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Chapter XI

CONCLUSICON

1. Discussion of the Findings

The evidence which has been presented has shown the
family to be the basic unit of soclety in two senses: first,
i1t supplles the bearers of publlic roles with family reasons
for being placed where they are; and secondly, by accepting
the responsibility of producing and sociallizing children,
it is the maker of soclety. Because the family i1s so
strongly implicated with the general soclety in these
two ways an integrated relation with the whole would seem
to be important, It was found, however, that the relatlon
of these Sydney familles to the whole soclety was marked
by dislocation in two ways. First of all, each one was
separated from vast sections of the communlty by its class
distinctiveness, and, secondly, it was surrounded by other
families whose basic values mlght well be different from
its own., The result was that familles had licfle or no
sense of membership in a total soclety. According to the
way in which they belleved thelr own Interests were related
to whét they knew of the existing society, the parents of

families adopted different attitudes of soclal responsibllicy,
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and lmparted these to their children. Thus the families,
in thelr role of makers of society, endowed 1t with in-
stabllity.

Because of this divergence of interesis the integration
of familles Into the wider society depended almost entirely
on co-operation between them for the only important interests
they had in common with all other familles, 1.e. for securing
money as a means of exchange for furthering thelr particular
Interests - and for educating thelr children to do the
gsame., For these respectlve purposes fathers and children
went out of the famlly circle to associate with others in
secondary relationships. 4s their endeavoursin both situ-
ations were primarily instrumental to private ends, and
not to & collective end shared with those with whom they
were assocliating, these relationships were strongly charac-
terized by Individual achlevement and competitive striving.
Thus the mechanism which integrated famillies Into the larger
soclety could allenate them from one another. This induced
in the members of many famllies a sense of unwilling self-

contradiction on account of its contrast with the membership
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involvement they prized, and sought to practise in the
family at least.1

The sexual role differentiation between husbands and
wives, for which, we have seen, chlldren are carefully
prepared, 1s one which seems to be polarized by this contra-
diction, The hushand strives impersonally in a competitive
world from which famlly considerations are excluded, and
the mother fosters famlly vaslues protected from the demands
of occupational achlevement. As one partner must be com-
pletely extended to £f11l a place 1n the occupational system,
there can be little overlapplng of roles. Thus the method
of integrating into one soclety families differing 1n class
status and values, by allowing opportunity for self-interested
gtriving in an occupational system, entalls a tremendous

pressure towards keeping the adult sex roles distinct. Hence

the standardization of these roles in all the families of

1
Parsons (Anshen, 1949, p.121) has pointed out the

contrast existing 1n America between the way of defining
status, rights and obligations within the family by member-
ship as such, eand iIn the occupational system by specific
achievement. He has wrltten, "Broadly speaking, there is
no sector of our soclety where the dominant patterns stand
in sharper contrast to those of the occupational world than
In the family. ... Clearly for two structures with such
different patterns to play cruclally important roles in the
same soclety requires a delicate adjustment between them,"
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the sample, even though theories about the ideal roles for
husbands and wives varied, The existence of this pressure
probably explains why the role of the mother has been so
unamenable to reshaping by the ideal of release from domestic
duties.

Because they experienced a lack of permanent membership
wlth others, and particularly, perhaps, because of early
and prolonged experience of this lack in schools, a high
proportion of family members chose to follow egolstic satis-
factions side by slde with membership satisfacitions, and
there were some who followed them to the excluslon of member-
ship satisfactions. By following multiple values in thnis
way, they galned a certain advantage of easy adaptation
to the society, since this mixture of values seems fo have
become so preponderant as to be a norm; but at the same time
the Internal life of their familles was threatened. On
the other hand, the type of family which was most free from
Internal difflculties, on account of 1ts members seeking
to keep membership values pure, had a problem of adaptation
with the wlder soclety. Though seeklng for consistency 1In
membership, such a family could not very well include 1tself
In membershlp with the whole soclety, because of the two
sources of dislocatlion mentioned. It conseguently elther

wlthdrew from wider contacts or sought for membershlp malnly
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in the church, and, on the supra-social dimension, in
religion and culture, Withdrawal was found to be self-
defeating in the objective of preserving purity of member-
shlp values. Followlng the alternative course the family
became a spiritual cell for resisting the trend to duplicity
in the culture. The occurrence of certain families of this
type within the sample supports Zimmerman's view (1947, p.658),
that the famlily i1s not necessarily passive in adjusting to
a soclety's pattern, but may resist soclety until the soclety
adjustas to itself. The three family types, therefore, can
be regarded as different types of response to an urban soclety
showlng class cleavage and dlvided in 1ts values,

One camnot present this conclusion without relating it
to the large body of literature on the modern family which

1
depicts 1t as changing and, therefore, a problen, Recent

thought on this subject has been stimulated by earlier
theorists such as Westermarcik (1926}, Engels (1942) and
Spencer (1885), all of whom applied the evolutlionary or deve-
lopmental notion to the family, and, as an almost inevitable
entallment of thelr conceptual tools, laboured its variabllity

and repudisted its permanence, There are now two achools

1 -
Zimmerman's "Family and Civilization", 1947, embodles

a critique of most of this literature.
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of thought about the sericusness of the problem which the
modern family presents and the probable i1ssue from it. One
of these schools is directly in the evolutlionary stream of
thought initiated by the above writers, and sees the modern
famlly as a stage in fhe progressive betterment of the family,
whose form must change continually to adapt to changing
conditions - iIn the presenﬁ phase to Industrialization and
urbanization, The other school considers the evolutlonary
notion is mistakenly applied to the present conditlon of the
famlily., It belleves that there 1s somethlng permanent about
the soclal nature of the famlly, but that from time to time
the family undergoes decay and subsequent restoration., If
t8 present form is different from earlier forms it 18 not
because it is evolving btut because 1t is in declline, a
phase which has been seen in history before., While differling
in thelr evaluation of 1%, however, both schools of thought
are agreed about the nature of the trend: 1t 1s the same
thing they have in mind. Burgess and Locke {1953), who
represent the progressive school, describe 1t as a trend
from institution to companionship, Zimmerman (1847, pp.672~
704) deplcts 1t as a trend from famllism to atomism. The
change which both formulas aim to capture is one from a
state of affairs in which the quallty of the corporate life

of the famlly is the main consideration to one in which the
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heppiness and 1ndependence of the Individual are placed
first, The evolutlonists believe this change 1s good because
1t 1s "democratle", the tradltionalists belleve 1t bad
because 1t shows an unwillingness to embrace moral constralnt,
a feature which has marked "the antl-institutionzl line of
reasoning dominating western soclety for some time past.”
(Zimmerman, 1947, p.703). Burgess and Locke (1953, pp.31ll
and 312) express the opposition between the two types 1n the
following way:

"The unity of the large-patriarchal family was based
on tradition, the mores, communlity pressure, law,
elaborate ritual and ceremony, authority, super-
ordination and subordination of family members, deflnite
roles especially in the divislon of labour, and ripgid
discipline. Most of these factors maklng for famlly
Integration are absent or at a minimum in the modern
urban American family, Unity in the companionship
family develops and 1s maintalned in mutual affection,
emotional interdependence, sympathetlc understanding,
temperamental compatibllity, consensus on family
objectives and values, famlily events, celebrations
and ceremonies, and Interdependence of family roles.
Soclal pressure of the community, particularly that
of relatlves, friends and neighbours, stlll exerts

an influence, although one that 1s diminishing.

In a society in transition from an agricultural to
an urban clvilizatlion characterized by heterogenelty
and cultural conflicts, there 1s not the same uni-
formity in family integration as found in a homogeneous
soclety." :

If I interpret Zimmerman's concept of familism

correctly, i1t appears to contain six chief elements:
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(1) & large number of children in the family; (2) close
solidarity wlth kinsfolk and neighbourhood, with a resulte
ing acknowledgment of the right of kin and community to
prescribe what constitutes proper family conduct; (3) the
transmission between generations of a traditional definition
of family roles and a tradltional conception of one's place
in soclety; (4) strong tles of dependence between family
members because of the famlly’s multiform functions (in-
cluding the malntenance of 1ts own property, the family
estate); (5) the acceptance by members of control by the
famlly and authority within it; and (6) a high consclous
valuation placed upon famlily unity and family life. Opposite
this Zlmmerman places the atomistic family of the modern
city in which these elements are thought to be lacking,

and in which the members are mainly bent upon egolstic

1
gatlafactions.

1

Sorokin (1942, p.187) 1s another thinker who gravely
regards the decline from 1Institutionalism or familism, He
writes, "As It has become more and more contractual, the
famlly of the last few decades has grown ever more unstable,
until 1t has reached the point of actual disintegration.”
Anshen (1949, pp.3 to 17, and 426 to 435) expresses & simllar
polnt of view when she wrltes to show "how the decline of
the family has taken place and how this decline is always
colncident with the decline of philosophy, morality and
religion in the life of man" (p.4).
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In this time of general disintegration Zimmerman (1949)
believes that "polarization" is developing within the
soclety, By tﬁat he means a sharp cleavage between those
who entertaln creative ideals for the family and seek to
restore familism,l and those who entertain negative or
destructive ldeals, attempting to live in families which
are denled the elements of familiasm, or to live without
famlly life altogether. He strongly opposes the view ex-
pounded, for example, by Ogburn (1923, pp.240 to 245), that
there is a cultural determinism making the trend away from
familism inevitable and irreversible, because of modern
conditions, and he believes that the issue from the modern
dilemma wlll only depend on which cause Griumphs in the
struggle. The position he opposes regards the decline
from familism as an inevitable outcome of the necessity
to grapple with changing conditions in an urban, industrial

society, Its followers consider familism to be the product

of an earller, rural society, with its domestic economy

1
Zimmerman (1947, p.701) considers that "children are
the fundamental basls of familism", and appears to believe
that the other elements of famillism flow from the one
indispensable condition of having a large numoer of children.
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1
and 1solation, They not only hold that the structural

features which lent 1t cohesion are no longer possible,

bﬁt belleve they are no longer necessary; for they belleve
that sexual attraction and the appreclation of companion-
ship are enough to ensure the contlnuing coheslon of a
family,2 and that an experimental style of famlly life will
best enable famlily members to adapt to thelr complex
environment and find out in what ways the family can bring
them most personal happiness.

While the indices by which the particlpants in chis
debate claim to detect family change are mainly such ob-
jective evidences of instability as the high rates of
desertion, dlvorce, delinquency, adultery and homosexuallty,

one feels that thelr dehate has been conducted too far

1
The informatlon which we have on the rural family in
the two countries of Ireland (Arensberg and Kimball, 1940)
and Sweden (Myrdal, 1941) suggests that it 1s too sweeping
a conclusion to taite familism for a function of rural
conditions, In both of these couniries farm holdings which
are too small for sub-division among sons seem Lo have
glven cause for an avoidance of family responslbillitcy,
although in different ways. Among ¢(he Irish it has resulted
in prolonged or permanent bachelorhood, amongst the Swedes
in a high incidence of pre-marital sexual relatlions and
illegitimacy.
2
His bellef in the sufflclency of these factors for a
famlly basis causes Folsom (1940) to describe this foram as
the "reproductive~emotional family".
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removed from the empirical study of contemporary family
structure for 1t to be very profitable.l When placed
agalnst a background of field research, the alternatives
which they present appear oo dramatically exaggerated.2
One 1s prompted, first of all, to ask how far the six main
elements of familism have dlsappeared? And, a more im-
portant questlon, one would also ask to what extent those
elementis are tied together? Does the loss of one entall
the loss of others? Has the practice of thinklng of
familism as a cluster of elements, without empirical inquiry
into the constancy of the assoclatlion between them, led to
error 1n thinking that the loss of any entalls the loss of
all? Zimmermsn belleves, for lnstance, that having a large

number of children in the famillies of a soclety 1s the whole

basls of familism, and that the other elements flow from

1

- They have, of course, conducted much research.
Zimmerman's (1947) historical and literary research has been
vast., Burgess (Burgess and Cottrell, 1938), on the other
hand, has conducted research 1lnto certain factors affecting
adjustment between marriage partners. Bubt one feels that
research more specifically concerned with defining family
gtructure, to whilch this study 1s & contrlibutlon, would
be better deslgned for testlng many of the assertions these
writers make,

2

I'hls vlew of the debate 1s one which 1s taken, for

example, by HI1l (1947} and Margaret Redfleld (1946).
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1
this as Inevitable conseq ences. One might wonder, then,

whefiher all the elements of familism will be entirely absent
in socleties where families are small. The data reported
in this thesis can assist toward answering these gquestlons.
We know, independsntly of any data reported here,
that Australian families are no longer generally large.2
That element of familism has disappeared from the greater
number of the famllies studied. Close solidarity with
neizhbournood has disappeared also. People preferred to
"keep to themselves" rather than having their nelghbours
"tell them what to do%. At the same time,.they were not
indifferent to "what bhe neigzhbours think" about the more
public aspects of their family'!s conduct. Solidarity with
kinsfolk, while it may not have extended as widely nor been

as intense as in less urbanlzed comnunities, was by no

means extinect., It remsined for the families covered by

1
He writes (1947, p.700), "We are thus driven to the
conclusion that the basis of famllism 1s the birth rate.
Socleties which have numerous children have to have familism,
Other socletlies (those with few children) do not have it.,"
2
Borrie (Caiger, ed., 1953, p.24) glves the 1941 average
igsue to Australlan women by the age of 50 as 2.6 children.,
Unfortuna tely, Zimmerman does not stase what critical
number separates large from small families. I will assume,
therefore, that families in which there are four or fewer
children are smzll, Only six of the thirty-eight families
of the sample had more than four children.
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this study the most 1mportant resource for help, and for
most of the parents the most lmportant reglon for primary
relations.l At the same time, having kinsfolk 1living in
the same house was not popular, Every effort was made to
keep the immediate famlly group free from the interfering
gcontrol of relatives; although, as their favourable oplinion
largely determined thelr willingness to help, some 1ndirect
control was exerclsed by that means,

The third element to consider is the transmlssion of
a traditional definitlon of family roles and a traditional
conceptlon of one's place In society. I have shown fhat
there was a movement away from the traditlonal conception
of the reciprocal roles of parent and child in all families
of the sample, and that in a number of them there was a
departure from the traditlonszl coﬁception of the reciprocal
rolss of hushand and wife. But the reactlion was significant.
Departures were hemmed about with cautions., There was a
general tendency to conservatism, in that, In all but the
most unstable famllies, parents strove to preserve (or to
restore I1f it had been lost) the element of authoriicy 1n

thelr relations with the children, and hushand and wife

1
Young (1954) has shown how important kinship relation-
ships were for a sample of families in East London,
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divided authority for famlly control between them in the
tradltional way. Thus there were signs of a returning
pendulum swing after a wave of experimentation.l Children
were strictly guided Into acqulring the characteristics
traditionally considered proper for their sex. Also, the
general division of fasks between husband and wife, into
those of breadwinner and homemaker respectively, remained
substantially the same as 1n previous generations. However,
the role of the child as a helper in the family was dis-
appearing: traces of it remalned only in the larger famillies.

As for the inherltance of a conceptlon of one's place

in society, I have shown that, noitwlthstandlng the opporiunitle:

1

The outstanding recent example of this kind of deve-
lopment in regard to the family was the eXperimentation
which took place in Russla followlng the revolution.
Schlesinger (1949) has edited documentation on the course
of events there. Under the influence of feminist thought
regarding the emancipation of women and general social
equality, the family code of 13926 made divorce available
on demand from elther party, recognized de-facto marriages
and legalized abortion. Opportunities for women to partici-
pate 1In production, agriculture, industry and the professions,
were thrown open, and they were encouraged to think of thelr
statug In terms of this participatlion rather than as mothers
and wives, But from 1936 on, with the need to stabilize
the new soclety after the reconstruction had been effected,
and not without comnection wlth the growlng danger of war
and populatlon needs, the state began to encourage women
to seek status 1n the roles of mother and housewife. The
decrees of 1936 embodled thls new ideal. Then, in the
legislagcion of 1944, de facto marriage was deprived of its
legal recognition and divorce was made difficult.
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which exist for class mobility, there is still a high
degree of occupational conservatism between generations,
and c¢hildren have a certain reslstance to attempts to
project them beyond the class position in which they are
born, Thelr vliew of social class is taken from thelr
parents, If they are tradesmen's children they have a
narrower perspective than professlonals'! children on the
wlder soclety, and affalrs of the world generally; and, 1n
particular, they have less understanding of the part which
voluntary associatlon plays and feel less secure 1in entering
into it. Chlildren assume the same atiltude of responsibllity
to the wider soclety as thelr parents; and this means that
1f they are tradesmen's children they are less llkely to
talkke a conservative attitude than if they are professionals'
children, Unless, for speclal reasons, they revolt 1in
adolescence, they also learn from thelr parents what ends
are to be followed as Intrinsically satisfying. If they
are tradesmen's children they are more llkely to find
partlisanshlp g worth-while experience than if they are
professionals' chlildren, while the latter are more likely
than the former to learn that complete self-absorption in
an interest or ocbupation can be satisfying.

We come next to the gquestion of the specifically famlly

functlons, and the ties of dependence they glve rise to.
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The only exclusively family functions found in all the
famllies of the sample were those relating to reproduction
and physicai survival, managing and economic functions,

gome productive functions, and the primary functions relating
to the conferring of an identity through the famlily role

and through soclalization; although it was possible to

swell the complement by multiplying the productive functions
and by including some relligious and recreational actlvities.
Because production, education, religion and recreation

have been wholly or partly surrendered to groups outside
the family, it might appear that the family's members have
less for which they depend on one another, But three points
ought to be made in regard to this. Flrst, the functlons
which remain to the family are very considerable, and in
all of the cases studied they include the maintenance of
family property, even if 1t be only household furniture

and personal effects; although most commonly 1t amounted

to much more. Secondly, the managing functlons to which

I have drawn particular attention, should be taken into
account when making a balance sheet of the modern family's
functions, for these have lncreased as executive functions
have decreased and, in a sense, compensate for them. Thirdly,
although it is true that certain functions are carried out

away from the family, there is nevertheless an accompanying
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tendency for family members to depend on one anofther to
participate in these groups on behalf of them all. These
facts mean that 1t would be a superflcial estimate indeed
of the degree of dependence existing between members of a
family merely to count the number of things they do jointly.

The two elements of familism which remaln to be con-
sldered are the acceptance of control by the family and
authority within 1t, and a high consclous evaluatlion on
famlly 1life and unity. These were matters 1n which the
familles of the sample showed variatlion, although they were
matters which tended to vary together, It has been shown
that the famillses which valued membership 1n the family
highly were those whose members were wllling to accept the
constraints of sanctloned roles and In whlch authority was
legitimized.

The conclusion that emerges 1s that these clty familles
have lost some of the elements of familism (1ncludlng large"
slze 1n most cases - the factor which Zimmerman regarded
as baslcally determining for the whole complex) but have
retalned others; and that 1t 1s possible for small famllies
to show a high degree of coheslon and place a high valuation
on family 1ife and unity, although some do not, All familles
of the sample wefe uniform in what they retalned or relin-

quished from the first four elements of famllism, they varled
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in whether they retained or relinquished the last two,

Thls makes the Interpretation possible that what has been
re talned in respect to the filrst four elements may indlcate
something about the permanent nature of the family, what has
been lost In respect to them may indicate the influence of
specifically urban condlitions, and variability In respect

to the last two may indlcate that these are matters which
are not directly determined by urban conditlons buf matters
in which famllies may exerclise some option.

It is possible, then, that reduction in family size,
loss of neighbourhood ties and weakening of kinship vies,
and the relinquishment of a number of former functiong
accompanied by an elaboration of managlng functions, can be
attributed to urban conditlons. But, throughout these
changes a constant core has remained in reproductive, sur-
vival, economic and personality-shaping functions, and in
the transmission from one generatlon to the next of a tradl-
tional conceptlon of famlly roles and of one's place 1in
soclety. The extraordlnary degree of closeness between
members of the famlly, and between the two generations par-
ticularly, which enables 1t to fulfil these tasks, seems
to be one of the distingulshing characteristics of ths
family as such, I seems llkely that if a group exists

as a family at all it will be marked by a consensus amongst
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members which is pervasive enough to facilitate their co-
operation for these ends to some extent. The organization
which gives effect to these ends would constibtuite what
Homans (1951, pp.81 to 107) calls the external system.
Recognitlon of this fact helps toward a soclologlcal defi-
nitlon of the family; and in meking that defitcion we see
more clearly that the commection hetween individual and
soclety depends upon the nature of the social structure in
which the individual is embedded. The relation is not fixed
but varies as the distance between the individual and soclal
structure varies, and in the famlly the dlstance between

the two orders is less than In most other social structures.
The family is that group comprising man, wife and children
which, in order to perform the above tasks, shows a high
degree of consensus 1n the presence of lIrremovable differences
of séx, age, experience and temperament, The individual's
relation to the family 1s like that of the branch to the
tree: whatever his individuality may be, he does not stand

out sgeparately - or rather, In so far as he does the famlly
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1
1s less effective in 1ts tasks, less a family., For this

reason 1t involved no stralning of meaning to speak in the
thesls of a family's class position, polltics, values, and
so on, and to regard internal divergences as marginal cases.
Such properties are real properties of familles, for familles
have a realify of their own above the aggregation of indivi-
duals, by virtue of their organization for the tasks which
have been defined, and by virtue of the pervaslve consensus
on which the efficient performance of those organized acti-
vities rests.

But whether 1t fulfils its essential tasks efficiently
or imports obstacles which make it possible to fulfll them
only with difficulty, whether it fulfils them sparingly or

with supererogatory generosity, or whether it sdds other

1
Though the fact 1s as slippery as quicksllver, something

quantitative In the very constitution of the family forces
itself upon us. It 1s the distance between its members and
1tself, which i1s measured by the extent of thelr dsparture
from consensus, A family can only be thought of as something
which is more or less & family. I belleve that this 1s a
critical feature about all groups whose structure is des-
cribed in terms of principled behaviour, which will have
to be recognized more than at present, if a more realistic
and useful soclology is to emerge. I think it is likely
that the next stage In the development of soclological method,
after the phase of establishing it as a sclence is exhausted,
wlll be to establish its distinctiveness amongst sclences
by demonstrating that it belongs to the class of sciences
whose subject matter 1s itself normative - that what is
observed 1s always more or less what 1s capable of belng.
lMedicine and personality psychology are other disciplines
In the same class,
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functions to them, are matters which a family decides for
itself. The identlification of members with the famlly group
by the achievement of an 1ldentity of purpose which will
enable them to bring their entire lives under 1ts control,

to distribubte authority amongst them, and to identify vica-
riously with one another in regard to those differences
which are irremovable, is something about which families may
be careful or indifferent. Those who are careful over 1%
can attain 1t to a degree which distingulshes them from
other famllies, The organizational machinery which develops
to effect and maintain this quallty of ldentification, and
which 1s added iIn some families to the baslc organization
which 13 necessary in all, 1s presumably what Homans (1951,
pp.1C8 to 155) isolates as the internal system, The fact
that there were some families In the sample who valued family
unity highly and others who had little regard for it beczuse
of the members' preoccupation with Individugal goals lends
support to Zimmermen's view that this is a time of polari-
zatlon between those who regard the famlily in different ways.
The data, however, do not supﬁort his view that the cluster

of elements which makes up familism 1s constant and basically

determined by large family slze. Surrender to famlly control,
strong cohesion, and a high consclous valuation on family

unity, which would seem to be some of the finest fruits of
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the cluster, were found in small famillies of two or three
children as well as in larger families.l

As for the view of the second school of thought, that
the family can find a basls for unity 1n factors other than
structural ones - in sexual attractlon, affection, appre-
clation of companionship and the pursult of personal
happiness;2 it 1s not supported by the present data, which
demonstrate that coheslon depends on regularization., The

vague emotional interchange which progressionists recommend

in place of structure lacks thedconstancy and permanence

1

Inspection of Appendix E will show that of the twenty-
three families approximating to the identification type seven
had two children, six three, six four, three five, and one
slx; 1.e. more than half had fewer than four children,

2

I can only deal with the "companionship® family by
regarding 1ts pure type, the "reproductive-emotional® family.
It is possible by verbal subterfuge to lend this type of
famlly certalin characterlistics assumed to be distinguishing
of the 1nstitutional family, which is asserted to be alter-
native to i¢, I think Burgese and Locke do this, for
instance, in the quotation I have cited. They say, for
example, that unity in the companionship family depends,
inter alia, on consensus in family objectives and values, not
recognizing that this may be the basis for the authority and
dlscipline which they say distingulshes the institutional
type. They also say that the institutional family has
definite roles, especially in the division of labour, but
that the companionship type (as if to distinguish it) has
interdependence of family roles.
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which the performance of family functions needs. Of the
famllies studied it would be the adaptation and false-
identification types which have taken shape under the
Influence of this conception of the family. The false-
identification family lacks cohesion and fails to meet its
members ' needs, The degeneration of relationships there

mey be due to an over-dependence upon feeling for cohesion,
and a lack of due rellance upon structure, The absence of
structure has soured feeling, and attraction has been
transformed into resentment and rejection becauée of parents
expecting from feelings the support which is only gained

by having a defined place in a Jolnt endeavour. This point
is not unlike one which Sirjamaki makes (1953, pp.190 to 191)
when he atbributes the instability of many American marriages
to an excessive demand for satisfaction, and for security
particularly, from emotional sources., It is also related

to the point fairly frequently made, for example by Truxal
and WMerrill (1947, p.36), that the cult of romance 1s

leading increasingly to disillusloned marrlages, On the other
hand, the adaptation type of family is coheslive in its
restricted sphere., However, it 1s wrong to suppose that 1%
depends for thls property on those emotional factors which
the progressionists recommend; for its cohesion is rather

of a contractual or commercial kind, Thus, while families
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broken by divorce or desertion were deliberately excluded
from this study, 1t will be apparent, I think, that pressures
in those directlons are already to be found in famllles of
these two types. The frustratlon suffered in the false-
ldentification type could at any tlme exceed tolerance
point, and precipltate one partner into leaving the family.
A partner of the adaptation type of famlly might at any
time reckon the galns not worth the cost., It would be
nalve, then, to suppgose, that what are often loosely des~
cribed as "emotlonal" needs, such as the needs this thesls
postulates; can be suppllied from "emotional™ sources, such
as demonstrations of affectlon, It appears from thls
study that needs of this kind require structural factors
to satisfy them - a definite role, an area of authorlty or
iniciative, an acknowledgment of obligatlon, a clear sense
of alm or agreement, a feeling of being able to count on
help or give 1t, and sc on, It was only iIn the identifi-

cation type of family that care was taken to foster these
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structural properties, by subordinating the direct pursuilt
of personal satisfaction to concern for family order.l

But it was in their inabllity to produce happy
youngsters by satisfying the needs of children that the
adaptation and false-identificatlion families revealed most
plainly the weakness inherent in thelr structural defl-
clency. For Instance, the random impulsiveness of the
children in the adaptation type of family was very reminis-
cent of the type of behaviour which has been described in
a more developed form in dellinguent children.2 The oppressed
mentality of children in the false-identification family,
which accustomed them to dealing with differences between

themselves and others by evasions rather than by resolving

or bridglng them, 1s reminiscent of the trends which I

1
Zimmerman (1947, p.57) charges some defenders of the
companionship principle with being blind to this fact: "In
other works of this school there appears also the under-
lying assumption that famlly life is based upon a consclous
happiness, sometimes called 'adjustment! to avold the alleged
evaluativeness of consclous happiness, They find incon-
celvable a well-consldered plan where man and woman, parent
and child fight out the battles of life together, with
happiness depending upon the ultlmate success of this mutual
venture, rather than on day-by-day emotional states, It 1s
a return to the straight pleasure~pain psychology which
assumes that life exists and 1s justified entirely on the
instantaneous conscious level."
2 :
By Stott (1950, p.71) for example.
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think can be discerned in the charascteristics some authors
1

impute to neurosis. Multiple centres of personallity orga-
nization (one in the family, such as it was, and one in

the peer group) which adolescents of these types of family
were prone to develop, are also characteristic of some

2
cages of moral disorder, And finally, chlldren in these

1

Horney (1945) describes compulsions to compliance,
isolatlon or aggression as typifying neurotic behaviour.
Fromm {1949) describes similar compulsions to "symbiosis"
{meaning by that a suffocatingly close relationship similar
to compliance), withdrawal and aggression., The common
feature about these various manifestations is an anxiety
in the presence of difference, which promptly abolishes the
distance, elther by siding with the object, withdrawlng out
of 1ts field or attempting to destroy or incapacltate 1t.

2

I refer to the Jekyll-Hyde development which comes to
light from time to time when the diverse "sides" of a person
are discovered, perhaps In the case of a public figure whose
indiscretion reveals a world of secret activities whose
disclosure creates a public scandal., This can be presumed
to be due to the fact that impulses not acknowledged in
one social context are driven to seek acceptance in another.
A searching analysls of the genesls of this sort of lnmer
cleavage 18 given in Alan Paton's novel, "Too Iate the
Phalarope" (Jonathan Cape, London, 1953). This kind of
behaviour shows some analogy with the dissociation described
In some psychoses; for example, those described by Bowlby
(1940, pp.95 to 103), There seems to be a difference between
the moral and mental disorders, however; for, although more
liberal thought regards moral disorder as an illness 1t
does not impute to it the total Irresponsibility which 1t
concedes to Insanlty. +The difference is possibly thait the
audience sought by the unacknowledged impulses 1In mental
disorder 1s in phantasy, thus leadlng Lo systematlc with-
drawal and an ultimate Inabllity to cope wlth reallty; whille,
in the case of moral disorder, the audience sought 1s actual,
80 that the person is responsibly involved in two worlds,
which, though they are kept separate, are both real. It
seems not unlikely, however, that the causes for both kinds
of disorder are much the same.
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family types were llable to grow up accepting, unexamined,
value conflicts, as they were untrained bHoth in value dis-
crimination and in self-discipline, In the false-identi~-
flcation type of family they were likely Lo assimilate
conflicting values from one or both parents; in the adap=-
tation type they were likely to take over different wvalues
from each parent; and in both cases they were likely at
adolescence to reject values which were already lmplanted
in them, thus adding to their own confusion, The undis=-
cilplined growth of multiple, unorganized need-disposicions
resulting from this can be expected to produce "emotionally
Immature® adults; for whatever else that loose term may
connote,‘fundamental to the condition 1s the childishness
of not knowlng what one wants, and the consequent inabllity
6o dlscipline oneaself and associate reliably with others

1
to obbalin it.

1

Saul (1947) has analysed eight factors in emotionsl
maturisy: self-reliance or lndependence from the parent or
a parent figure; productiveness; freedom from inferiorisy,
egotlsm and competitiveness; abllity to be conditioned and
trained for soclalization and domestlcation; love; freedom
from the emotional vulnerability which makes the aggressive
reaction disorganlizing; a firm sense of reality; and
flexibility and adaptabllity. Summarized, this cluster of
factors seems Lo amount to an ability to master inclination
by making responsible decisions which have due regard for
the objective nature of the situation., It is value conflict
which undermines a& person's capacity to do this and leaves
him overwhelmed by feeling, "Emotlonsl immaturity® is
frequently given, e.g. by Baber (1939, pp.227 to 229), as
a cause of marltal discord. Marrlage guldance counsellors
report 1t as one of the commonest problems with which they

have to deal,
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The danger of value confiict, however, was one 0
which children in all three types of family were exposed,
although children in the 1dentification family were forti-
fled agalnst 1t to an exbent, The basic contradiction of
the culture of trying to make both egoistic and spiritual
values self-sufficient had roots in all of them, due to
thelr simultaneous orientation to ends of individual
achlevement and distinction {through the school mainly) and
ends of membershlp {through the family mainly). 3By their
preparation, therefore, all of them would sesm to be unready
for total surrender to famlly control and the exaltation of
family unity above individual satisfaction - the optional
elementa of familism which, this study shows, are still
possible under modern urbsn condistions. Of any who chose
them, most could be expected t0 find them difficult (and
even painful) to achlieve, because of the presence of deeply
implanted contrary tendencies which would have to undergo
extinctlon; and it would not be surprising if some mis-
understood the way to undty and sought it without success
through false-identification.

Thus the adaptation and false~identlfication types of
family tend to repeat themselves by preparing a new gene-~
ratlon ready for much the same sort of family as that 1n

which they were nurtured; but there may be a pressure Lowards
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an increasing proportion of families of these Lypes, because
of the fact that children in identification families come
under ambivalent Influences.

If the theory I have developed is correct, family
cohesion, a high valuation on family life and unlty, and
the capacity of families to satlsfy the needs of thelr
members, all go togebther; they‘are possible under urban
conditions but all are belng made difficult to achleve
because of the practice of integrating the famlly into the
soclety through a competitive, occupational system, and
the practice of preparing children for thelr part in that
system by mass-education in achools; and these practices
in turn are a consequence of the facts that any family and
1ts nelghbours may follow radically different values and
may be isolated from one another by class distinctlveness.
"Adapting" Fo these urban conditions means no more 1n the
end than giving up the difficult struggle to maintain a
high quality of family 1life by preserving purity of member-
ship values, and resulcs in the needs of the family's
members golng unsuppllied. Those families have more strength,
and thelr members more satisfaction, who persevere in the
struggle and resist the trend to duplicity in the culture,
But for some individuals the struggle is much less difficult

than for others, because they are better prepared, The
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preparatlion of some candidates for family life is =o
unpropitlous that the palns of the struggle could well

exceed the bounds of human tolerance.

2. Appralsal of the Study

It remains to estimate the value of this study as sa
contribution to knowledge of the famlly. The family has
exerclsed a tremendous gtiraction as a subject for study
to many workers: it has been well explored already., Approaches
to the subject have been dlverse, ranglng from the psycho-
analytlc treatment of Flugel's (1548) study, to the broadly
cormparative ethnologlecal method of Elmer (1345), or the
developmental method used by Levy (1949), Some gifted
scholars have made 1t their task to assemble in Sext~books
the knowledge that has been collected, That compiled by
Baber (1939) is, I think, one of the best of these. Two
nunbers of the American Journal of Socliology (Vol. 52, no,3,
Wovember, 1946; and Vol, 53, no,6, HMay, 1948) have been
devoted to famlly topics, Since the mysterles of the family
have engaged so many masture minds, 1t might seem rash for
a student to enter the field of study at all, My justifl-
cation for dolng so, however, is three-fold. First, 1t

is becoming apparent that the family has become the subject

of the day, Personal and soclal disorders are disturbing
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even the most stable countries, and it is guessed that the
cure, 8s the cause, lies with the family. The 1nfluence
of this line of thought in officilal circles is signally
demonstrated in the 1lnstitutlon by the World Health Orga-
nization of the world-wide research on the relation bebtween
maternal care and mental health, the report on which appeared
in 1952 (Bowlby, 1952) . Two polnters,
from different countries, that the same line of thought
is having sway in academic circles, are seen in the ex~-
haustive research at present being sponsored by the
Tavistock Institute of Human Relations info a small number
of Iondon families (Bott, 1954), and in the fact that, as
this conclusion 1s being wrltten, a recently published
interpretation of the family written by Parsons and Bales
has reached me 1in Australia (Parsons and Bales, 1955).
'he present study was undertaken In the hope that some
material on Australian families would help in laying the
descriptive and comparative foundations for this live
investigation,

But, even though the famlly has become the subject of

the day, famllies are exceedlngly difficult Go come close

to. 4nd this supplies my second reason for entering the
field of study. There l1s a limit to what can be learned

about the family by historical or clinical methods, for
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example, or from general impressions. The firat part of
this chapter has shown how far removed from concrete know-
ledge of familles 1s much of the literature on the subject.
Conceptions of what the family 1s are 1deologically coloured
almost aas much as conceptions about the church or government;
and so much 30 that it has become almost impossible to
simply describe them as one sees them without being charged
with distortion.l The fleld worker in soclology can con-
tribute to knowledge by reporting on the ordinary life of
families, by using the methods most characterlstic of his
disclpline -~ observation of and guestionlng about regula-
rities, It 1s in iﬁs attempt to make an approach %o the
intimate life of famllies, by grappling with some of the
deeper and often carefully guarded motives which underlie
the regularitlies of their ordinary life, that much of the
justification of this study lies.

Fhirdly, I believe that sociologlcal concepts and themes

of Inguiry are particularly relevant to the study of families,

especially those pertalning to values., Even if values were

not central to the subject matter of sociology itself, as

1
Zimmerman wrote in 1547, "There 1s greater disparity
between the actual, documented, historical truth and the
theorlies taught in the family sociology courses, than exlsts
in any other sclentific field."™ (1947, p.8lO).



- 440 -

I belleve they are, they would be central to the study of
the family. For there we have husband and wife facing the
problem of llving together wlth largely pre-formed values,
and children faclng the problem of developling values while
living with parents. In a sense, therefore, values draw
the outlines of a famlly's structure. If they are ignored,
as they might be, for example, by limiting inquiry to such
questions as communicaslon, temperamental compatibllity

or methods of control, it i1s not unlikely that the mere
absence of ousline will create appearances of slgnificance
for problems which would otherwlise seem trivial., The issue
from research of that kind 1s usually to be led back to

the things which have been lgnored - with something of an
air of surprise and discovery.l Much of the advancement of
sclence seems to depend on breaking that sort of clrcular
arrestment by the exerclise of courage rather than intellect,
by recalling attention to things whose importance, though
ocbvious, 1s embarrassing to contemporary prejudlces. Though
fumblingly, I have tried to draw attentlon to the fact that

one of the most significant matters for the study of families,

1
An example of this can be seen in the Hawthorns
Experiment (Roethlisberger and Dickson, 1940) in which the
inquiry turned from the effect on production of conditions
and wage Incentives to the effect of interpersonal relations
at work and perscnal situations outsilde of work. '
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and one in the coniext of which other problems might profi-
tably be set, is that of the family's values.

This approach has led me to the identification of
three family types which are, in a sense, only three loglcal
possibilities. People in aasociation may have either like
or different values, and where thelr wvalues differ they
may elther exclude tﬁe pursuit of different ends from their
joint aciolvity or 1mplement coerclive measures to gear their
joint activity to only one of the conflicting ends., Of these
three possibllities each of the family types I have iden-
tifled makes one case,

I do not think that fact debtracts from the value of the
study: I believe, rather, that that is 1ts strength. It
is.important to know whether what i1s possible exists 1in
fact. And 1t 1s also important to know with what incidence
each possibility occurs and to know what are the factors
each possibllity entails. In regard to incidences i1t would
be unwise to draw any conclusion from this thesis, but
the thesis offers a simple method of ldentifying the family
types in terms of conétrol and personal space, 30 that
thelr incldence might be estimated through some form of
mass research by some well put questions, In regard to
what factors are entailed In each type, the thesls offers

no more than a theory for testing, It 1s plalin that this
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thesis does no more than establish the most tenuous connec-
tions between the factors which are asserted to cluster
together in the types. As the types only emerged in the
course of the analysis 1t could not have been otherwlse

with 8o small a sample., DBut the constancy of the comnection
between the separate factors which have been deplcted as
clusters could be explored by more iInbensive and more
rigorously designed research. The types could be valuable
In that each one may circumscribe the limlting conditions
within which certain generalitles about relations between
husband and wife and parent and child may hold, This would
seem to be a very important contribution to the study of
famllles, since generalizations about such relations for

the whole soclety can be s0 easily belled by clting excep-
tlons. Work on internal relatlons between family members 1s
belng carrlied out with great success in the University of
Pennsylvanla under the Willlam I'. Carter Foundation (Bossard,
1948, 1953). The results from research of this kind would
_benefit'from a more sclentific ordering i1f 1t were possible
to limit certain types of relationship to certaln family
types. The solutlon of the particular question whether
certain parent«child relatlonships are determined by certaln
definite husband-wlfe relatlonships would especlally be

furthered, And this 1s a question which 1is worth exploring
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exhaustively, for it is one which could focus the sclentific
study of familles in such a way as to make 1t directly
relevant to the pressing practical problems of the day.
Finally, the typology of families arrived at here
seems & better classiflcation for guiding fleld research
than any which 1s known %o me. Zimmerman's (1947) typology
of trustee, domestlic and atomistic families was, like the
typologies of the earlier theorlsts, lntended for historical
study., Mowrer (1939, pp.l1l09 to 123) classified Chicago
families on a geograprhical bhasls as one moved along a
radius from the non-family centre of the city to its clrcum-
ference, into emancipated families (1.,e. where ties of
soliderity were loose and divorce common), paternal families,
eqgualitarlian famllies and maternal famllies. Thls geo-
graphic distribution, however, appears to depend on a
certain distribution of classes which is not constant for
all citles. It is, moreover, a classification according
to overt features of famlly control, any one of which, I
have suggested, might mask more lmportant differences.'
Kuhn (Becker and Hill, edltors, 1948, pp.l66 to 167) gives
8 classification of famllies according to the things on
which they "centre™: a famlly may be people-centred, things-
centred, ldea-sentiment ~complex centred, activities-centred,

status-centred, or turned in on itself. This classification
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1y intereating and could make a stsge towards the classifi-
cation of families by values, but it seems too miscellaneous,
and the different objects on which families may centre are

of such different orders that they would scarcely be exclusive
of one another. The same obLjection can be made agalnst the
clasgifications offered by Boll (Bossard, 1954, pp.367 to 368).
Boll's classification does have the systematic virtue of
grouping famlily patterns according to the differences in the
families! values, activitles, organization and size., But

her classification by actlvity, for example, into nomadic,
jolner, cliff-dweller, community benefactor, and family-of-
the-intelligentsia types embraces activities whose signifi-
cance, soclologlcally speaking, 1s of rather different orders;
and the same 1s true of her classification by values, into
soclal-climber, materialistic, overly-rellgious, scientific,
superstitious, and conventional famllies. DBurgess and

Locke (1953, pp.311 to 312) glve a classification of U.S.&.
families by thelr degree of unity, ranging from the dis-
rupted family through the unorganized family, the hablt-

bound union, the highly solidified famlily, and the dynami-
cally unified family, This 1s a classification which has
affinities with the one arrived at here (the highly‘éolidified
family, for instance, 1s like the withdrawing variant of

the identification famlily, the unorganized family has some
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features of both the adaptation and false-identlification
types}, but the principles used for differentlating the
types need to be more clearly defined and related, The
three tvypes ldentified in thls thesls have an advantage of
simplicity, because the princlples which differentlate them
stand out. Also, because the types are deflned in terms of
the logical possibllities in certain general features of
assoclation, they have a universality which would allow us
to relate what we learn about behaviour in familles to
behaviour in other forms of soclzl organization, thus

1
furthering the search for universal principles of behaviour,

1

I would allgn myself with the alm to the advancement of
which Homans (1951) dedicated himself in writing, "The Human
Group", of bullding a new soclological synthesls by deve-
loping a general soclologlcal theory. I believe that one
means to thls end will be the description of behaviour in
terms which are general enough to be applicable to many
forms of soclal organizaction.
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SCHEDULE OF INFORMATION SOUGHT

Pagrt 1. In Group Interview with the Whole Family.

1. Obtain each member's routine of asctivities, bhoth

within and outside of the home, noting particular1§; j,fj
those ectivities done with or in the presemeé'of

other people. Cover the normsl day, variatiohs?_':
between days of the week, the normal week—end;.ﬁﬁbiic ';
nolidays, antual holidays, and variations bétﬁeén1fhe}:fﬁi
seasons of the year. The person concerned w11 be :
asked to relate this information himself, and all R
chers present will be invited to interrupt with_

comment or contradiction. The interviswer will alééiﬁ”
interrupt with comment and questions, to fill oul tﬁéﬂfﬂﬁ
significence to the person of the activities he rélaféé;f
dpecial attention will be given to the father's workf7?
and c¢illdrents schooling, with the alm of dets miniﬁg  =f

their social relationships, compstence, satisfaction . -

and status in those situstions, Record currently. = -
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2, Oblein a summary report of the external activities

of each member, under these categories:
(1) with king
(2) with neighbours;

riends =

(3) with f
n special, intimate friendship,
n : _

?

(a) 1
(b) 1

general friendship

4)  with religious groups;

1)

¥

5) with recreational groups;

{

(

(

(6) with social groups, lodges, ctc.;
( with cultural and educational groups;
( with political groups;

(9) with occupational groups;

(10) with other kinds of group;

(11) communication by correspondence and telephones;.

(12) externsl cctivities more or less independent
of groups.

Ootain information on the Ireguency, content and

intensity of these activities. Cover the hroad 1imes
of development of the relstions with kin, friends aﬁd ;
neighbours, and find oul where and when friemdship5' -ﬁ

wvere made. The person concerned will be asked to
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relate this information himself, but will be
assisted by the others, particularly in the case
of young children. Where 1t seems thalt the
individusl 1s unwilling to refer to anything in

front of his family, note this, and raise the

matter later in the private interview. Record

currentlz.

Part II. in Joint Interview with Both Parents.

Obtain the parents! attitudes, aspirations and.

policies relating to the following matters:

(1) the training, disciplire, and schooling of the
children, and their occupaticnal (and perhaps

other) aspirations for themg

{2) 1the prospects of father's continuance in his
Job or change of it, and his occupational

aspirations; the attitude to the possibility

of mother's going out to work;

(3) arrangements aboul household management and
maintenance, viz.
(a) the allocstion and control of money,
(b) saving,
(¢) TDhorrowing,
(d) insurance,
(e) Xeeping the garden,



reeping the property in repair,
furnishing and decorating the home,
heavy and light cleaning, washing,
ironing, ccoking, buying clothing, -
mending, altering and making clothings;

L L
ey Bt
LI N

(4)  joining clubs, lodges and sccietlesy-

(5) visiting relatives and friends, and inviting
visitors hcmes _

(€} participating in sporti;
(7) attending concerts, theatre, pictures,.dancés;:fi{ ﬂ
(8) spending spare time in the family circle - o
going for drives, plecnics and other outings,
and relaxing with the children. R
In this, some of the ground covered in the account;  _ﬁ;fs
of routine will be retraced, but now the emphasis
will be on the evaluatlion of one's own behaviéar,
the reasons for behaviour, and on any slternative
which might be preferred. Pay attention to which "'”
of the partners tskes the initlative in answering _[f    
each guestion, who seems most informed about it; .
whether there 1gs agreesment or disagreoment about it,:l” ”
and whether ideas are decisive or confused.

Hecord currently.
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2. Obtain the following information about the personal

history of the parents, and develooment of the

family:

(1) date of marriage;

(2) circumstances of parents' meetings
(3) ages of parents; |

(L) sex and ages of childreny

18, for each parent)

P
U
H

(5) plece of birth, and places of residence sincej
(&) place of educatilon;
(7) type of educations
(3) ternmination of educationg
{9) occupational training;
(10} ©plsaces and types of employment until marriage;
(11) position among own siblings;

(1.2) marital status of own 1living siblings and
parents;

(13) ¢l
an

(1) occupation of own living siblings and parents;



(15)

(20)

(21)

Re
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memorles concerning own family of crilgin,

in regard to

(a) pfODpClLty,

(b) strictness or laxity of discipline,

(c) happinsss,

(d) religious practice,

(e} whether own harents sought positions
of publ¢c TESUOuSlblthj

(£) degree of sociability of own parents;

own philosophical, political and religious
development up till the time of marriage,
and due to what influencess

wi philosophical, politieal and religiocus
development since marriage, and for what
Teasons;

number of generations during which own
ancestors have lived in ifustralis, and their
countries of origin; '

geographic mobliity of the family since
marriage, and the reasons for it;

occupaticnal mobility (of any working members)
since marriage, and the ressons for ity

the parents' estimate of thelr own economic
improvement . or deterioration since marriaze,
and the reasons for it.

cord currently.
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Obta
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in Information on the parents’ values and

gttitudes to the larger soclety. Frovoke undirected

dilsau

(1)

o FaY
(O SR Y
N LN

(%)

Eama
1
g

(&)

(7)

[

(8)

Py
O
[

(10)

(11)

1gsion on the following topics:

tihe goals which they had set for themselves as
a family, and have now reallzed;

goals which are stili shead of them;

the standards of conduct and value which they

aimed. to induce in the children;

whether the slliegation that Australians are
becoming materislistic is true, and, if so,

-

sarious?s

ng-up-with-the-Jdoneses 15 a strong

wnether keepis o
motive in the lives of people in their nelghbour-:
hood, and, if so, how it alfects their familyv;

what view is taken of the whole gquestion of
social class and cliass consclousness 1n Sydiey

and Australia, and what class~ranking they would . -
2 =}

give their own family?;

wnat view is talzen of the great influx of New
Austrelians since the war?;

whether they were interested in the Hoyal V‘Slt
and what view 18 taken of the monarchy?;

what view is taken of relations with the COmuon-,;:-f

wealth and America?;

vhether Communism is believed to he a serious
internal threat to Australia?; :

other topics which the subjects seem disposed
to dwell on.



Part III.
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(Some of the vliews expressed here can be taken up

again later, at a meal or at supper, if sultable

to the company then present.) Record only brief

notes currently, amplify afterwards.

In Frivate Interview with Individuals.

its, and Children of or above 3Senior

school Age

Obteain informaetion about personal relastions within

the family, and each pverson’s attitude to and satis-

faction with the family and the roles of the members,g{f_ 

by asking the following direct guestions:

(1)

(2)

(3)

()

Would you say that any of the children (of this
family) do the things which are expected of them. -
around the home more effeciently or more willingly -~
than the others? RSP

Do you think too much is excected of anyone in-f
the home (yourself included)?

Do you think too little is expected to anyone:- 9'1?1
that anyone gets off too lightly? AT

Do you ever find yourself thinking that someone =
else in the family leads a more interesting Llfeﬁ,;ﬁ_
outside of the home than you do? '

Do you find it interesting to learn wnat the
others do outside of the family? Do they talk
about it very nuch?



(6)

(7)

(8)

(92

(10)

(11)

(12)

(13)

(1y)

(15)

How would you describe the main traits of . :
Dersonalltv and charscter of each member of tﬂe.
family? Suppose you were writing a character
sketch, for instance, or explaining them to :
someone who did not know them, what would you
say were the main fauits and qualities of each? -

Are there any members of the family whom, quite
apart from theip merits and dpfacts you find .
naturally more likable than the others” with
whom you get on more easily?

Are there any whom you find it hard to get on
with? What do you think are the reasons?

Do you think any member of the family is
irritating to any other membar? For what
reason?

Do you think there is any serious jealousy or
resentiment in the family? -

Do you feel that you have sufficient fresdom in “_ft
the home? Do you feel too tied down? I suppose .

there are two parts to freedom (initiative and -

independence) and I mean both. Do you feel that -'E'

you have enough say in the way things are run?
Do you feel you have enough time of your ocwn to
follow your own interests?

Are there any big changes which you_havé alﬁayS- :

wanted to make in the home without being able. il

to do s0%

Is there anything which you have wanted to do

very much which your husband (or the others) was  f'

opposed to you doing?

Do you ever find yourself wishing that yOuf.

family was like some other family you know of¢ J  1 :

In what parficular ways?

On what factors do you think a continuing,
sucecessful marriage and family depend?



(16)

(17)

(18)

(19)

(20)

(21)

(22)

(23)

(2L)
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What do you think is the proper arrapgement R
about authorltv in the family? Should there be

a final boss? Vhowm do you think it should be?

Is this the arrangemeni which you follow?

Would you say that your wife and you (or bhoth.
your parents) are equally ambitious. Would you _
say that your ambitions lie in the same directions?

Would you say that your wife and you (or both
your parents) have the same interesits? VWhat
particular interests would you have in common,
and in what interests would you differ?

Would you say that anyone in the family was a
complaining type of person? :

What are the particular things about your home
and Tamily that you feel you can be modestly
proud about?

Is there anything about your home and family
that embarrasses you?

Have you had to discourage any good friends because
your wife (husband, parents) didn't like them? -

(Children only) Have you, at thls stage of your
1ife, done much thinking about politics or rellglon°k
How like or unlike your parents' views do you thlnk'i
your own will become? e

(Children only) What work do you hope to do
later on? '

Children Below Senior School Age.

(25) What do you want to be when you grow up?

(26) Are there any grown up people you know whom
you would like to be like when you grow up?

(27)

What sort of thing do you like doing most around
the home?



{28)

(29)

(30)

(31)

(32)

(33)

'-';'456'4 

Is there anything thst you have to do around .
the home that you don't 1llke doing?

If you could have your wish, what would. you llﬂe_f f
most in all the world? o

Would you change anything about the family if
you were the bosg, instead of mother and father?-

What do you like most about mother and father?
Do you like either one better?

What do you like most about (each) brother and
sister? Do you like any one hetter?

Do you think that any of the children are 5901lt°f f
Who spoils them? S

Cs: A1l Children

(34)

(35)

What are some of the things yvou have done'thatf°: ”'
have been displeasing to your parents? UWhich -

one punished you? What form did the punishment'[Q f

take?

Can you rememher some of the things you have

done that were pleasing to your parents? How ..~

did you know they were pleased.

Record currently.

Part 1V.

Individual Tests.

The Allpoxt~Vernon Htﬁdy of Values will be

administered to each parent and each c¢hild of

senior school age or ahove. (page A4A).
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Part V. Written Response.

The Family Fconomy Form will be left with the
parents, who will have the option of completing

it, and forwarding it through the post. (page B.)
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Gordon W. Allport - Philip € Vernon, - gérdner Eindzéy

Part |

Dirgcrions: A number of controversial statements or questions with two
alternative answers are given below. Indicate your personal preferences
by writing appropriate figures in the boxes to the right of each question.
Some of the alternatives may appear equally attractive or unattractive
to you. Nevertheless, pieage attempt to choose the alternative that is
relatively more acceptable to you. For each question you have three _
points that you may distribyte in any of the following combinations,

If you agree with alternative (a) and disagree with ! i J

(b), write 3 in the first box and 0 in the second e

box, thus a E b BJ
}

If you agree with {b); disagree with (a}, write @ E ,

If you have a slight preference for (a) over (b}, ; i .

write E;?j /‘J
. a

If you have a slight preference for (b) over (&), |

e | |

e

Do not write any combination of numbers except one of these four. There

is no time limit, but do not linger over any one question or statement,

and do not leave out any of the questions unless you find it really im-
possible to make a decision.

§ COPYRIGHT, 1951, BY Gornon w. ALLFORT, PHILIP E, VERNON, AND GARDNER LINDZEY
COPYRIGET, 1931, BY GORDON W, ALLPORT AND PHILIP E. VERNON

" Published by AUSTRALIAN COUNCIL FORr EDUCATIONAL RESEARCH
147 Coilins Street, Melbourne, C.]
By arrangement with HOUGHTON MIFFLIN COMPANY, US.A.

© The Allport~Vernon Study of Values.



1.

2,

3.

4,

3.

é.

The main object of scientific research should be
the discovery of truth rather than its practical
applications, (a) Yes; (b) No.

Taking the Bible as a whole, one should regard it

from the point of view of its beautiful mythology
and literary style rather than as a spiritual reve-
Iatmn {a) Yes; (b) No.

Which of the following men do you think saould
be judged as contributing more to the progress of
mankind? (a) Aristotle; (b} Abraham Lincoln.

Assuming that you have sufficient ability, would
you prefer to be: (a) a banker; (b) a politician?

Do you think it is justifiable for great artists, such
as Beethoven, Wagner and Byron to be selfish
and negligent of the feelings of others? (a) Yes;

(b} No.

Which of the following branches of study do you -

expect ultimately will prove more important for

mankind? (a) mathematics; (b) theology.

7.

8.

Which would you consider the more important
function of modern leaders? (2) to bring about
the accomplishment of practicai goals; (b) to en-
courage followers to take a greater interest in the
rights of others.

»

When witnessing a gorgeous ceremony (ecclesi-
astical or academic, induction into office, ete.),
are you more impressed: (a} by the colour and
pageantry of the occasion itself; (b) by the in-
fluence and strength of the group?

" Yotal

Page 2

10.

1.

i2.

13.

Whﬁch of these character traits do you consider the

more desirable? (a) high ideals and reverence; D

(b) unselfishness and sympathy.

If you were a university professor and had the
necessary ~ability, would you prefer to teach:
(a) poetry; (b) chemistry and physics?

If you should see the following news items with
headlines of equal size in your morning paper,
which would you read more attentively? (a) prOT-
ESTANT LEADERS TO CONSULT ON RECONCILIATION;
(b} GREAT IMPROVEMENTS IN MARKET CONDITIONS.

Under circumstances similar to those of Question

11?  (a) SUPREME COURT RENDERS DECISION;

(b) NEW SCIENTIFIC THEORY ANNOUNCED,

When you visit a eathedral are you more impressed
by a pervading sense of reverence and worship

than by the architectural features and stained

. glass? (a) Yes; (b) No.

14,

15.

16.

Assuming that you have sufficient leisure time,
would you prefer to use it: (a) developing your
mastery of a favourite skill; (b) doing volunteer
social or public service work?

At an exposition, do you chiefly like to g0 to the
buildings where you can see: (a) new manufac-
tured products; (b) scientific (e.g., chemical) ap-
paratus?

If you had the opportunity, and if nothing of the
kind existed in the community where you live,
would you prefer to found: (a) a debsting society
or forum; (b) a classical orchestra?

Total

Page 8 .

i
a
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17. The aim of the churches at the present time should
be: (a) to bring out altruistic and charitable
tendencies; (b) to encourage spiritual worship and
a sense of eommunion with the highest,

. 18, If you had some time to spend in a waiting room
and there were only two magazines to choose from, -

would you prefer: (a) SCIENTIFIC AGE; (b) ARTS
AND DECORATIONSY

19. Would you prefer to hear a series of lectures on:
(a) the comparative merits of the forms of govern-
ment in Britain and in the United States; (b) the
comparative development of the great religious
faiths?

20, Which of the following would you consider the
more important function of education? (a) its
preparation for praetical achievement and financial
reward; (b) its preparation for participation in
community activities and aiding less fortunate
persons, '

21. Are you more interested in reading aceounts of the
lives and works of men such as: (a) Alexander,
Julius Caesar, and Charlemagne; (b} Aristotle,
Socrates, and Kant? :

22, Are our modern industrial and scientific develop-
ments signs of a greater degree of civilization than
those attained by any previous society, the Greeks,
for example? {(a) Yes; (b) No.

23. If you were engaged in an industrial organization
(and assuming salaries to be equal), would you
prefer to work: (a) ds a counsellor for employees;
{b) in an administrative position?

Total

Page 4

4.

25,

26,

27.

28,

Given your choice between two books to read, are
you more likely to select: (a) THE sTORY OF RE-
LIGION IN AMERIcA; (b) THE $7ORY OF INDUSTRY
IN AMERICA?

Would modern society benefit more from: (a) more
concern for the rights and welfare of citizens;
(b) greater knowledge of the fundamental laws of
human behaviour?

Suppose you were in a position to help raise
standards of living, or to mould public opinion.
Would you prefer to influence: (a) standards of
living; (b) public opinion?

Would you prefer to hear a series of popular lec-
tures on: (a) the progress of social service work
in your part of the country; (b) contemporary
painters?

All the evidence that has been impartially accumu-
lated goes to show that the universe has evolved
to its present state in accordance with natural
princi_fyies, s0 that there is no necessity to assume
a first cause, cosmic purpose, or God behind it.

(a) Iagree with this statement; (b) I disagree. -

29.

30,

In a paper, such as the New York Sunday Times,
are you more likely to read: (a) the real estate
sections and the account of the stock market;
(b} the section on picture galleries and exhibitions?

‘Would you consider it more important for your
child to secure training in: (a) religion; (b) ath-
letics? :

Total

Page 5

The Allporit-Vernon Study of Values.




Part IlI

Directions: Each of the following situations or questions is followed by
four possible attitudes or answers. Arrange these answers in the order of
your persona) preference by writing, in the appropriate box at the right, a
score of 4, 3, 2, or 1. To the statement you prefer most give 4, to the
statement that is second most attractive 3, and so on. -

Example:
alternative choices you would place:

4 in the box if this statement appeals to yoil miost. _ B_J
3 in the box if this statement appeah to you second [—3—} '
best. L — -

2 in the box if this 'sta,te'me'nt appeals to ydu third

best. . _
1 in the box if this statement represents your in- f—l
terest or preference least of all, r

MAIA._J
You may think of answers which would be preferable from your point of
view to any of those listed. It is necessary, however, that you make your
selection from the alternatives presented, and arrange all four in order
of their desirability, guessing when your prefercnces are not distinet, If
you find it really impossible to state your preference, you may omit the
question. Be sure not to assign more than onc 4, one 3, ete., for each
question.

Page 6

If tl:us weré a question and the followmg statements were.

ey e

1.

“ b, s -euoualy mtere&ted in thmkmg out h}s attltude o

5.

Do you think that a good government should aim

chicfly at — (Remember to give your first choice 4, ete.)

¢. more aid for the poor, sick and old

b. the development of manufacturing and trade

¢ introducing highest ethical principles into its policies
and diplomacy

d. establishing a position of prestige and respect among
nations

In your opinion, can a man who works in business

all the week best spend Sunday in —

a. trying to educate himself by reading serious books

b, trying to wia at golf, or racing

¢. going to an orchestral concert

d. heuring a really good sermon

If 3;0u could influence the educational policies of

the publie schools of some city, would you under- .

take

. to promote the study and participation in music and
fine arts

b, to stimulate the study of social problems

¢. to provide additional laboratory facilities

d. to increase the practical value of courses

Do vou prefer a friend (of your own sex) w ho —

. iv efficient, industrious and of a pmctmal tum of
mind

toward life as a whole

e, possesses - qualities of leademlnp and orgamzmg '

 ability
d. shows artistic and emotional sensitivicy

If you lived in a smull town and had more than

enough income for vour needs, would you pre-

fer to —

a. apply it productively to assist commercial and in-
dustrial development .

b. Lelp to advanee the activities of local religious groups

e. give it for the development of scientific research in
vour loeality

d. give it to The Family Wellare SBociety

When vou go to the theatre, do you, as 3 rule,

~ enjoy most -

@. plays that treat the lves of great men

0. ballet or sinilar imaginative performances

¢. plays that have a theme of huinan suffering and love
d. problem plays that argue consistently for some poiné

of view

Total
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7. Assuming that you are a man with the NECEssary
ability, and that the salary for each of the follow-
ing occupations is the same, would you prefer to

12, Shoul& one guide one’s conduct according to, or
develop one’s chief loyalties toward —

a.

one's religious faith
ideals of beauty

be a — = i one’s occupational organization and associates [d]
&. mathematician c D l ' b d. ideals of charity
b. sales manager d | [:g - .
¢ clergyman D ' 13. To what extent do the following famous persons a
d. politicisn | . interest you -

|

/

8. If you had sufficient leisure and money, would you
prefer to —
6. make 2 collection of fine sculptures or paintings
b. establish a centre for the care and training of the

a. Florence Nightingale c
b. Napcleon ’ d L__]
¢. Henry Ford . [’—‘]

d. Galileo

10

-

.

feeble-minded

Which of the following would you prefer to do
during part of your next summer vacation {if your
ability and other conditions would permit) —

write and publish an original biological essay or

Poge 8

miration from others

b. likes to help people

c,

is fundamentally spiritual in his attitudes toward life

¢. aim at be commg & Member of P arlia ment D d 14, In choosing a wife would you prefer a woman
d. establish & business or financial enterprise of your D . who — (Women answer the alternative form below) a .
own ) a. can achieve social prestige, commanding admiration b D
9. At an evening discussion with intimate friends of ‘ from others <
your own sex, are you more interested when you b, likes to help people . d El
tatk about — a b ¢. is fundamentully spiritual in her attitudes toward life D
a. the meaning of life c D d. is gifted along artistic lines )
& developments in seience D D d
G lite.raifure . L ] _ D (For women) Would you prefer a husband who — a
d. socialism and social amelioration ‘ a. is successful in his profession, commanding ad- b

B d. is gifted along artistic lines
article . ) 5 D
b stay in some secluded part of the oountey where y: ou D 1o e 15 Viewing Leonardo da Vinci's picture, “The Last
can appreciate ﬁn‘e seenery. N R A I R | 8 ” would you tend to think of it —
¢. enter a local tennis or other athletic tournament ' D UPPET, i you h ivitual aspirations and 2
d. get experience in some new line of business : D _ & afn:égifsmg the highest spiritual asp b D
1% Do great exploits and adventures of discovery b. zs one of the most priceless and irreplaceable pictures D
such as Columbus’s, Magellan’s, Byrd’s and ever painted , ¢
Amundsen’s seem to you significant because — ¢. in relation to Leonardo’s versatility and its place in D d
a. they represent conquests by man over the difficult = history
forces of nature b D d. the quintessence of harmony and design
b. they add to our knowledge of geography, meteor- ‘ D
; ology, cceanography, ete. ' o c
i -¢. they weld human interests and international feelings
throughout the world, B : d D
d. they contribute each it a small way to an ultimate
understanding of the universe E:I Total
Total J f ’ RIS | TI XY Z
Page 9
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PROFILE OF VALUES

I
70 - 70 |
High! | g0 — - &0
50 —| - : -50
Average{ 40 - ; —40
{ ]
1130 : —_— - 30
Low ‘ '
20 20
10— 10 |
Theoretical Economic Aesthetic Social . Politica! Religious

| High and low scores. A seore on one of the values may be considered definitely high
or low if it falls outside the following limits. Such scores exceed the range of 50 per ceni :
of all scores for that value, ie., 1 Probable Error. (These ranges are approximate since

each Probable Error is rounded to the nearest whole number.)

Theoretical 3446 Social 3545
Economic 3446 Political 35-45
Aesthetic  34-46 . Religious 33-47

.gutstandiﬂgly high and low scores, A, score on one of the values may be considered ve: | '
distinctive if it is higher or lower than the following limits. Such scores fall outside the

range of 82 per cent of all scores for that value, ie., exceed 2 Probable Errors.

Theoretical 29-51 Social 3050
Economic  29-51 - Political 31-49
Aesthetic  27-53 Religious 2358

" The Manual of Directions, page 9, gives detailed norms for 1816 college students whe |

served as the standardizatinn evoup for the Study of Values.

Page 12
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SCORE SHEET FOR THE STUDY OF VALUES

Dirgcrions:

1.

First make sure that every question has been answered,

Note: 1f you have found it impossible to answer all the questions, you may give equal
scores to the alternative answers under each question that has been omitted; thus,

Part I. 114 for each alternative. The sum of the scores for (a) and (b) raust always
equal 3. _
Part IT. 234 for ea:h alternative. The sum of the scores for the four alternatives under

each question mus: always equal 10,

: 2. Add the vertical columns of scores on each page and enter the total in the boxes at the
i bottom of the page.
=3 3. Transcribe the totals from each of the foregoing pages to the columns below. For each
' page enter the total for each column (R, 8, T, ete.) in the space that is labelled with
the same letter. Note that the order in which the letters are inserted in the columns
below differs for the varicus pages.
The sum of the
Page seores for each
Yotals Theoretical | Economic | Aesthetic |  Social ‘Pofiticul Religious :g: ﬁI; :f: g?&ai
. below.
Part |
Page 2 | (R} -(S) {n {X) {Y) {Z) 24
Page 3 | {2} (Y) (X) (1} (S} (R) 24
Page 4 | (X) (R) (Z) (s - I{n {Y) : 21
Page 5 1 (S) X {y) (R) {z) (1) 21
Partil
Page 7 | (Y) (1) (s} (Z) {R) - {X} 40
Page 8 | (T) [F4] {R) (v} (X) (8) 50
Page § | (R} (s} (T (X} (Y} {Z) 40
Total 240
Correction
Figures +.3 -7 + 4 -3 + .2 -5
Final Total 240
" 4. Add the totals for the six columns. Add or subtract the correction figures as
e indicated.
. 5. Check your work by making sure that the total score for all six eolumns equals 240, (Use
the margins for your additions, if you wish.)
» 6. Plot the scores by marking points on the vertical lines in the graph on the next page.

Draw lines to connect these six points.

Page 11
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'ffi_ the derivation of the maeter-typee ) the findinge were
i - eignifieant at the 15% level of confidence at 1east. |
.'f5i9§§g_l, From the preportien of the eample lhowing a certain'

‘APPENDIX C
TESTS OF STATISTICAL SIGNIFICANCE

Throushout the theeie generalizatione have been.made .
frem eample finiinge of three kimde, previded ( except in ’ff“”

i:characterietic 1 have concluded that it would be unlikely te; -
 be found if the propertien in the universe were either .5 i
'V'er on the ether side of .5 frem the sample propertion~ ee

- that the incidence of the characterietic within the eemple ef?f

'makee the interpretation allewablc that there is aesociatien:“'
'( either poeitive or negative bE between the embere of the f
univeree and the characterietie. o S

Qage II From a difference between the prepertione ef twc :ff

.ffe'eub-eamples ( c.g. the two eccupatienal greupe ) ehewing a

.'f'mere than one characterietic I have cencluded that the

.3certain characterietic I have cencluded that the difference Jf:f
is unlikely'to be fbund if the preportiene in the two perent;
populstions were equal; so that the interpretatien ie allew-;
able that there is a differing degree of aBSQciation bﬂtWeen;
the characterietlc and the two Parent Pepulatiens, S

Case III. From an ‘ununiform dietributien in the eample ef :f
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diltribution is unlikely to be found if the charaoteristics
‘Wwere uniformly distributed in the universe; 80 that the

interpretation is allowable that the more frequent are more
characteristic of the umiverse than the less. o

The test of sisnifi'caooe used in each case ifo.s'*'és_. S
follows: _. RN
Case IA. Where N wae large enough to consider that the
sampling distribution of the proportion was rmal and
continuous, the deviation of the sample proportion from
o5 was expressed in standard deviation unito, and t.he '_ _
probability of obtaining a sample as unusual as this
from a universe with a proportion of o5 waa read from tho .
tables, (. Hagool, M.d. and Price, D. O. ,. “Stg‘_t._igtica fgg |
So ciologists Henry Holt & Coey K. Y., 1952! PP. 237 to
241, using Appendix Table C. ) By an ompirical rule, N
was considered large enough teo assume a normal distribution, |
if 1t satisfied the equation | L

P+ 9, > 9 (whonp$< qg), B

where P is the proportion that possesses the attribute, |
and q = 1 = p_o ( Hagood, M.J. and Price, D.O., Li@.,

p. 233.) '
Case IB, Where N was smaller than this, the probability of
getting a ssmple as unusual from a universe with a proportion
of .5 was directly calculated from the binomial oxpansion. _' | :
( Hagood, M.J. and Price, D.O., ibidi, pp. 242 to 245,)
Case IIA. Where N was shown ( by the aboveoquation)to 'ﬁ':_-



: be 1arge eneugh te ceneider the eampling dietributien normel
 and centinueue, the difference between the propertione was
' expreesed in standard dev1atien units ’ and the prebebility |
of ebeerving the difference in such a dietributien wae read
from the tables, ( Hagood, M.J e.nd Price, D.G). 5 ibid.,
pp. 315 to 320, with Appendix Teble C, ) S
gee_e;[_t_[j;. When N Wae emeller then thie the chi-equared :
' value was estimated, ueing Yatee' eme.ll-eemple cerrectien'
for continuity of eubtre.cting .5 from each difference |
between observed and expected values, The probability ef
obeerving the difference for the number of degrees of ;
freedom was Tead from the tebles. ( Hageed, M.J. and g
'-_'Price, D.O. Pp. 356 to 371, wit.heppendix Table E. )_-_
Case llI. This wae regarded as a epecie.'l. eimple caee ef . _
-"Case IIB. Teking the same expected value fer each ef the
cheracterietice, viz, the mean of the obeewed veluee, S
chi~-squared was estimated, using Yates' correction fer g
contimuity, ( Comnolly, T.G. and Sluckin, V., ﬁ*g_;ﬁgggﬂ._'jfﬁ:}i
for the S ecigl S cienggg_‘_' Cleaver-Hume Preea Ltd., Lendon,.'j
1953, pp. 112 to 115,) Two different types of ununiform
distribution were tested: | | | | l_ |
Cage IIIA, The firsé case wae where each member ef.'tl:ie-':-'-. S
semple could have only one from the ava.ilable group of - e
characteristics, due to the characteristics being mutue.llyf__--".:':"__-:_-'_:'
exclusive, e

Cage IIIB. The second case was where each member of the o
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'sample could have any or all of the characterlstics, slnce
they were not mutually exclusive, In thls case chi-squared_f
was estimated by giving a separate square to the qbserved;_f

value of every possible combination.

Below are listed the plaees in the text where
probabllltles have heen 1ndicated, together with the e
tests used‘ The case which the test makes will show .”: f;'
what numerical measures the signg refer tq*wherever this<~'“
1s not entirely plain in the text. Where actual numbers ”7f

are not given in the text they are stated here. =

Page 101 xx Case IA. 8 out of 40 professional parents o
originated in families of workers in. the R
manual division of occupationg, =

105 .. Case IIB. 20 out of 24 professional parents
moved up with a partner: 4 out of 12 - -~
tradesman parents did 80. ' :

106 xx Case IITA.

107 X (anse I1IA,

109 =xx Case IB. © out of 23 cases.

109 xx Casgse IB, 2 out of 23 cases, -

110 xx Case IIB, 14 out of 36 nonuRoman Ca$holic ;

, prefessinnal parents attended private schoolslﬁ

none of the 24 non~Roman Catholic tradesman :
parentg did so, . L

111 xx Case IIA.

112 xx Case IIB, .

117 =xx Case IIB.

118 xx Case I1IA.

120 x Case IIA.

T~ Where more than one test is referred to on one page,  *
the order of listing here corresponds to the order FRs
of the tests on the page. L



Page 127
127
137
151
152
152
153
180
162

172

172

174

XX

- 498 -

x Case IIE.
. Case IIA. . . S
ee Case IB, 15 out of 20 cases.
« Case IIA, o
xx Case IIA,
x Case 1IA.
+s Case I1A. _ _
xx Case IIE, i
p 4 Case IIB. 18 out of 20 professmnal famllles--_-
9 out of 18 tradean fam:ulies.
First square of first row =xx Case IB.
Second gquare of first row x  Case IB.
Second square of second S
row xx Case IB, .
Second row ' xx Cage 1IB,
First sguare of fourth row xx Case LBe -
Fourth row xx Case IIA,-
First square of fifth row .. Case_ 1B,

Cagse ITIB, For the sake of being able to
apply a chi-~squared test, the relative '
incidences of membership, self-expansmn
and partisanship only were considered, .
leaving the other two aside, - '
Case IIIB., See note on 172 XX Cgse IIIB.

XX
xx Cage IIA,

xx Case ITIIB, See note on 172 xx Case IIIB.
xx Case IIE. R

Last column X 'Case IIIA. o

Bl HUNHEELH

pliplipliellel el
@ [ [ [ 3 [
@ @ D KD [0 {
At

9]
B
D
[
P

Case IB. 38 out of 40 professlonal parent.s:
18 out of 36 tradesman parents,
Case IIB.

Case LA, O out of 31 cases.
34 out of 38 cases,

Case LB,

Cage I3,
Case IE&
Case IB,
Case IBE,

Cese IB.

34 out of 38 cases,
35 out of 38 cases,
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214
217
218
224
232
234
240

241
257

258
265
268
270
286
286
296
296
296
310
310
311

=499 -

CHews HEHBEHE Y nﬁ.nnumﬁnzz”

Cage IEL

Case -I1IA,

Case 11B,

Case TIBE,

Case 1B.

Case ITA.

Case 1B, 8 out of 76 cases.

Case IB,
Case IA.
Case IB, ' ' et
Case IA. 3 out of 20 profess:.onal famllles-._-
4 out of 18 tradesman families, i
Case IIB. 8 out of 20 professionals' wives'}i
none out of 18 tradesmen's wives. R
Cagse I1B,

ase
age 7




APP

1S.C. & CLASS

Il Upper middle

Middle middle

24 Lower middle
{ | Upper lower

Middle lower

ENDIX

- SOCIAL MOBILITY

Through major barrier
7o ceiling of class of origin

E=1To below ceiling of class of origin

No upward- movement

ASPIRATION FOR CHILOREN

. m SUNMARY - Each family is numbered. o
- ; : 1 i W this sunwnary ena m
| ) .~ OF TYPES relationsps To be rdentified
PROFESSIONALS’ TRADESMENTS
m 115,18 22 23242731 12.21,25.28 20 4[5,7.8,13 44, 26 13338{13,0,b,9,10,16)7,19,30,3(,35,36.37 2341
II'III "l/ / ¥, ) 4
8/2,0 %o AB
Hiead! e D
15,2718, 22 23241 32‘!2,20,21,2521 57,8 13\, 26 2.¢ B3 38]6,10,16,17.30,31, 36, 37 1 2 5 z, q a3 36 |
[lui[' / I”/// [lf!l;i /f//
'2 | 6 —
40 “/20] — 5-/2,0 / hs/lai

CSOCIALLY,  MOBILE
PARENTS ADdUSTMENT 10,\6.17,3023 3b 38[6.31 .37 |
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AEPENDIX T

A NOTE ON THE REULIABILITY OF THE MAETHOD

Beneath any piece of research lie the assumptions
the research worker makes concerning.the nature of the
guest for knowledge. These assumptions are conventions,
in that they affirm things which seem to be true on the whole
but have not been finally validsted, and they act as barriers
to keep the doubts which surround knowledge from engulfing |
it with confusion. While the research worker cannot hope
to examine such assumptions with the thorouglhness of the
philogopher, vart of whose profescion it is to find out
whether there be any flaws in them, when it is poseible For
him to choose between alternative aseumptions, he must be
faithful to whichever ones seem to him the better grounded.
In this note I try to share with the reader my own estimation
of this thesis as a piece of knowledge. In the course of
doing that I will have to lay bare certain assumptions, and

indicate why they have been preferred to others.
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It seems to me that the methodical seasrch for
asystematic knowledge which we call science, earng its
prestige by commending itself in two main ways. It
presents conclusions which are consistent with other
independently derived conclusions and vifh new expsrience -
that is tc say, conclusions which can be tested and proven;
and it works towerds conclusions by a method which is
constant or reliabls, and can therefore be repeated. This
distinction between testing and repeating is & clear one,
znd we should ncet suppose that conclusions are tested by
repeating the steps through which they were reached.
Testing liss rather in the applicaticon of results to
wider contexts.l

The extent to which any piece of work leans on
either of these two elements for its .acceptance varies
greatly. Droadly spesking, repeatability is not expected
of the methods by which hypotheses are conceived or new
concepts developed, nor of the methods by which conclusions
are reached concerning non-persistent objects {such as

emotional states) or non-recurring events (such as the

crigin of mammals). Such conclusions commend themselves,
1 Tarrabee writes: "In the usual sense of the term, to

prove anytning is to show that it is a necessary conszse-
quence of scmething e¢lse which has been independentiy
accepted on other grounds.® Larrabee, H.A., "Reliable
Knowledge®, Houghton ¥ifflin Co., Boston, N.Y., The
Riverside Press, Cambridge, 1945, p. 316.)



ususlly after time rather than immediately, by their
ability to withstand testing over a fange of phencirena.
On the other hand, repeatabllity is expected of the ’
methoie by which conclusions are reached about guanti-
fiable details or single cases which remain constant,
gince, by virtue of their specificity, such conclusions
cannot bhe widely tested. As & result, these methods

usually entail some experimental or guasi-exXperimental

design.

i

To say this 1s to make an over-gimplification, of

{i

course, for probably no piece of work ever leans on one

of these supports only. There is a tendency, particularly,
to seek acceptance for the study of a detsil or a single
caze by reporting it as if it were illustrative of some-
thing broader, and, by suggeeting analogies, to subsume

it under & wore widely applicable concept or theory.

Aleo, the widely appliicable theory grasps whenever it

can at evidences which themselves can be commended by
their repeatability. It seems to me, therefore, that

we ought not to expect that any niece of work must lean
on only one or other of these supports, uvr that it must
lean on voth, or even one, to the fullest posesible degree.
The guestion is not one of either/or, nor of all-or-none,

but of how much o¢f each is appropriate tc the case.
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As T have stated {(pp. $-11), my aim in the present
piece of work was entirely exploratorylw to describe, to
observe likenesses and differences between casesg, and to
suggest hypotheses to explain then by noticing what
factore seemed to vccur together. Also, I waa interested
in the more significant aspects 0of behaviour which defy
guantification. And, further, in order to deal with
roles in relation to values and needs, I had to use some
new concepte which, in a first trial, I could not expect
to apply with extreme precision. For these several
reasona I did not consider it apsropriate to the case

toc proceed by a standardized method which would have a

3

high degree of reliability, and I expected that the work

G:—

would commend itself mainly by offering hypothegses which

could be tested against other knowledge and, perhaps,

o

againet differently designed pleces of )

new wors.

At the same time, I wished to pressrve whatever
k

=
rigour of method I could. Thus wmy sim placed me in a

middle position in which I sought to preserve the advan-

tages of the more insightful and significant sociology
(of which I would consider Durkheim, Weber, Simmel,
Hannheim, Thomae and FParsons to be some of the best
exemplars), without regressing from any genuine advance
which wmight have been wade in the recent striving after

a better scientific status for the subject.
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I aimed at a target at this middle level bscause I
shiire the desire which some writers now exprese, for a
sociology which will hold theory and research together,.
Merton has said that this object will be furthered if
inquiry is guided by theories of the middle range.l
Larrabee is another person who has comuented on the divorce
between the theoretical and empirical members of the socio=-
logical house, and he 1g careful to lay half the blame upon
thes dffences of the latter member.2 If anyone has felt
acute dissatisfaction over the state of affairs which these

authors describe, he will be sensitized to the detection of

1 "Complete sociological systems today, as in their day
complete systems of medical theory or of chemical theory,
nmust give way to less imposing but better grounded theoriec
of the middle range." (Merton, R.K., *Social Theory and
Social Structure, Toward the Codification of Theory and
Research®, The Free Press of Glencoe, Illinois, 1949, p.7.)

"The social studies deal with unigue personalities living
in particular sccieties; and bhoth individuals and groups
are extremely complex and subject to change.
YThig means that the seeker for reliable knowledge in

"thepe fields faces a continual dilemma in devising methods
of attack to cope with his elusive materials. If, in
imitation of the phveical sciences, he insists upon
relentless analysis and precigion in measurement, he runs
the risk of mutilation and dismemberment of the living
wholes which form an important part of his data. If, on

the other hand, in syampathy with the approach of the artist
he resorts to broad, pictorial generalizations, he may find

that they are s¢ vague that he can neither prove nor dis-
preve them. As a result, the sccial studies suffer
chronically from a plethora of heaped-up detzils without

unifying measnings, and an over-supply of grandiose theories

and broad concepts unlinked to adegquate supporting data."
(Larrabee, H.A., ibid., p. 22.)
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the assunptions resgponsible for it, and he will want his
0wl work to contribute something to the rehabllitation of
the subject. |

It seems to me very likely that in this mevement into
the middle range not only will the grand theories have to
be made smaller, but the topics of empirical ressarch will
have to be made larger and more significant, and they may
have to sacrifice a certain amount of formal exactness.
Secondly, we may have to lay more stress on the fact that
in applicability science has another support to lean upon.
besides rellability, and that scmeitimes 1t must e leant
upon much more heavily. e may alsc have to settle the
cuegtion of whether or not, in the study of human behaviour,
the mixture of tnese two ingredients of scientific plausi-
bility must be different from that in t he study, say, of
phyzical phenomena.

Ags no royal road into this middle position is open to
us, any avenue whiich appesars to promise accesg to it ia
probably worth trying. One of the wore promising would seem
to be a comparative study of different pieces of empirical
work, undertaken to find out whether any recurring thecoretica
themes are implicit in them. Another would be to conduct
enmpirical work in & spirit of theoretical enquiry, and not
Teel that when one ventures into the exhilarating world of

real data one must leave theoretical congsiderzticns behind.

The present study was conceived on the latter plan of .
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approaching field data with the theoretical concepts of

[43]

our sociological neritage in mind, of trying their useful-
ness Tor describing actual cases, and of theorizing about
corninections between the factors which can be isvlated
through using them.

Operating in this middle pesition I wanted, in
particular, to try the useiulness for systematic field
work of the idesl type, as 1t appeared tov be a tool which
wag sulted to work in this range. Anyone who hopes to
develop general hypotheses from concrete field data has to
find his way from the diversity of experience to the
gimplicity of a model. All sciences which proceed to
generality deal with such gimplified constructs. They
aim to abstract, and, by dropping out things of lesgser
relevaitce, tc re lace experience with conceptual models.

The ideal type would seewm to be the model par excellence

for describing behaviour, since behaviour is most signifi-
cantly apprehended as a compleX of factors - a "living
whole" as Larrabee has called it. This model asserts the
relative constancy of a constellation of factors, so that
simply to describe by mesans of an ideai type 1s toc thecorize.
¥or this reason it is well suited for the task of holding
theory and research together. I made it my thecretical aim,
therefore, to describe the families I saw either as one or
geveral ideal types.

The upshet of this is thet the really serious and
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important test of this thesis cannot be presented with it,
as it lies in the future. The test of its scceptability
will be whether the hypotheses develodped here are pProved
in further work. And there is a test of Worth apart Ifrom
this. That test will not actually be that fuiture work
should prove the hypotheses true, but that the hypotheses
should draw stiention to probleme which will bhe found to
be significant and answerable ~ whether they be enswered
alfirnatively or otherwige. The value of & werth-while

hypothesis lies in the fact t

P

1wt 1t draws attenticn to a
crucial problem, and tﬁis is of fundemental importance,
the right guestion is one of ithe most critical
stages in the whole scientific process for determining the
Fruitfulness of the results. For this reasson it is import-~
ant that hypotheeses ghould be clear, definite and nointed,
and I have striven for these gualities in the depiction of
the master types.

It is Gifficult to know how the hypotheges will be
taken up, but it might not be altogether 1dle to speculate
oh the way further wicrk could proceed, 1if it used the
esregent hypotheses for its poiant of departure. I sgaid
early (p. 8) that any typclozy reached as s resulf of the
study cculd not claeim to be exhaustive, as 11 would only
cover the types chasnced upon in 2 sualil number of casges.

Gn the other hand, the types having been delineated, they

agppearsed to be simply logical pogsibilities for cohecsion -

4 = 1 v Jry i S e o PR 2 : :
gither husband and wife pursued the same comprehenzive ends
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through the family; or, though following certain like ends,
they also followed gome notably daifferent ones. In the
latter case they either excluded the pDursuit of their
different endsg from thelr amsscciational 1ife in the family,
thia exercising a fair amount of independence, or one or
bhoth adopted soms coercive measure in an effort to make the
Family serve ends unchared by the partner. llere, at once,

ig blem for further invesgtigetion, both on the theoret-

]

DT

G

ical and empirical planes. Although these are logical possiw~
hilities, are they exhaustive - or sre there other poseibiliti
begldeg? Can other cohesion types be conceived, and can they
in fact be found in a larger sampls? A second guestion of &

re sub~types within

o
O
[0

related xind is whether or not there
each type. Tor example, T have described the withdrawing
and out-going variants of the identificavion type of familvy.

=

Yo wvarisnts of sume kind oy other also 2xist for the adapt-
ation and falgse-identification tvypes? Are there other variant
of the icentification type?

I have sald that "the tyves could be valuable in that
each one may circamscribe the limiting conditions within which
certain generalities about relations between husband and wife
and parent and child may hold" (p. 442), and thet "this would
seem to be & very lmportant contribution to the study cof
families, since_generalizations about such relations for the
whole society can be so casily belied by citing exceptions®

(p.442). An exception may be a pointer towards the limits wit
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wihiich a generalization holds true, rather than an evidence
of its felsehood. The main value of the Tawily types is
that they postulate that certain things go together, only

under a particular umbrells gs it were -~ the umbrells being

supplisd by identity or divergence in the parente' vslues,
and by acknowledgement cor sunpresseion of divergence where
that occurs. Fairs of factors which seem to ovcecur together
must therefore be tegted for association in families of one
type, ratiner than in any family at all. For instence, I have

suggested thet habitusl rivalry between chiildren is found in

-

I

the adaptation type but not in the identificetion type. It
could scarcely be concgidered a general characteristic of the
families of our =society, therefore. Again, I heve suggested
thet adolescent revolt only occurs in adaptation and false-
identificaticn types of family, and that ocanly in the latter
type iz it characterlsticaily accompanied by feelings cof guil
I have alsoc suggested thet in adaptation type families the
parents' relations with'the ¢hild are ¢oldé and irresponsible
but indulgent, in the identification type they are regponsible
and wernly affectionate, and in the false-identification type
they are peveiclogicelly oppressive. These, and all other
nypotineses pogited by the master tyres will need to be
separately tested.

In the Conclusiovn I have suggested that in the adaptatior
and false-identification families pressures are recognizable

vi:ioh might lead towavds separation or divorce {p. 431). It



would be interesting to go further and inguire whether
ivorce and separs tlon are confined to these types of
family. This might be done by teking a sample of recent
cases of separation and divorce, and attemditing to recon-
“struct the situation from as many informmants and sources
of information as can be found, tuv discover what were the
characterietice of the divorcees! family. I have also
sugegested that impulsive behaviour in children in the
adaptation tyrpe of famlly had some affinity with certain
kindg of behaviour seen in delinquents, and thet the
obpreseed nmentality of children of the falge-identification
type had affinlities with neurotic behaviour. It would slso
be interesting therefore to study the families of selected
children who are known to have shown marked delinguent or
neurotic tendencies, to discover whether or not their
gmilies have aiways the fealtures of these respectivé types
ITf the types I have describad win any credence, 1t
would probably be thought worth-while (end certzinly it
would be neccessary) to try to define wmuch more precisely
the kinds of bshaviour by which they can be recognized,
and that in itself would afford szcope fTor much research.
This applics to gll the evidencees used for classifying the
simpls types, but it spplice particularly to ths evidences
needed for identifving the master typegs. How can we tell
with confidence whether or not control in a family and the

perscnal space enjoyed by its members are legitimate (as



“legitivate® is defined on p.263)% We may recog
sanctioned behaviour by a correspondence existin:
verbalizsed principles and constantly repeated performances,
in much the same wayv as we recognize the exigtence of
perscnal valueg. But a great desal of the most strongly
aenctioned beshaviour ig taken for granted and passes without

comment, and to pronounce upon it seems to the actors

ludicrous or prigegish. How do we know that behaviour of

that kind is legitimate? Negative evidences such as
willing complianice, acceptance of leadership snd absence

of remonstration, snd nositive evidences such as abproval
of the person whose gactions affect one, syvmpathy with his

gstrivings and interest in his welfare, will probably afford

the necesgary clueg if they can be studied and described

"
&

carefully. It seems to me that recogniition of this kind

of bhehaviour 1leg¢ crucislly important in sociolegy, since

the ecuipment for drawing the fundamentzl socicloglical
digtinctions depends on it.

5]

Further, in the matter of a better definition of

U“7

behavioural evidences, if we are interested in relatin
social structures to individual satiefaction, the evidences
of individual need~satlsfaction, such as were outlined on
ope. 390 and 351, will want wmuch more precise delinition.
How do we know, for example, when a person is centrolling
his impuleseg with the object of conforming his behaviour

to an idea of who he is, that ieg, of acting in chorazcter?
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Or, to take another example, now do we regognize the
epontaneity that comes {rom transcanding self-consciousness
by being wholly lost in a group? How is this enthusiasm
distinguished frem and releted to the absorpticn of engross-
ment in a task, and the snedding of gelf-conscicsueness which
also accompanies that state?

Thig last question could lead on to anocther more
¢gbecure preblem, and it is one which entails thecoretical
as well ws empirical coneideraticns. It 1s sometimes said
thaet we ocught not to speak of needes Tor such gensralized
thinges as security and freedom, but only for specific
gsecurities and freedoms. Presumably this iz bhecause of
the semasntic objection to asbstract terms. But I prefer to
retain the notion of & generalized need, because I think
the generality is psychological rather than conceptual (just
as it ie with values), in the sense that one thing may do
instead of the other, and alternative external cbjiects may
meet the one subjective lack. It appsars that we do not
need specific things at all but only a =satisfaction having
cenerel charscheristics. aus engrogsment in = task
and enthusissm in a group may be egually able to satisfy
the same need for freedom - intexication may be another way
of doling eso. Security may be equally and alternatively
gsupplied by ancnorsge in a group, in a love-relgtionghip,

in history, in the materisl world, or in a religiocus system.

The need for identity might be satisfiied by s highly



elagborated sgo-ideal, an sscribed role, an actual
acnievement, or in phanitasy. The chaepter on need satis-
faction was intended to show how gatisfactiones fcr these
same needs are found in different ways by the members of
different types of fawily. If pursued with greater refine-
ment in the study of the family, this line of inguiry might
throw some light on general problems having to do with the
elation between the individual and the group.

The foregoing has supplied hypothetical exemples of
the kind of further work in which the conclusicns of ths
present work might be applied, and in which taeir worth
and truth will be tested. 3But I have sald that, though
I expected the Wori would commend 1tself mainly by its
applicability in wavs like these, I tried to preserve
vwhatever rigour of method I could in reaching my conclusions.
Undarstanding the task as I did, as ah exercisge in the
stoption of the ideal type, on the side of repestability
{or what I shall now call reliability), I paid attention
to two things mainly. First, I tried to show the steps
of cendencation by which I paszeed from z number of conerete
cages tc the three master type models. It wes in the procees
of doing thie that 1t became Ilmportant to count the aumber of
cases vwhich were of'each.type. This numerical step was a
precaution for guarding against that impressionism (which

otherwise always awccompaniles a knowledge of a number of

cases) which is disposed to conclude that "most" or *few?
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gases of & certaln kind had s certsin sacond character-
istic. DBecause I wag able to do so I gimply counted them,
and did not allow myself to develop ldeas about gounections
unless it was plain that the factors in ¢uestion went
together in a number of cases. And, in addition to this,
I tried to schocl myself in the practice of uzing esxplicit
behavioural evidences for asslgning the casges to simple
typeg. I know of no better drill tuan thie for werk which
tries to penetrate to the middle range by the road I have
taken. But, before I say why I counsildered that attenticn
to these two things would suffice for reliabdility, I must
say a word about the notion of relisgbility iteelf.

Tt must be admitted by &ll that, considered in any
other form than the sitandarda error of guantitative measures,
relisgbility ig one of the rnoet elusive, confused and dig-
putable concepts in methodology - which contrasts strangely
with the fact that it has recently been accepted so widely.
The concept refers essentislly to the consistency with
which & measuring instrument or procedure will produce the
game measure. DButbt how is this to be demonstrated for non-
quantitativé obgervations?

In psychoelogical and educativnal tests there have
been four main wave of attemvuting tO‘EEtabliSh reliability:
the Ygplit-halft method, by which the scores for a group of
gases on half the ltems of a test are correlated with those

on the other half; the "test-retegt® method, in which the
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scores on the one test adwministered twice over an interval
of time are correlated; the "alternative form" method, in
which the correlation between scores on two eguivalent forms
of = test 'is estivated; and the Kuder-Richardson "rational

=]

eguivelence” wethod, which is really based on a defirnition

» =

wms in terms of the interchangeability cof

i

of eguivalszsnt fo
. l 2 s s
the itemes in pairs Jordan - has sghown that the First and
2
third of thece are dirferent messures, and Goodenough has
gshown that the first and second are different measures ~
they are not threes different ways {tc the one thing "relis-

A

bility® at all. IToevinger, who is smazed that, since

sodenough wrote, s0 much work has been conducted without

[’

regarca for her conclusione, supporte her views, asnd points
out the unwarrantakle assuwmptions on which 811 four of the
tests rest. Botn Goodencugh and Loevinger recommend that
the notion of reliability be sbandoned, that the procedure

taken to cowmend the repeatebility of @ measure be simply

1 The four wethods are described in a monograph by Loevinger
Loevinger, Jane, "A Systenmntlic Approsch to the Constructic
and Zvaluation of Teste of Ability®. In Peychological
¥onographs, Vol. 61, no. 4, 1947.

2 Jordan, R. C., "An Ixperimental 3tudy cof the Reliability
Coefficiesnt®. In Journal of Zducational Psychology,
- -y ™y .
Vol. 2&, 1935, pp. 416-426.
3 Guedenough, Florence L., "A Critical Xote on the Use of

the Term "Reliability® in Hental Ieasurement®™. In Journal
of Zducetional Fsychology, Vol. 27, 1936, pp. 173-17

4  Loeviager, Jane, ibid.



cstated, =snd that the particular procedure chosen should

be that which is auvpropriate to the case.” There should
be no belief that, when & certaoin test hss been performed
end a cvrrelation coelflcient obtalned, sutislaction hss
been gliven and the matter put beyona doubt. It weuld seem
Cte me egpecially important to kesp onegelf from believing
that by such gestures any measure can he categorically

put beyond the doubt in which other measures, not likewise
testable, are thought to remain.

g

Bxcept that one prefers not to jettison the term, one
tion of Goodernough and Losvinger

awhat
snelogous to thaet by which Figher® diemisses the arbitraril:
chesen confidence levels of statistices as tegts of eignifl-
gance which have imperaltively 1o be gatisfied. IBoth are
scts of clarification which remind uves that it is one world,
aind that =211 sericus methodical work may be embraced in

science, cne plece ¢f work daiifering frowm snother in its

1 Goodenvugh states: "What we should do, I think, is to
relegate the use of the terwm 'reliability' to the limbo
0f putwern concepts snd express our resulits in terme of
the actual procedure used.” (Goodencugh, Florence L.,
ibid., p.177}. Loevinger echoes her view: %"The statist-
ical formtlas utilizing reliabilility coefficis=nts are base
on assumptione at best go inaccesgible, at worst so con-
trary to 011n10al experience, that the attenpt teo find a
gubstitute for the neotion of reliability, based cn
agsumptions closer to the resl gituastion in testing,
appears well justified.® (Loevinger, Jane, ibid., p.10).

Methode and Scientific
he Royal 3gwt1~tlcalﬂ5 ciety.
e .

2 Fisher, 8ir R. "Statistical
Incduction”. In Journal of t
Vol.17, ne.l, 1955.




degree of preclgicn snd epplicability, but not in kihd.

Whet the acceptance of this view wmeant for the present

1

piece of work was that I

N
3]

dopted the twofold procedure

T have described: (i) showing the steps of condensation

by which I passed from a number of actual cases to the
fictional magter-tivpes, and (i1} Using explicit behavicural

erices Tor assigning the cases to sinmple types, because

(“‘;

gvid
T judged tiis to be the only way toc secure what reliahility
T could without forfeiting the theoretical significance I
desired in the treatment of the data.

This wes & modeat digcipline which was vDossible within

.

the limite imposed by my aim, cnd one wiich I was therefare
obliged to eubrace. I did not imagine, though, nor did I
mean to pretend, that these cautions would lend any nigh
degree of reliability to the study. As I admitted very
early in the thesis, much inexactneses remained (p.15). This
was partly due to the inexact nsture of some of the snalytics
concepte themeselves, and vartly due to the fact that the

behaviocural evidences on which my typing judgments were

bazed were not standardised or pre-ordained - z¢ the respe
of an objective test are. Thues cases might be clascilied

together on the basis of very diverse itemg of behaviour,

or diirferent combinatlons of itewme, or itewms which only

tovk on gignificence because of thelr context in the complete
caese study.

I went to work on the analyeis of the material I had
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collected by saturating myseld with the case studiles.

T needed to hold all the datsa about any family in mind

at once, if I could, since tnere‘was no eimple correspondenc:t
between the categories under which I had colliected the
material and the analyviical concepts, which were even then
only emerging in uny mind. Iore than thig, for these concept:
to become glear, I needed to hold the aata on all the

families in mind &t once, since it was only the likencases

ifferences between cases that sugpgested what analytical

gnd ¢
concepts would be relevant. Thig was a Marathon task, and I
gpent three mehthg! full-time work reading ofer the whole ged
of case higtories & number of times, until the details were
vivid in my‘mind and almoest memorized. Only then was I
egquipped to proceed with the tvping, and in ascigning any
cose to a type I setisfied wyseld thal there was soune
explicit behaviourel pattern which would give me grounds

for cdoing so. I tuok cone pace forward from the intuitive
type of judgment which apprehends sonmething without being
éble to give reasone lor believing it te be the case ~

which might wssert, for instance, "I believe this family

to be so-~znd-so, but I ceuldn't say why". Instead, I con-
stantly asked myself, "How was this shown%" when a typing
judgment was made. HEven so, for the reasons which I have

given, I was only able to indicate very broad classes of

evidence as indices for asssigning the families to typres.

T

But I considered it important for the acceptsbility of my
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method that the reader should understand what these were,
and, in every case where 1t would not be plain either from
common sehnse or from the definition of the types themselves,
wherever I have distinguished between types of cases I have
given the range of behavicural evidences on which I based my
Jjudgments about particular cases. And I supplemented this

by givin% itlustrative examples.l I believe the.t anyone who
tries to stand in the unenviable middle pogition of preservin

the dual advantages of iunsight and method can do little more

1 Tor example, on p. 148 I give the range of behavioural
evidences on which judgzwents about social reepcnegibility
were made, on pp. 149-150 I define the types sbstractly,
and between pp. 152 and 169 I give illustrative instances
of the different ways in which these sttitudes were shown.
On pp. 169-17C I give the range of behavioural evidences
on which judgments sbout values were made, on pp. 73-76
the abstract definition of the types, and illustrations
are given between pp. 172 and 176. The types which were
thiought to be gelf-explanatory or whose definitions them~
selves conveyed the sort of bhehaviour involved, were a few
wiilch had to do with overt characteristics, such as wheths
or not the parents excused themselves from demonstrating
gffection for the children, whether or not the father
relinguicshed the affective-interest rocle to the wmother,
whether or not the father exceeded a ninimum share in
child direction and instruotion, whether the domestic
nelp given by the father was only token help or more than
that, whether the fringe functions were reduced to a
minimum or deliberately retained, and whether the husband
or wife had exclusive power of determining the budget or
ghared it witn the partner. But in all cazes where the
gbstract clasgification was some distance removed from
the Dehavicur that was belleved to exemplify it, I have
been =t pains to conzect the abstract type with the sort
¢f behaviour ovn which judgments were based. All of the
pleces in the thesils where thisg has been done will be
given, when I show for what reasons ithe family described
in the case study was assigned tc¢ the varicus types.
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than this. Nor can he do less. His heavy burden is to
convey the intuitive across to the objective.l If he
gucceede in this it might be called his peculiar contri-
buticon tc science.

The result was that, through the whole process of
analyzing the data, I was conscious of the necessity of
démonstrating what I aegerted, and, at the same time, of
the extreme difficulty of doing so. This was due tc the
fact that I was usually referring to a number of cases, on
each of which I had probably made s compoclite Judgment cn
a rather miscellansous sseortment of items of behaviour,
which were of very varied adeguacy Ifrcm case to case. Hrom
gstart to finish I was tempted to retreat from this position
into cne of the more comfortable and conventionzgl extremes.
I only managed to screw my coursge to the sticking place by
fivmly resgolving uvpon the convention of stating the order
of data on which I would base my judgments, and illustrating.
For I caeme to believe that this would be a fair way of

gupplying the reader with the materizl he would need to

1 The word "objective? can be used in different ways. It
can mean something which is there for anyone to discover,
and, used thus, 1t mekes an opposite of "subjective",
when that term ies made to¢ mean the projection of cne's
own preconceptionsg or demands. But it can mean a form
of knowledge which is public, bhecazuse expressed in terms
which are conventionally defined, and then it is opposed

to "subjective, when that word means private or intuitive
knowledge. Taking it for granted that the matter reported

in the thesis ie guite objective in the first sense, I am
trying to make ths point that it is & stage on the way to
cbjectivity in the second sense.
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estimate for himself the degree of reliability inherent
in the study. The mode of presentaticn was itself_to be
the indicstor of relisbility, so to speak. I did not
imggine that it would do other than transparently show
the reliability to be meagre, but I hoped it might earn
for the study the credit of being more than intuitive.
It will perheps serve ags a sample of my procedure,
if I set out now in tabular form my reasons for aseigning
the family in the case study in Appendix B, to the varicus
types, including the master type. This family was number 17
on the chart shown in Appendix E. For each type I will list
(1) the place in the text where the types are defined,
(ii) the place where the kind of behavioural data used for
assigning a case to one or other of the types is given, and
(iii) the items from the case study from which a behavioural
pattern for this particular family was recognized. As well
as listing these places, to which the rcader may refer, I
will try to sumvarize (ii) and (iii) in brief formulse.
SCCIAL CLASS
gi) Types defined: pp. 96-98.
ii) Behavioural date for classifying caeses: PpP.%94-95.
In which mode the family is placed by scoring the
data used in Warner's I.8.C.

(iii) Classification of thie family: Upper Lower Clsss,
from case gtudy items

no. 4 (father's occupation): 4 x 4 - 16
7 {(source of income): 5% 3 - 15

5 (house type): 5x 3 - 15

3 (dwelling area): 5 x 2 - 10
Total - 56

The score of 56 lies within the mode to which the
designation Upper Lower Class ig applied.



SOCTIAYL MOBILITY OF RIRST GENERATION

(i) Types defined: ©p.107.

(11) Behavioural data for classifying cases: p.107.
Uomparison of the occupations, prosperity, places
of residence and socizsl participation of parents
with those of their own parents.

(i1i) Classification of this family: Joving to ceiling of
class of origin, from case study items no. 9, 10,
11, 14, 15, 16, 18, 20, 24, 25, 26, 27, 30, 41 and ¢
From the familiees of & paper~ruler in the printing
industry and an interior~decorator, respectively,
¥ and ¥ have moved into the family of a gualified
lino-type operator. In their families of origin
they enjoyed the benefits of = working man's living.
They %didn't have tov go begging®, but certaminly
never had too much of anything. ©Since marriage F
hase changed his job twice to improve his status
and income, but hae not chenged from the actual
trade in which he was trained. The family has
changed from its former place of residence, but
has not moved from the cne suburb. After paying
off the furniture, and recovering from the set-~
bPack of being on Air Force pay, the family has
become established by a steady increase in income
and savings and in its standard of living. Whereas
their own parents were not interested in accepting
positions of responsibility in the community, P is
extremely active and holds a number c¢f responsible
pogitions in the labour movement.

ASPIRATION FOR CHILDREN

(i) Types defined: pp. 120-121.

(ii) Behavioural Data for classifying cases: pp. 120-121.
Parents' exprescsed wishes.

{iii)} Classificatiocn of this family: Egual with family of
crigin, from case study items no. 97, 104, 110 and 1
Thne parents' aspirations for the children are fluid,
for what they finally do will partly depend on what
ability they demonstrate. So far, 18 has demonstrai
very little ability, and it seems very unlikely that
he will continue &t schocl bevond the Intermediate
Examination. In that eventuality the parsnts expect
that he will enter some trade of his own choosing.
1D, at the age of eight, is tvo young for anyone to
entertain serious asspirations for her.

OTASSE EELF-THCLUSION

(i) Types defined: pp. 136-143.

(ii) Behavioural data for classifying cases: p. 135.
Views and attitudes directly expresced.

(i1i) Classification of this family: Working class imperiali
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from case study items no. 38, 39, 41-44, 54, 80 and 1:
The parents, and ¥ particularly, grant no legitimac;
to clase distinctions and treat all people zlike,
i.e. =g "workers%. They believe that all that is
valuable, whether materizl or cultural, can be
realized within the working class. HF's wide
associational life extends exclusively %o movements
for working-class betterment, and sporting, social
and cultural groups comprised of workers.

RESPONSIBILITY ATTITUDE

(i) Types defined: pp. 149~-150. .

(ii) ®RBehavioural data for classifying cases: pp. 148-149.
Politigal affiliation, and attitudes expressed to
a variety of things in the society, particularly
to some controversial fealtures of it.

(iii) Classification of this family: Liberal,

from case study items no. 18, 19, 51, 54 56, 112

and 116. F has inherited his own parents! politice
sympathies for the Labour Party. Observing the
muddledom and insincere efforts of those who waged
the war and other socigl injustices he decided to
do something about our sociazl betterment. But he
does not anticipate radical social change, pinning
his hopes instead to the gradual legislative reforms
of the Labour Party. For instance, he favours the
monarchy, but he thinks that manhy reforms are called
for in that institution. He has a strong sense of
responsibility to the existing occupational structur
in contributing to his trade and trade associations,
and oppoges the radicalism of Communism. He recom-
mends instead that people should all take & respong~
ibvle interest in their everyday life and work. M,
who had earlier asdopted Labour Party views,
sympathetically and guite uncritically assumes F'g
attitudes.

VALUES

{1) Types defined: pp. 73~76.

(i1} Behavioural datz for classifying cases: p. 169.
Correspondence between persistent efforts to achieve
z certain type of satisfaction (as shown by the tren
in the compogite picture of the family's activities)
and the verbslization of principles of behaviour,
egspecially expressions of satisfaction and dissatis-
faction, and views about the standards of life and
sense of wvalues which parents hope to see thelr
children develop.

(iii) Classification of this family: Spiritual;jincluding

memberehip) + egoistic real, or, more gpecifically in
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this case, membership + partisanship+ self-expansion,
with membership and partisanship predominant; from
cass study items 38, 46, 50, 53, 54 (third paragraph),
64, 76, 79, 109, 112 and 113.
The femily's wembership values are shown in the highk
valuation placed upon family life by all members, in
particular, and upon their relations with kinsfolk.
The parents believe that family 1life requires a grea
deal of "give and take", and that very often persona
degires have to be surrenderecd to family good -
without this their family would not be where it is.
There is a gtrong conviction about the importznce of
a general wmorality to regulate relations outside of
the family, and for training in which the children
are sent to church and Sunday School. Partisan
valueg are shown in the intense absorption in
activities for the working~class movement. In sport
and recreation some membership values are also sough
a8 an important part of ¥'s golf and M¥'s theatre-
going is the company in which they are enjoyed, and
team membership has been very important in games
wnich ¥ has played esarlier. They deliberately set
themselves against the egoistic and ostentatious
cutlook which wants money for its own sake and wants
the home over-furnished. OCertain egoistic wvalues
are expreased, however, in the excessive time and
devotion which ¥ gives to golf, often not caring
whether he has a familiar partner or not, in hisa
cther leisure activities at the week-end, in his
self-improving activities in attending evening
classes, and in reading; and alsc by M in her
browsing and radio~ligtening. The parenta' A.V.
tests, giving average to high scores in both cases
for economic, political, social and theoretical
"yalues™, and low for religious lends some support
to the view that they are seeking their main satis-
factions through solidarity with kin, family and clas

VALUE DIVERGENUCE BETWEEN PARENTS

(i) Types defined: p. 185.

(i1) Behavioural data for classifying cases: p. 185.
Direct observation of different wvaluss followed by
the separate parents, and expressions by the parents
of disappointment, frustration, resentment and shame
relative to the other partner, in so far as he or
she pursued sgatisfactions for which there was no
ghared liking.

(iii) Olassification of this family: No value Givergence
between parents, from case study i1tems listed as for
Valuea. A large part of the evidence was negative in

that behaviour of the kind used for detecting wvalue
divergence was not found. But there was also
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poeitive evidence, in go far ag there was strong
agreement in the membership and partisanship
values described above - the principal wvalues.-
Both parents relied upon one another for the
reglization of membership values within the
family and with kin, and H was strongly sym-
pathetic with and supported F in his sporting
activities and in those for the labour movement.

VAILUE DIVERGENCE BETWEEN GHENERATIONS OF THE FANTILY
(i) Types defined: p. 186. '
(ii) Behavioural data for classifying cases: p. 186.
Direct observation of different values being
followed by the parents and children separately,
and feelings of betrayal by, dissatisfaction with,
or contempt for the parents on the part of the
children.
{iii) Classification of this family: No value diversgence
between generationg, from cace study items as listed
for Values, and also items no. 88, 89, 90, 92, 95,
96, 99, 100 and 101.
A large part of the evidence was negative in that
behaviour of the kind used for detecting value
divergence was not found. There is some positive
evidence for the same thing in that, to the extent
that the children have consciously reflected their
desires, they value participation with the family
and kin in the same way zs their parents do, and
seek o gimilar kind of satisfaction with peers
and in the church.

PREFERRED CONTACT OR PRIMARY SELATIONS

(i} Types defined: pp. 199, 202-204,
(ii) Behaviocural data for classifying cases: pp. 199,
200-204, :
Intensity of feeling, degree of interaction and
mutual dependence of parents with relatives,
neighbours and friends respectively.
(iii) Classification of this family: Xin preferred, from
case study items no. 46-48, 65, 72 and 74.
M has only one particular friend zpart from
relatives. F formerly had one, but now has none
of any intensity, the clesest approacn being some
contacts with a few work-mates. Contacts with
neighbours are deliberately kept from becoming
involved. Contacts with relatives are frequent,
friendly and open, and embrace a gresat deal of
mutual service. ‘M considers that her main
friendships sre supplied by relatives, particularly
by her B8r and Sr-in-law.
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WHIGHBOUR RELATIONS

(1) Types defined: ©pp. 204 and 207.
{ii) Behavioural data for classifying cases: pp. 204 and
207. Intensity of feeling, degree of interaction
and mutual dependence of parents with neighbours.
(iii) Classification of this family: Polite curtailiment,
from item 47.
dervices of petty help are exchanged amongst the
neighbours, and the children are encouraged to
wingle freely. But intimacy between adults is
avoided, by never visiting one another's homes,
except at Xmag, and by positively discouraging
the practice.

PREFESRGD USH Y0R SCOCIABILITY
(1) Types defined: pp. 196~197, 216 and 219.
(ii) Behavioural dats for classifying cases: pp. 196~
197, 216-219.
¥Whether the discretion of scciability is obserwved
or relaxed, thus preventing or leaving the way
open for relationships to develop into enduring
friendship, and whether cocilability is explolted
for public conspicuousness.
(iii) Classification of this family: Secking friendship,
from items 43, 48 and €9.
F's and M's sociability activities, apart from
those with family and kin and M'e cloge friend ,
are with F's five work-mates. These friendships
are enduring, the same friends are met in a
variety of circumstances, and they are sufficiently
takken for granted for marked discretion to bhe
unnecessary.

MATN NON~-OBLIGATCRY CONTACT

(i) Types defined: pb. 239 and 240.
(ii) Behavioural data for classifying cases: pp. 239 and

240, Time and attention given to sociability,
primary involvements and voluntary association
respectively.

(iii) Classification of this family: Primary involvements,
from items 41-44, 46«48, A9, 72 and 74.

Primery relations, principally with kin, make up
the greater part of the non-family relations of
both parents. M is engaged by relationships of
this type almost exclucsively. With ¥, voluntary
activities connected with the union are also
important, but do not occupy whole week-ends and
evenings in the way his primary relationships do.
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CADOLASCENTS! RAVNKING OQF FAWILY AWD PRER GROUP

(i) Types defined: p. 212.

(ii) Behavioural data for claseifying cases: p. 212.
Adolescents' conversational preoccupations and
use of spare time.

(iii) Classification of this family: Family and peer

group ranked ecual, from items 61, 8&, 96, 100 ana 101

15 espends a gresat deal of recreation in company with
~tre family, snd slso a great deal with peers. The
two are linked together by all his neighbourhood
friends being encouraged to come to the house, and
by thie family sometimes joining the psers on Sundays
in certain of thelr recreational activities.

EATERNAL ORIMNTATION

(i) Types defined: pp. 240-241.

(ii) Behavioural data for classifying cases: pp.240-241.
txtent of externsl participation, preoccupstions of
family discussion, and nature of the pressure
causing members to move out.

(iii) Classification of thnis family: Positive cut-going,

from items 39-49, 52, 56, 65-7%, 92-101, 112, 116.
Thelr xinefolk, F's work-mates and voluntary
acetivities, znd the children's companions are all
cultivated far beyond the reguirements of obligatory
aggociation, and form a large part of thel: common
concern and interest of thne members of the family.
They are not driven into these interests because of
dissatisfection with the family, but seek then
because of their intrinsic satisfaction.

FRINGE FUNCTIONS., I. RECREATION &/or RELIGION

(i) Types defined: p. 222.

(ii) Behavioural data for classifying cases: pp.222-228.
How far religious &/or recreational activities are
retained by the family.

(iii) Classification of this family: Retained, from items

31, 36, 61, 62 and B8.
A large portion of the free time of family menrbers
is apent in recreaticn together, including an
annual holiday togetner. Religious activities
are relinguished.

FRINGE FUNCTIONS. IT, FPRCOUCTION
(i) Types defined: p. 222.
ii) Behavioural data for classifying cases: ©Dp.222, 256-25
How far productive activities are retained by the
family.




528

n

-
Fh NI

I il e R T

ation of this family: Reteined, from itemns
81 and 82.
a great deal of the intrineic satisfaction
role in the preparation of foocd for the
, in making clothing, snd in decorating and
g up the home. F
2rdens and lawns, and dogs more even than is
of nim by doing helpful jobs about the place
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AMTLY CONTROTL
Types Gedined: pp. 2062«
) Behaviuvural dats for cla
273285,
Whetner the division of responsivility for decicgion-
making ie by agreement and consent (and according to
o certain pr¢n01ple), or by sssertion.
(1ii) Claseification of this ”amily. uegltlm&te patriarchy,
Trom items 33, ),? 97’ )9} ? s s 82: 1-1-5
P determines the budget, una is the undisputed final
Judge in questions relating to cGiscipline, heavy
expense aild radical changes in the family's way of
life. ¥ is allowed complete control of the house-
nold and routine family sctivities, and Y"pleases
nerself sntirely in her srrangements™. Both parents
have & sencge ol persunal worth and satisfactior in
discharging the responsibilities alleotted to them,
and esch ig highly satisfisd with the partnerte
performance.
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DOMESTIC HELP GIVEN BY FATHIRS
(1) Types defined: p. 258,
(ii) Behsavicural Q&t& Tor Lluﬂ‘l¢j1ﬂ9 cazes: p. 258,
S Fhether ¢r not o larger share of dowmestic duties
than token help 1s undertsken by ¥ &s his due
obligetion. '
(iii) Classification of this fawily: Token help, from
items 31, 53, 57 ana 58.
g purt in domestic dutice and personsl care of
the cinlldéren 1g alwost negligivle.

pp. 265-266.

ii) g@ta Yor cleseifving cases: Dpp. 265-266.
whetner ﬁ‘s Getermined the initisl allocation of
thelr earzinge alone, or in consultation with their
wives, or eurrendered the decision to their wives

. comnlntely
(iii} ulw;& ation of thiis fewmily: Budget determined by

alole, Trom item 115.
¥ aeternines what he shall keep Tor his own expenses
and what shsall bes gilven to M.

gives himeelf enthusidbticall;



- 520 -

Yo PART IN CHILD-DIRECTION

) Types defined: pp. 291-2G2.

1i) Behaviourel dsta for classifying cases! pp. 291-292,
wther tine F's part in the divection and instruction
of the children exceeded such intervention as I
invited and what wzs made inescapbable by the
gituation of bheing left alone with them, znd whether
it rivalied tile pari plaved by the M.

(1ii) Clessification of this fawily: Minipuwm periicipation

B, from iten 34,

o
kxh v

nes no reg ular gupervieion of the children and
gives no directives of any routine kind. He will,

when invited by i, play the role of %the strong
arm of the law®.

i RATIOE OF ARPACTION FOR CHILDNST

(1) ypee defined: p. 300.

(ii) Behsvioursl datg for claseifying cmses: p. 200.
¥hetihher the narents consciougly strove to show
affszction for the children or excused themscelves
from deing so.

(1141) Slacsification o Parents demonptrate

affection, from 56, 6l-63, Hi, H2, 107
Both par p*urlnﬁ a 1ot of tinme
with the 1) open and
cynressi s attitude to
15 18 =o s glightly
sauistic distant,
indiffer

LIASTIC ROLE ADITERENCEG

uUt the p=
thelr cwn t i
@na ﬂufped with vne another's d

t1 =
(iii) Classification of this familyf Zlastic role adherence

not shown, from items 31-34, 55-57, &G, 78, H1, 22,
and 1le (third parsgraph).
Inside matters are leit to the M asnd cutelde metters
to trne ¥ slmest in their entirety. Zach parent
takes pride in being able to mset the reguirements
of his or her role unaided.

MUNTAYL, CHILD TRATWING

(i3 Types defined: p. 296.

(ii) Behaviourel dete for claseify
Whetiier or not parents are
formulgied theories of chi

(ii:) Classification of this famil

mantal child training, from

1d
v
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1

Parents emphacize the suboréination of the
children to themselves, agsert asuthority and

gxercise punishment, “nd seek to have them trsined

in the traditional moral and religious virtues

Unnoticed, they hod kept 13 mcre or lz=ss on a level

with themeelves, and congider this to have bDeen

mictake, and are bresking him from it.

ADVISSTON CF CHILDRN

HATD ADOLGECHETS TO FAVILY CONTROL

ey

(=4

[y

g ) Types defined: p. 286.
i

perents! confidcncn concerning matters

take part in Iamlﬁy conferenc

——
e
[
[

L

Behavioural data Tor cluecsifyving cases: p. 286,
Yhetner or not the children asre admitted to the
ol policy,
and whether or not the CHAI*ren are invited to

Clasgification of this fawily: ﬁxclu@ion of c¢hildren

from fzonily control, from itema 33, 59, 85, 10%,

TOY, 113 and 114.

106,

Altnough it 1s a priunciple of I's management of the

i
Tamily that each person should

A ED

i

i

ge himself to =z

cegrtain extent, this liberty does not extend to the

paresnte' inviting the childrent's opinicos on

their

decisions, or inviting the children to participate
in decisions on matters gifecting tne whole househol
18 hnad been allowed to fa2ll into the habit of doing
in _

ece thnings, and le now being checked.

HASTIER TVES

(1) Types defined: pp. 328-332.
(ii) Beha v1ourq1 data for clessify
not the parents

ML caEest DD,

—t

latter case, whether they og
arent interests and pursue

germtg ends. These things are shown by the

in 328~
pursue the same or

dllf“re 1t veluess Lnrough the family, and, in the
t

32.

parate out their diff-
hem ihdependsnily,
do not separate them out but use some overt or
covert cosrcion to moke the family serve thelr

or

Pdregsence or absence of lchtlhdte control snd the
@cceotonuﬂ of t%a legitimate bounds of perscnal space

_—
[
[N
(R

o

3t oo

Classification of this family: Identification tvoe,

frow items as given above for Pamily Control, and
teme as glven T : :
35, 36, 30, 43, 44, 61, 62, 64, 49, f£2, 112,

] N
il

lego
114

The form of control has been sghown to be that of

legitimote patriarchy.

¥ and both enjoy a cunsidersble awount of freedom -
I rt, voluntary work ior the Labour MNovement,

w
-
Fer

g
e

reading and radio li“tﬂningi

-, e &R
thiat, fur & satief

rrson should plesse himself to a

oo
4 1n
ding zad radio listening. Yelther

H

@8,

ther ithege liberties, snd 1t ig an
o) '

A



certalin extent. vnpatn&ticallg interested
inn thosge activities of ¥ into which she cannot
enter zcetively, snd 1s een to s=e nim get ahead
in them. P zporeciates ¥'s willingnees to curtail
her freedom for the family's good, and save that
she glwave wives nerself last priority.
PARGFT-OUILD RUTLATIONS
~ 5 N0

i) Types sTined:  pp. 340-341,
(i) ﬁon ’u;al data for classify

P
e

~

to the children was
‘ 7ith objective dietance
and a ﬁrlﬂ nge of s ““‘bility; or by
gareless e m e wi gxbloitation of
the child's sffections; or by a Mﬁizﬂ“auing
clogeness vhich deprived the c¢hild of emotional
and morsl auton@my, sgeking & powsr over his will,
(11i) Classification of this femily: srmth, objective
cizgtence and o vprincinled sense of recroneibility,
Trom itewms as *1nc“ above for Jemonstration of
Affesction for Children, enc ziso itewms 90, 100,
110 ang 1173,

The parentes show warwth towzrde and interest in

the children, both of which are aornrecliated by

the children and recinrocated. ¥ is careful to

gee that the chilldren are free to nlaace themeelves

to = certain extent The parents do not refrain

Trom punishing the children from fesr of losing

favour with thewm. Iy this, an their zupervision

of snd interaszt in thielir schoo Lochurceh activitie

tr show & rzspongible concery the Dersonslity
c

end moral OvVClOyTeﬂt of the

THTUR-SIBLING RUIATIONS
{i Types delfined: pp. 342 and 360.
(1i) BEe t ir

a
wwiourel data for classi
a7 \,L ?6&) »

LclJiEbncﬁﬁ aiid rivalry, in
Trisncdliness, generosity, ¢o-
congideration, in the other.
(ii4) Claesificaticn of this fawmily: Predouwinantly
frieﬂdly, frow items 20, 90 and 106,
The children plasy cther s grest deal s
T extrewnely fond of one mﬁatﬂcr. 1vg tessi
wevaer, and also her ftendency to attach he
te her Br in mis peer groups, are s sour
irritaticon to 13.




From viwt hae been 22id so fer, I thinik it will begin

to he clesr vwhy I dic not sopmegider i sriste to ithe

case To wo furitner in attempting to commend the reliability
of wy method. In particular, there were geveral rescsons
why T did not uee the method of having additionsl judges
aesgign the families to types. The firvst wes that I did

noet expect o highn degree of asgreement woeuld be demonstrated;

or, 1f it were, I suspected thoet would only provide a

vae complete familisrity with all the cage
tiee, 1t was too lurge o taek o sek any olher verson

to undertaske. And it would, indeed, have been an impoe

ibly long task for me to prepare all the roughly~written
cage studies in a presentable form for a second person to

es were sub-divided

Jode

use. For, although all the cave stud

anda indexed in such & way as to allcow me teo find comparable

information for the numbered items of the case study printed

[

M

in Appendix B, they have not been redrafted in that same

finished form. It i3 ncet inconceivabls thet to put so many

cage sgtudlies in that Iform >ht tﬁhu alwost as long agein as

i:f‘

+

it took to write the thesis iteelf, snd czrly in the analysis

T wae advieced againet devoting =0 wmuch time to an intermediat

step, Hed T intended from the outszet to have my judgments

checked, wmy procedurcs both of guestioning and rscording



would have been much moere gtandsrdiszsed, snd the ltams of
1w oscohedule would have corresponded much wmore closely

with wmy anzlytical categories.

-y
e

o)

¥y third and wost importsnt reasgon Tor not using

o

additional judges wae the insuperable chetacle presented

for me by the logic of that procecure. I awm inhibited
from adcepting it, Decause I szense, a subterfuge in the
prucedure which renders 1t invalid. As Ter as I am sble

to undergtand it, 1t seewms to wme net to wmsscure relisbility,

whatever elge 1t measture. Aut this calls for some

To have twoe cvr wmere Judges cleseify the gams dalta by
the game criteria, belleving 1t pessible that some variabilit
may occar bRetween thewn, wmeans that each mey undsretand the
fferently becaure of the 1inedsctnses of
criteria, or that they may understasnd the data differently,
or both., For 2 teet of reliability we must rule out of
concideration the component which hag to do with vaerisbility
in understonding the deta, since & teglt of reliability can

only be made by repeated moasurements on precigsely the same

the varighility in the memsuring instrument

et
o
L
o1

chiect:
we are coricerned with. If ve cannot obtain & consten

chject, we have to pretend it lg constent.

It is sdwittedly not easy fto know how Lo exsmine the
logleal propertics of thies procedure. Jahoda, Deutsch and

o]

Cook regard the practice of ueing additional Judges as being



E

S
anglogous to the test-retest wethody But the test-retect

method lacks the 2lement of deliberately contrived

gedure of having

[

Aifference which ig made use of in the nr

e,

¢different Jucges. It would seem to me that the practice
of peving different Judges [inde 1te more precige parallel
in the eguivalent forms wmethod of testing for reliability.
The analogue ol the test-retsst metnod would be to ask the
seme person Lo clesgily his caces twice, in ordsr to dig-
cover whether any random variahility occurred in his
understanding of nls owa criteria from one time to ancther

It gseems thet il we attach any specific importence at 211

a Gifferent person make the clagsification, rather

than having the same Pericn repeat it, it ig because we

expoect it ie pozeible thatl the two persons may understand

the criteris differently not because of randoem differences

“

hut becauee of systemstic differences bhetween them™ - they
be people, for example, of entirely divergent religious

or politicsl cpiniocns, or of differing academic schools of

thousht, so that thelr understanding of words snd concepts

snd thielr welghiting of them, will tend to diverge from one

, and Cook, 8. M"Research Kethods
1 pecial Reference to Frejudicel
1, p. 105.

1 JdnuMm, ., béwtqcn,
in Bo l I latione w
Dryaen £rg

2 I em using "systematic® and "random® here in the sense
commonly gilven to the words in wrthodolowical Giscussions
Systematic errors arve constesnt or biassing errors which
aifect every particular judgment or measurse in the same
way, randur errore gre variable srrors.



another in o falrly pervasive snd constant way. Thus the
two constructicng which they place on the criteris becowme,
in effect, "eguivalent forms™. Hor this reason, 1t seens

hetter to regard the procedure as huving the logieal

roperties of that method of testing for reliablility.

Ag Loeviager™ has nchently pointed out, and both
Spearman” this wethod

or point of vi
the t\'o i\umq or

+

1

the inveas =21y
two halves of & test corr
trustworthy nmeasures', !

haso cshown convincingly, thisg

the abandonnent of the practice.
And, with Iwevinger, one wonusrs how, sfter thelr admiesion
of suberfuge, Spearman and Kslley can proceed to commend it
It seemg that it 1s only by his designation of the tests ze
similar®, or "as excellent" or fequally trustwor thy®,
rather than ss "equally relisble", that Kelley is able to

Y

ward off & full resglisation of the abesurdity. But trust-

worthiness isg relishility surely and siwpgly, ond 14 ig
2 3 . . L
it excellence in thie respect whichh he implics.-
Janne, ibid.
G. =unrrel@tiun Cmlcoulated from Feulty Datal,

curnal of Fegyehology, Vel.3, 1909-1G1C,pn2 71~

.E. "The RHelisbility Zoefficient®. In
riks, Vel. 7, 1942, pp. 75-83.
June, ibid., pp. 9-10.

5 If it ghould be said tig it is Yegual velidity” that is
e, nere, I would no aﬁn-'gAJ nbjﬂc unlese it ig als

implied that tihot ‘ AR 3l s lluﬂl¢lLW“ is not
oy e P H——

Meniltt. How

tire b aa vhat.
Sluply hecuuss we delfinitic
saving velldity is we shoul
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2 Judegesd som
cubgtitution for
Th%a act of

relishility of une

ceee ol having two judges,
ie that, initially, the interdretations put on the crifteris

by both of thom must be be eguadlly reliable.

But 1t is absurd tu

of one Judge'ls undersltanding ol certeln

able to know, In the vourse of the task, that a sacond

ant reliability

ancding is ol exactly eqguilvel

with the firet's. Ii we know these two values we do not

(Gte. from £
ﬂut Suppes

0g they do not
Lo be valid 1t must be T
and the random errors i
therar presu'p ses
sannet e velld if it ds not alego reliable.

1 EKelley, T. L., ikid., b. 76.
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d to make the test to find cut one of them, and if we

do not koow them we cannot mexe the test,

twe Judges make on oa whols s

1i

kely to be entirely decelved. We tnay be mads

Trne correlation betwsen the esingle judgments which

£
irdd

¢

gmeure the amount of asgreement Detween them In thet field

2 T

perception. I we telie thils Jor & muasure of the

eliability of the Judgnente of eilther one of them, we.are

confident, vr aliernaitively, by being mads unressonably

sgeptical, we may reject valuabvle data. I believe that

zre noet doing e¢ bhecmuse it i

grounids of such agreement we

ihereby proved reliable

[es]

{in the defined sense of the word), but we sre intreducin

1

If it is said i we can know the comparative values
twe measures withoutl knowilng the "abesolute® valu“ of

T would point cut thet we can only do so by sdopnting
conventionnl scsle {(cuch asg msking one of the wmesnsur
unity and wipressing the other s o Irsction or wmul
of it)}, and any Y"sbsolute” scale iz likewise conven
after adl. g must have knowlasdge of guantities in
form. 32ut sach sn objection, if it were ralsed, moula
not pe relsvent to the case, for we are not atarting with
G oguess of the relative values of two reliabilitiss with
the aim of converting tidis inte & maacure ui one in the
unite of @i sbeolute gseale. Cu el sgtimste i1g 1teelf
purely a correlation, that is € ny reLatlonal measure
of the eimilarity existing between the two values. Ve
are thereiovre assuming Ldat we already know the thing
that 1z to be found out.

a
PN
XL
uaderstand perception in the viay Larvravee defineg
"sensation plus infereng i Jce, he gives
cwing examples of the chi dewning power of
: “That nolee was a car; that oressure 1s

¢ arm of wmy chair; that red Llight ¢ stop."
Laerrabee, H.A., ibid., p.




Lt

o third element into the grounds of accantabllity of
geientific work « %o applicebility and repeatabllity we
add sgreensnt in perception. This tendency to gereement

on the part of two judges in their percepiion of & number

separate instenceg, 1s guite a different thing from a

|_.1

of

tendency toverds centrality in repeated measuroments

(whether these be made by vne Jjudsze or several) on the

n

object, the nmeassurements being made by following a

('D

e
preccribec wmeasuring or obeservatlonal procedure, The
latter ig the "agreement” which belongs to relisbility
and not the former. There seems to be mo way out of this,
tihne former is guite o different thing. Where we depeand
upon such segreement, we are not concluding that the
criteris ftaken are sufficiently exsct for moasurements
made withh them to be reliaskble. %We are admitting, rather,
Lhat, since we are ssadlec wita inexact weacuring instru-
ments and volatile dats, and an ingbility, thereicre, to
ghnow reliability, we will be satisfied instead with
zgreement in a series of cgirect perceptions on the part

of separate judges, that p is & cace of X, ¢ & case of vy,
arnd r a gase of 2 - where, possibly, x, ¥ wnd 2 are
indefinite concepts only now being brought inte vigibility.
Ig other words, if suvmeone eclege can be found who thinks
like the person in guestion, we can trust that personts
thinking.

As the percepltions of soume men in any pvarticular
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O
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ephere are much souncer than those of others, acd as the

nistory of eclence shore that the acvancement of knowledge
has largely depended on this inequality of perception
betwearn one person and another, I find myself unable to
aldmit agreements of this kind as a third ground oi the
acceptability of scientific work. While it is the final
ennd of escience to make knowledge public, it would seen
gelf-defeating to exclude knowledse from congidersation if

it could rnot first be shown to be public by earning acree-

ment from cthers. Conceived as a test of &
then, the practice of naving additional judges ceems
me premature, end 1t could be detrimentsl to the growth
of knowledge 1if made mandatory.

It dows ssen that the pracitice of having zwdditlionsl
Jjudges has a certain interest if it is not comceived as

tegt. It can gerve g an i1llustration of what occurs

£

1 Zander guotes from the report on a series of studies on
obheserver reliapility which were made by Thomas, Loomis
and Arringten. These authors reached the conclusion
that “relisbility cannot be determined by cne simpie
measure of sgresment between two equally trained
observersa. This report was not available to me, so
that I was nct able To explore the grounds on which the
conclusion rected, but, in view of the consgiderations I
heve presented, 1 do not find the conclusion which these
workers resched surprising.

(Zander, A. "Systematic Cbservation of Swall Face-to=
Face Groups.® Chapter 1Y% of "Research ¥ethods in Sccial
Relaticns, with Eepecial Reference to Frejudice®, by
Jahoda, M., Deutsch, ¥., and Copok, S.%W., editors.
Jryden Frege, H.Y., 1951, p. 531. Zander guotes there
frem Themas, D.5., Loomis, A.¥., end Arrington, R.E.,
"Observaticnal Studies of Social Bshaviour®, Vol. 1,
Sociel Behavicur Fatterns, Yale University Inetitute of
Human Relaticons.)



in the normal coursge of eventis, by showing how much
communicetion actuaslly passes from one person to anocther,
how far B learns to think 1like A. However, se the outcome
¢f that process depends as much on B's sbility and willing-
ness to learn as on Ats ability to teach (if it does not
alsc‘depﬁnd on 3 having learned what A knows from a source
independent of A), it would he wrong to attribute either

uccess or fellure in the reguylt to 4 =lone.

™

A person's reason for committing his results to writing,
of course, is that he hopes to effect such communication.
My manner of setting out the material in the thesis was
Gewlgned with the idea in mind of cumruniceting my thought
gg Tully and clearly s I could. As an exercise to find
ocut how much ccmmunication occurred in one case, & person
was asked to raad the thesis zs well as the case study
printed with it, but was not told the wavs in which I had
clascified the cacse gtudy. Then, using the criteria given
in the thesis {which I have summarized in the middle part
of thiis appendix) this person assigned the family described
in the case study to the various types, including the
macter type., To do thiise hims taken many spare hours. In
the outcome we found that this person's claszification of
the family wes the same &g nmy own for the master tvpe and
for all except one of the simple types. The exception was
in the matter of the parents' main non-cbligatory contact.

I had judged that the main contact was in primary relations.
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This person considered that, although the dasgificatory
criteria were clear enough, the data did not indicate one

28 plain that the

ﬁ}

thing more than the other. Wnile it w
mother's contacte were mainly of & primary nature, primary
relations and voluntary associstion seemed of equal import-
ance to the father, if voluntary asscciation did not |
actually take pricrity. It seemed impoesible, therefore,
to make 2 single clzesificztion for the psrents Jolintly,
zné 1t was preferred not to make any. I had been con~

fronted with the same Gifficulty but had decided that,

2

although ¥xinsfolk and voluntary sesocisticon claimed about
egual attention from the father, the I{ourmer claimed more
of his time, so that the balance seemed to swing in the
direction of primery relations.

I have geid that if we are using different judges
to test for relisghility we are only concerned with varigb~
ility in their understanding Sf the classificatory criteria.
and that we must rule out of considerstion any differences
in their understanding of the data. DBut the 6beration is
such that these elements cannot be separated, and this give:
the test a concesled ambiguity. I have also ssid that the
cPeration comes, in the end, not to & test ¢f reliability
but to a test of how much agreement exigts betweén two
perscns. It seems likely that in accevnting work on the
grounde c¢f this agreement in perception we may slip across

from concern with the criteria to concern witk the dats,
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and really lean on the test to demoncstrate how far the
Judges agree in thelr understanding of the data. In
placing reliance on the test we probably vacillate more

or legs unthinkingly between these two things. 3But, in =o
as ocur concern is with the judges' understanding of the
data, we do not even intend to use the test to measure
reliability, but to test something wmore like validity.

We use it to fina out whetiner or not something which &

laime to report, as a regult of certain observation

(&
m

perscn

gsts -~ not to find out whether he consistently

e

A
£

reglly

]

recognizes it for the same thing.
We louok for assurance or demonsiration in this way
because we cannot afford to be decelved by those who are

ved. 3ut, egain because of the inequality

[N

thenselves dece
of perception which exists between one person and another,

geems to me that the way to discriminaste hetween those

ho are not is

-
't

t
who &are deceived and those w ifferent from
zoking whether others can already be fcund who agree with
them. ZRather, we should ask thaee who seek to show us
gsometizing to anelyze for us, as far as the exactness of -

the case permits, the elements of what thhey have perceived,
sc that, by seizing on those elements which are more
fariliar, we might be enabled to discover thelr association
with the unfamiliar whole. We can insist that they tell us,
along with what they have seen, how it was shown. If they

are deceived, this discipline will expose the fact. If they

are not deceived, but groping, it will show whether they



will need to study and describe the data more exhaustively
before they can share their knowlédge by objectifying what
they have intuited.

The assumptions disclosed in the discussion now con-
cluded have been aired tu show the whole orientation from
which thie present work was conceived, without meaning to
suggest that those assunptions have any wmore finality than
assumptions can crdinarily claim. TFor the reascneg given,
they seen to me the soundest vasis on which to build. I
feel Fairly coniident, too, that they will mske a fertile
ground for scciological kxnowledge. They admit new thought,
which often beginsg intuitively, without disregarding the
need for its ultimate objectification. By strescing that

or its acceptance as

(=N

gscience nway lean on apslicability
well ag on repeatability, they remove the pressure towards

triviality which can arise from thinking that only precisely

e

ficg

iy

repeatable work is scient 1lly respectable., For thesge

one the sssumptions underlying this thesis may play a

-
™
&
e

part in bringlng together some proper companions whiich
recently seemed fated tuv sterile sepsration. They may
help to reunite theoretical with empiriecal svcecioclogy, and

the old sccioleogy with the new.





