible influence of social class
on inter-parental conflict is presented on a tentative balis.

This writer wants to give the following warning to any student of
sociology who would want to evaluate the findings in another study. The
aschedule which was used did not assess the perscnality fagtor of the inter-
viewses,

Dr. Gorden Zahn, in the last chapter of his book, "What Is Society®,
discusses the controversy surrounding the method called "verstehen.”
Anewering the objections raised by those of the anti-"verstehen” school,
he says:

The objections are valid to the extent that they must alert the

researcher to the dangers of relying on the use of this

Verstehen method; yet they do not fully diaprove of the great

value of this approach, where its use may be quite appropriate,

indeed where it may offer virtually the only chance of bringing

the essential but qnaniiriublo elements into the preview of
sociological analysis.

Elsewhere he says:

I would go even further and insist that they are probably the most
significant elements of all and that any failure to take them inte
sccount in the explanation of social behavior mersely because the
methode, the pure empirists will allow cannot reach them would be
to'rundcg a distinct dis~service to the scientific study of
society.

L lzamn, p 129 ‘ 21hid . page 130

y.,
‘U{



The findings presented in the preceeding pages are based on daﬁt
gathered by means of interviewses. In the course of the interview, the
writer noticed a few facts which though not quantifiable have special
relevance for an understanding of the family structure. There were not
enough open-ended questions in the schedule to meet the above situations,

A few remarks regarding the method seems necessary. Conflict in the
present study was looked upon as an instance of social interaction, Defi~
nition of the situation of the actor determines how he acts., It seems that
the confliet between two parties can be better understood by analysing the
definitions of the situation of both parties. Thus, better resulie can be
obtained by interviewing both husband and wife. In a joint session with
both parties, a fixed number of confliot situations should be determined.
Each party then should be separately interviewed to determine how he or she
defined that situation.

A model of confliet will have to include the definition of situation
of the parties, the operator or the external factor that plunges the parties
| into conflict and the communication and contrel that lead the parties to the
| resolution of conflicts. The main attention for future researches, it uoans4
should be directed towards identifying and explaining these aspects of
conflict.

Inter-parental conflict is one of the areas which has not been
sufficiently explored. The study has revealed some of the facets of the
inter-parental conflict in child-training. Child-training, however, is

only one of the issues on which couples disagree. Economic life in the

family, the religious life in the family, the relation of the family to the
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couples might disagree. Future researches could be directed towards

finding the correlation that exists between inter-parental conflict in these|

Whether or not inter;-ﬁar‘antal conflict can be equated to any other
intra-group conflict ii another 'quostion which the researcher should ask
himself. |

The family in the United States is going through a period of trnnsition#
Thé growing instability of famiiy life is causing concern to the leaders.
A better understanding of the inter-parental conflict can help toward a
sophisticated approach to the solution of the problem.

* 3 % % BN
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QUESTIONNAIRE

Re m‘k

Husband
Wife

1. RACE: !hito()» Negro ( ) Other ( )

2. NATIONALITY DEBCENT - Wife
Husband

3. Doyouhtvemyehildmnnvingtithyoum? ws( ) H( )
it Mo, please stop the interview.

ke Does your spows live with you now? ws( ) ®w( )
S. How many children do you have? Indicate balow:
Age () age ( ) asge( ) age( ) age( ) age ( )
| Male:
Female:

6. Do you have any in~laws or other relatives
living with you at present? YES( ) N( )

If Yes, specify relationship

7. 8Since Japuary lst of this year, did your family meet with
any of the events mentioned below?

Death of a member of the family.. YE8 ( ) NO( )
Hospitalization of a member of the family. YES( ) NO( )
Spouse not living at home.. YES( ) NO( )
Birth of & child. \ ®( ) NO( )
Addition of 3 rolltive, friend or stranger,.

(Including adoption of a child) to home. YES ( ) NO( )
Drug Addietion or Alcoholism of a member

of the household or family. YES ( ) NO( )

-96~




Delinquency of child or children in the

family. ms ( ) )
Non-gupport of family. ‘() NO( )
BArth of a child not desired. WS ( ) NOo( )
Transfer of residence within current year. YES { ) NO( )
A change of any kind in the neighborhood in ,
which you now reside. ' s ({ ) N( )
Infidelitys |
Suspected YES ( ) BO( )
Proven ES( ) NO( )
Runaways ws( ) N( )
Institationalisation of any member of '
the family. ws( ) N( )
Other causes of tension in the fanily not specified
above, ‘
8. Do you :.and your spouse generally agree as to how your
: children should behave or act? YBS ( ) NO( )
If No, please explain: |
If, Yes, pleass explain:

PLEASE TURN TO THE NEXT PAGE. FILL A PAGE FOR BACH ONE OF
CHILDREN, STARTING WITH THE OLDEST. GIVE THE AGE AND SEX

CHILD. CHECK ONLY THE RELEVANT COLUMNS.

THE
or




g
»

 the 1st of January this year, have you and your spouse disagreed with regard to any of the below mentioned situations, concerning the child whose

sex you have specified at the top?

DISAGREED?

YES NO

NATURE OF DISAGREEMENT

*k

RESOLVED?

YES NO

IF RESOL YV

IN FAVOR
OF WIFE

ED, HOW?

IN FAVOR
OF HUSBAND

or eating habits

rating affection

> or hour of

nt
appearance
ur
ne
ion - T. V.

>nal issues

>f friends
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e the 1st of January this year, have you and your spouse disagreed with regard to any of the below mentioned situations, concerning the child whose
sex you have specified at the top?

DISAGREED? RESOLVED? IF RESOLVED, HOW?
NATURE OF DISAGREEMENT * ok -~ - IN FAVOR IN FAVOR ooy
YES NO M G S M OF WIFE OF HUSBAND M

j or eating habits

strating affection

e or hour of

ant
appearance

ur

ine

Hion - T. V.

onal issues

of friends




he 1st of January this year, have you and your spouse disagreed with regard to any of the below mentioned situations, concerning the child whose ¢

:x you have specified at the top?

Y-ES

DISAGREED?

NO

NATURE OF DISAGREEMENT

ok

YES

RESOLVED?

NO

IF RESOLV

IN FAVOR
OF WIFE

ED, HOW?

IN FAVOR
OF HUSBAND

COoM|
MI <

r eating habits

ating affection

or hour of
t

1ippearance

r

Xl

on - T. V.

nal issues

f friends
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In the situations mentioned in Question No. 7, why, in your

opinion did you disagree with your spouse?
Please State Your Reasons Clearly:

101

If resolved; why were the the disagreements resolved as they

were?

13.

How long have you been married?

How far did you go in school?
Completed (rade School

Some High School
Completed High School

Some College
College Graduate
Graduate School

Are you employed?
YES ‘

NO .

If "YES®, full~time?
If wYES", part~time?
if part-time, how many hours per week
If fuli-time, what ig your ocoupaticn

:

HUSBAND

- PN F e T e T o Y

R R g

W Nl et et NS

L T e T R T T Y
AT A e

P T S Y )
N Ve e Nt




102
WIFE HUSBAND
(14 Continued)
Is your full-time ocoupation:
Professional, Managerial ( ) ()
Clerical, Ssles () ()
Skilled () ()
Unskilled () ()
Semi-skilled () ()
15. What type ocoupation did your father have?
Professicnal, Managerial () ( )
Clerical, Sales () ()
Skilled () ()
Unskilled () ()
Semi~-skilled () ()
16. Do you or your spouse attend religious
services?
YES , () ()
No () ()
If wYES®, how frequently?
At least once a week () ()
At least once a month () ()
At least once & year ( ) ( )
To which religiocus group do you beleng?
Catholic () ()
Protestant ( ) ()
Jewish () ()
17. Into which of these Age categories do you fall?
Under 29 30-3 LO=L 50=5 60 and Over
2 S O T i T s
HUSBAND ( ) () () () ()




18. All in All how would you say you and your spouse
get along, compared to most other couples you know:

Very much better
Somewhat better

About the same
Hot as well as most

Hot very well at all

# W W N ¥ o R

(

(
(
(
(

)

)
)
)
)
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