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those affected took towards i1t. If, in describlng roles,
I refer scmetimes to & practice and sometlmes o a Dbelief
in the fitness of a prachtice, 1t wlll be for economy of
reporting, It should De undersitood that I have regarded
nothing as role-behaviour which has not exhiblted both of

1
these elements and & certaln correspondence bebween them.

s

Also, in describing a role 1t is uneconomical to rele

]

1s for

4y

[N

every Gime to the reclprocal performances it enta
ochers; as when a parent 's command entalls a chlilid's

compliance

, for instance. Heciprocal roles will usually

be taken to De summariged in a role which Implies thnenm
voth, except where each meriss special mension,

Because role differentiation 1= fundamental (o the
nature of the group, aﬁd-is, indeed, wha{ we mean by group
structure,z its place in a description of familiss 1s
cardinal. The account of it 1s therefore undertaken now,

at the centre of the thesis, It follows and will summarize

relevant matcer from the preceding part, which dealt with

1 _

Parsons {1952) makes much of the fact that role expec~
tatlons are saturated with standards, as, for example, in
his definitlion of role on pp.38 and 39, Homans (1951, p.124)
even reduces Lhie role to a particular kind of norm.

P
See Parsons (1952, p.ll4).
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the way familles function in their external relations; and
it stands before the chapters which are concerned wiﬁh
the famllies ! Internal 1life,

Because a role 1s a performance discharged on behalf
of a group, a particular role iIs only defined if we under-
stand what social bhoundary contains 1t, ['he roles dealt
with in the present chapfer are those which have the whole
family for tGhelr perimeter, In the previous chapter the
convention was adopted of describving as "famlly functions™
those activities which familly members dlscharged amongst
thenmselves alone. This was done in order %o separace these
actlvities from those which could only be accomplished
through association with people outside, That enabled
us Go see what are the functions which remain to the city
family vo perform withln itself, Bubt now it is necessary
agaln to consider family activities in thelr fulleat exten-

sion, for the ends to which famlily roles are the means, are

all of those things for which family members depend on
one another or are in some way impllcated wilth one another,
irrespective of whether thelr achievement requlres additional
co-operation from outsiders,

I'he ends which have to be realized in order to maine-
tain the family in itself and in the soclety fall into

four major divislons, Two of these divisions are concerned
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with maintalning the family in 1tself. ~The first embraces
the productive activities which secure the family's physical
and material welfare, Earning an Income, working to maln-
tain the household or to produce food and clothing, and
efforts devoted %o the care of the person are examples

of the sor:i of things which £111 this division., The second
division comprises actlvisies which are concerned with
managing and controlling the family as such, and securing
its effective and continued operation.l The remainlng two
divisions are concerned with the famlly's external cbliga-
tions. One is the group of external lialson operations,
such as making public, business, legal or financial represen-
Gatlon for the family, or keeping in Stouch with relatives
and friends, The other covers the supervisory and training
actlvities by which children are soclalized; for it should

be remembered that, though much latltude may be allowed

the family as to what style it shall rear 1ts children in,

1

The exlistence of this division of activities 1s svidence
that the famlly, on its mlcrocosmic dimension, exhibits a
distinctive machinery of controls which is apart from the
gelf-regulatlon that is secured by various agenciss; for
instance, by the normativeness or the reciproecity of role
expectations, to which I have referred. Nadel (1953, p.268)
has emphasized the importance of this separate machinery
in societies, and has {1951, p.l36) adapted the term
regulative {from Becker-Weise) to refer to the iInstltutions
whose function 1s Lo effect control,




that they shall be reared 1s s punlic requirement, and the
soclety c¢laims chem for 1itself. Hotwithstanding sll the
voluntary aspects of parenthood and all 1ts Intrinsic
satisfactlion, parents are in a sense the keepers of wards.
Children are destined to be independent adults with famlly
responslbllities of their own, and thelr parents are
fequired to make them socially agreeable for the time bheing,
foster their development, and £it them to move cut. In

the following account, the roles of family members will

be desecrived according to which tasks are allocated to

them from each of the four divisions of activity: production,
family management and control, external lialson and socla-
lization.

Finally, in addislon to these four dlvisions of
actlvity concerned with the famtly, there are other aciivities
which families reserve as the personal right of sach role-
bearer. Ior families operate as if taking account of the
fact that some personal space is due to each member,

Personal space will also be Included then, in this account
of roles,

Depending on the nature of the group, of whose struc-
bure they are the units, roles may bhe ephemeral or permanent,
éingle or complex, Because the family is an enduring group,

family roles tend to be permanent, repetitive performances,
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And ab the same time, a couplex of speciflc performances
acerues to each member, due to the fact that he plays
diverse parts, Thls 1s a feabture which roles only develop
in groups which are many-sided, or which someshow contrive

to make the roles which thelr members play elsewhere relevant
to themselvea, These are both properities which are found

In the family particularly, as was polnted out in the last
chapter,

When this role-accretlion takes place, one performance
1s ususlly adopted by which the whole complex 1s named. For
instance, the terms "father" and “mother", "son" and "daughter",
in thelr origlnality, refer simply to blologleal parenthood
or lasue, The terms can be used in relation to other
animal specles as well as humans, and they are applied
filguratively to ldeas, movements, and so on, But,-in regard
to the human family, comnon speech has made the fterms
shorthand for the complex of social funcbions which has
scecrued to the blologlesl function., M"Father', 1t may be,
comes to Include the dlscrete roles of breadwlnner,
admoni sher of the children, lover of the mother, business
executor for the famlily, economlc manager, and advisger 1n
the ways of the world. I wlll proceed by comparing the
subsidiary roles which famllies assembled into the cardinal

roles of father and mother, son and daughter. Also, as
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- the roles assigned to son and daughter alter with age,
these will be considered at she two stages of childhood

1
and adolescence,

2, Production

In the sample, the father was always the 1lncome-earner
for the family., Famllies auvtached thelr expectatlon of
continuing welfare to the hope that the father would con-
tinue in employment. To secure thls regular income was
regarded as quite exclusively his responsiblility, and in
cases where the mothers did part-time work, thelr contri-
bution to income was regarded as additional, and was never
required, Adolescents who were in employment were required
to support themselves by paying board, or, if thelr earnings
were small, to make some contributlon towards it. School
children of tradesmen who did part-time work kept thelr

earnings for themselves, and divided them between savings

1 _
Alshough adolescence is known to commence ab different
ages for the two sexes and for different indlividuals, the
convention was adopted of classifying as adolescents,
children of fourteen and over. Fourteen tradesmen's families
included adolescents, seven of these including sons and

elght includling daughters at that stage; seventeen profes-
glonals' families included adolsscents, eight of these
including sons and eleven including daughters. Fifteen
tradesmen's families included pre-adolescent children, eleven
Including sons and ten including daughters at that stage;
nineteen professionals' families included pre-adolescent
children, sixteen including sons and thirteen including
daughters.
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and pocket-money for spending, In three profeééionals'
and two tradesmen's families, where the father's practice
or business was attached to the home, the mothers were
recognized to be making an indirect contribution Lowards
income through giving assistance. Alsthough the sample
included no families in which the mother was working full-
time at the bime of the study, several wives in both occu-
pailonal groups had done so earlier In married life to
help establish the famlly flnaancially., The attitude taken
%0 the pracgtlice of wives working waslfairly uniform, I¢
was that there was "nothing wrong with 1", that adversity
could rénder 1t necessary, and that, if there were no
children to consider, it could be a financlal benefit. But%,
while ever there were children still at school or of pre-
school age, it was believed to be the mother's place to
be abt home with them, No wives considered that accepting
employment would mean loss of social status for the family.
Mothers made clothing for themselves, thelr daughters
and younger sons, oc¢casionally made shirts or pyjamas for
the father, and darned, repsired and altered old clobthing;
and 1t was only a few (professionals' wives) who felt
altogether free from pressure to assist economically in
this sort of way. Wothers also made curtains, cushions,

covers and simllar effects for decorating the home, They
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prepared the meals, baked cakes and pastry. Sometimes
they produced vegetables in the garden, but gardening was
more often allocated to the fathery and the growlng of
vegetables was made his responsibility, even if the culti-
vatlon of flowers was left to the mother, IFamilles who
kept fowls divided the care of them amongst members, mothers
or children often feeding them and the father cleaning
thelr yards. Host of the tradesmen, but only a few of the
professional men, made useful equipment for the home. They
built furnicure, constructed cupboards, laid paths, designed
gadgets, and so on; and two were bulldlng weekw~end cottages,
4 large proportion in both occupaticnal groﬁps did some
part of the mending of the shoes of famlly members.

fhe services needed to maintain the household divide
intc those inslde the home and those which are more externsal.
The former lay predomlnantly in the mothers' fleld, the
latter in the father's, Mothers did nearly all of the
repetitive cleaning, and the washing and ironing, and the
shopping to stock the home with provisions, Tradesmen's
wives had no oulislde assistance 1n these tasks, but nearly
one half of the professionals! wives had part-time assis~-
tants to help them.™ None had full-time or resident house-
maids, although several recalled a time when they had done

go. They sald that they preferred not to do so any longer,
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not only because assistance was hard to secure, Dbut because
it was expensive and the standard of work was not worth
the money,

Wnile these internal household tasks fell predominant 1y
to the mother, all of the tradesmen, but only half of the

professionals,xx

made a delibverate point of glving their
wives some form of petty assistance. They would wash or

wlpe bhe dishes, stir the porridge, make morning or evening
cups of tea, and so on. These fasks were never extensive,
but were undertaken as a gesiture towards "llghtening mother's

L

lozd", and were felt to be especially called for in the

o

evenings, It was essenbially mother's load that was being

shouldered, however, and the fathers did not think of the
tasks as belonglng properly to them. The professionals who
gave no assistance of this kind to thelr wives were extremely
busy, and were mainly the husbands of those wives who were
malting use of outslde help.-

Four fathers in each occcupational group departed from
this conventional patbtern of Goken help, by taklng, as
their due obligation, a larger share of fthe internal house-
hold maintenance; although the bulk still fell to the mobther,
These men did some of the heavier work, such as scrubbling,
sweeping, polishing and strenvous washing; occasionally some
uncomfortable task, such as hot cooking; or external work,

guch a8 shopping or weekly marketing.



External household maintenance was regarded as the
father's work, Such matters as repairing and painting the
house, keeping the grounds tidy, chopging wood, cleaning
and overhaulling the car, were the man's work., 4 third of
the professionals, however, had to excuse themselves from
most of these tasks, either because of incompetence or
over-~buayness, and engaged tradesmen to do them. Two profes-
slonal families which owned large grounds engaged rsgular
part~time help Go keep them 1n order.

Personal care was understced o be the mother'ts res-
ponsibility. It was hers to see that all members were fed
and clcthed properly, that they kept healihy and were
generally comfortable, or recelved medical attention 17
giclk. ilost mothers were expected to know when anyonhe wasd
in need of new clothing and either do the buying‘er guper-

"

¢ 1. A few fathers accepted resgponsibility for keeping

e
]

v
themselves squipped with clothing, but most of them depended

ther to buy 1t for them, or, 17 they were

fote

on thelr wives e
willing %o make their own choice, %o inform them of Lhe
appropriateness of the fime. Personal care was needed
mogt for very younyg and very dependent children, who applied

to their mothers for 1¢ contlnuously; but the older children

nd the father were certalnly not less confirmed in thelr

6]
i

expectatlion that the mether would make thelr lives comfortable,
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A few fathers in both occupational groups relieved the
mother of gsome of the personal care of the dependent children,
particulariy in the evenings, perhaps by bathing them and
putting them to bed,

some adolescents in both occupational groups were
agsigned regular tasks, but there wers nine {out of fourteen)
tradesmen's families and four {(out of sevenbeen) nrofes-
sionals! families in which adolescents gave elther only
very cccasional help or almost none at all. In no case
was the work regquired heavy, and 2ll of them were excused

from greater responsibilicies because of the claim made on

=

he core of the

puts
o]
]
-

-

thelr time by study or daily occupab
duties which fell to an adolescent consisted of looking

his own part of the house, such as making

1Y

after himsell an
his own bed, tidying his own room, preparing his own Dreak-
fast., Beyond this, any regular work con behall ol uhe

family was usually confinred ©to petibty help, such as Gaking

a turn ai laying the table for mesls or washing the dishes,
Some daughters made clothing for themselves and did occasional
cooking, washing, ironing and cleandng in éssociatioa with
thelr mothers; some sons assisted their fathers in thelr
external tasks of keeping the lawng, cleaning the car, and

g0 on, PFamilies with four or more cohildren depended Cn

their adolescents for more extensive services, such as dolng



part of the heavy cleanlng or house repalrs, and their
duties often included some care, conirol and supervigion
of the younger children,

It was predominantly sons who made up that group of
adolescents who were wikthout reguler household tasks. Ihese
were inclined to disdain such responsivilicies, leaving
them for thelr mothers and sisters ~ or fathers. ~There was
a8 feeling 1n these families that young men should be free
from domestic obligations to Ghelr families in s way qulte
unghared by thelr sisters.

In a similar manner most children were allotted regulsr
small tasks to do, but again there were families (six of
flfteen tradesmen's and three of nlneteen professionals)
in which there were children who did only the most sporadic
tasks, and who had no sense at all of being dependec upon
by the family for help. The tasks mostly undertsken by
children were smell things to help mother or father, such
as sweeping up the mown grass, tidying a room, stirring
a cake mixture, or small things connected with their own
personal care or part of the house, like cleaning shoesg

or making beds.

3., Family Maragement and Control

The families were fairly unifeorm 1n the way the pro-

ductive tasks were allocuated, except for the minor varlatlcns
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noted; hut they were less uniform in matters of family
management, In twelve of eighteen htradesmen's famllles

the fathers could be sald to be in effective conirol; in
three the mothers were in effective control, and in the
remaining three something like a partnership in management
was Tound. In nine of the twenty professionals' families

the fathers were in effectlive control, In ons the mother

was 1n effective control, and in ten there was partnership;
The overall plcture 1s one of patriarchy belng challenged

by a pattern of parbnerahip.l But thls surface classifi-
cation masks the variety of forms which control or partner-
ship took, and it is necessary to examine these to under-
gtand what factors could be responsible for elther condition.
Especially does it mask the fact that certain forms of
control were much weaker than others in the normative element,
which, I have said, is part of the constitution of roles.
This tendency in some casgses for control activities to evade

the restraints of famlly sanction will be discussed at

greater length in the next chapter.

1

Tais picture is much the same as that which 3111 (1947,
p.129) draws for America. He says, "If there 1s any modsl
type of family in America, i1t is the semipatrisrchal form
in which a dominant husband 'brings in the bacon?® and a
submissive woman plays a traditional wife and mother role.”
And he adds (p.130), "The so-called 'companionship' family
appears to have much in common with the beautiful 1deal of
the 'SBrotherhood of Man'! as a millenlal goal,"



In fourteen of the twenty-one families in which
patriarchy was found {eight tradesmén's and six professicnalst)
there was no element of forced dominatlon. In these families
the fathers exercised contreol by a principle of leglitimate
guthority with which thelr wivés were In accord, By legl-
timate control I mean control exercised by the consent of
those concerned, and done on principle, there being belleved
to be reasons in whiéb the practice is grounded.l The
wives believed thaet the falher was the rightful head of Gthe
family and ascribed that rank to him. Host of them were
well satisfied with the arrangement, Uhey said things
seemed more natural and proper that way, that they felt
greater confidence, that the famlly had a stable basis,
and that the father exercised his right with discretion and
only after consultation, and in fact, lelft a large area
of initiative to them,

The usual practice was to leave the current organlzation
of the household activitiés and the supervision of the

children almost enbtirely to the mother, The father reserved

the initiative in allocating the overall finances, but

1
In distinguishing in this way between control which 1s
legitimate and that which is not I am making the same dls-
tinction as the one made by Lasswell and Kaplan (1952, pp.l1l33
to 141) between authority and naked power.



apportioned & certaln amount o the mother for household
exXpenses, and of this she hed full controcl, The father
also expected to Inltiate major changes, or to be consulted
for a final declsion in any changes his wife might be cone
templating. Many of these projected changes were those
which would affect the use of material and financial re-
sources; such questions, for example, as the purchase of
expenslve clothing, new carpets or furniture or labour-
saving devices, or a car. Major declsions affecting the
children, auch as the school they should attend, the clubs
Lhey should joln, the hollidays they should have, the company
they should keep, the time they should be home, whether
they should have bicycles or watches, and so on, were also
the fether's to make, elther in agreement with his wife,
or, 1f thelr views differed, in ascendancy over her.
Generally speaking, the wives were free from inter-
ference, and felt at the same time that they had someone
to whom Lhey could appeal to tGake responsibllity for major
decisions, Final authority for the father on the famlily's
boundary, requiring decisive intervention at the turning
polints, coupled with fingal auschority for the mother in
domestic organlzation and child supervision, along a fairly
closed boundary within it, and calling for continuous small
decisions and adaptstions, seems Lo have given sufficlent

satisfaction to both partners to make thls arrangement stable.
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legitimate patriarchy was believed to have a number
of grounds, Families véried in which of these they
empnasized, but the one most commonly accepted was a belief
that authority was a right that went with the acceptance
of respongiblllty for earning the income, M"ifter all,
he earns the money," it was said in justificatlon of the
father's primacy. 4&nd most of the income earners did, in
fact, flnd the famlly's flnancial dependence upcn them an
ultlmate resource for power, whether or not the patrlarchal
form of control was used, Indeed, where it was nobt used
the power was the more valued, being something which en-
hanced the father's competitive position, In a way oddly
suggestive of the move by which the Britlsh House of Commons
agsumed the real power of government,l the fathers retalned
the budget. There were only slx fathers (two professionals
and four Lradesmen) who did nobt exercise the right to
allocate their incomes according to thelr own Jjudgment,
allotting the mother a flxed portion to spend at her own
discretion on the household.** A number invited their wives!'
particlpation in this budgeting, although keeping the
leadership for themselves; but amongst the tradesmen there

was a btendency to be more autocratic, and several clung

1
Mackenzle (1950, pp.l47- 166) describes how this was done.



Chapter VIII

ROLE DIFFERENTIATION BY AGE AND SEX

l. The Concept of Role

It is common knowledge that the nazture of soclety 1s
largely constltuted by a division of tasks between members,
and the fact has been vlvlidly in the awareness of modern
soclology since Durkheim'!s "Ihe Division of Iabour in
Soclety" appeared at the turn of the present century. This
division of tasks 1s effected by glving a performance to
each Individual which will conoribute to some end of the
grecup, and be reciprocsl with tasks given to others. Such
a performance, imposed by the expectatlicn of a group,
supplles the slmplest definlition of a role, as was polnted
out In Chapter IV. The role, as was also sald there,
develops & normative aspect, for the expectatlion 1Is not
simply an gnticipation that a certain task will be done;
but an implication that 1t ought to be.

In actemptlng to identify the roles taken by famlly
members, I looked for performances which were accompanied
by a regulatlve expectation, This would either be expressed

verbally or verbally implied, or 1t would be 1mplled in

the way an activity was performed or in the aittlitude which
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tenaclously to & certain power over thelr wives
derived from keeping them ignorant of the actual amount. of
thelr earnings. The two professionals excepted above offered
thelr wives entire equality with themselves in the determi-
nation of the.budget. The four excepéed tradesmen surren;
dered the rignht of budgeting to thelr wives completely,
handing over thelr unopened pay envelcpes. I'wo did so as
a gesture of respect and confidence, and Lwo becsuse of a
confessed incompetence 1n handling money.

The other grounds for legltimate patrlarchy regarded
- the father's authority as a responsibllity entailed in the
natural advantages which men enjoyed over women. Ib was
thought to he sgainst nature and a matter for shame 1if
opportunity was not made for the father to use hls advantages
for the famlly's benefit; and in three cases 1t was believed
ag well that it would e an infringement of the divine law
which made the father the family head, It was further
accepted that, because of these natural advanbtages, the
society had made the father responsible for the family's
conduct and welfare. |

The natural advantages impubted to men were not usually
catalogued with precision; and some people thought it
proper to allude to Ghenm darkly, as things known instincti-

vely and not in need of Justification, But, 1f such hints
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are Interpreted in conjunction with the more explicit
statements that were made, four kinds of male advantage
Seem Go have been écknowledged by parenbs of both sexes.

The first 1s freedom from the perlodlic physiological restric-
tions imposed on women by menstruation, pregnancy and
lactation, and from any soclal dependence they entall, The
second is a greatef capaclty for muscular exertion. Ths
third is a psychological capaclty for emotionél control,
which 1s belleved %0 equip men to make a more ohjective
assessment of sicuaslons, to endow them with a sense of
limits which women (more hysterically dilsposed) need to

have supplied, and to maikke them more decisive than women,
whose labile feellngs cause them o vacillate. And the
fourth advantage (which, if the third is real, might be
supposed to be a consequence of it) 1s the man's capaclty

to deal with and find access to a wider field of experiénce,
and a greater resulting competence 1n the affalrs of the

L
world,

1

When men were asserted to have such natural advantages
by the subjects of the research, nlce scienvific questions
were not meant to be elther raised or settled concerning
thelr genesis: whether they were inherited, or acguired,
for example, in response to the roles conventionally assigned
50 men, They were simply taken for the traits which both
qualify and oblige the fathers of famllies to assume auchority.
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further, because, by sex, men are belleved to have
thls senlority over women, it is thought toc be wrong for
a man to forfeit hls advantages by matching with a woman
who 1s elther older or betfer educated than himself, and
who, therefore, may have counter advantages. This age and
education relationship were norms bthat were nearly unlver-
sally acknowledged by the parents of the sample, whatever
the form of famlly governmment., And the actual ages of
husbands were greater than those of their wives in all save
the cases of one trasdesman and three professionals.Xx Hefe~
rence to Chapter V (pp.110 & 111 will also show that, as a
group, wives were nobt better educated than thelr husbands.
(4 small number of bradesmen's wives, however, had had
slightly more schooling than their husbands,)

Parents who followed lezitimate patriarchy belleved
themselves to be in line with the most standard and tradi-
tional arrangement, They did nolb feel 1t needed any defence
as a method of family government, although they knew that
it was belng challenged by an arrangement more llke partner-
ship., Some of the professicnal people who preferred it
to paritnership thought of partnership as a doctrinaire
fancy; some trades people took it for an indication of
weakness in the man, in letting the family, and his wife

in particular, slip ocut of his control,
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The division of functions for family control was a
ceniral differential by which other activities and vralss
became appropriate to man or wife, The father relinguished
the management of the household and supervision of Gthe
children to the mother larzely becasuse he was chelceless,
being so muceh ouﬁside of the home discharging his own res-

ponsibilities., It was for him to do battle wibth Lhe world

and for hls wife to stand beside him as a helper. T[he

1

mether's obligation, therefore, was Lo De a home-msker,

[F[*

-

while it was the father's ¢o supply the family wich 1ss
bearings snd steer 1ts course through polltical, economlc
and soclal perplexibies. TFathers felt an obligation to
acquaini chemselves with a knowledge of affalrs for the
family's sake nc less than mothers felt an obligatlon %o
make a home, Fathers were depended upon to advisze 1n tue
ways of the world and to inform the family of its position
in soclety. I have said (Chapter VI, p., 184 ) thabt family
members adopbed Lthe same class self-inclusion as one an-
other in all families except one, They did so largely
because they degended on the father %o define the situstion

1
for Gthem, Fathers' goclal responsibillity attitudes were

1
Some wives' views about social ¢lass were much mere

highly elaborated than their husbands'!, showing that 1t was
a mabter which they had thought about more. Dut 1f they
were disposed to diverge from their husbands in thelr theorles,
they cended %0 feel they had to defend them, and in fact
were 1Inclined to strike cheir husbands! attitudes at the same
cime, as 1f that were the "official” family posivion In the
face of which they were helpless.
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also copled, and ctheir politics were usually assumed., I
heve said (Chapter VI, p, 184 ) that in all save six families,
husbands and wives agreed iIn their soclal responsibilitcy
attitude, In most of those where there was uniformity the
father sssumed leadership. Where there was difference, 1n
all excepi one case, the father's attitude dominated the
family, the mothers considering it both prudent and proper
to "keep Lheir thoughts (o themselves" whenever an attitude
was heing brought to focus in decision., I have also sald
that parents had divergent political convicitions 1In only
four families (Chapter VI, p.184 ), Where they concorded
it was the fathers who were politically informed and exer-
cised leadershlp, excepting only in the case of thres

X In these the spouses could be

professionsls! families.®
sald to have achieved agreement wlth one another through
fairly independent thinking.

The mother, in her bturn, was left fo organize Ghe
family. She was expected to keep an eye on the activities
of every member and cow-ordlinate them, to Inform each of
the other's needs, to define the family situation (as the
father defined the puhlic situation; and preserve undepr-
standing, A father was often not very well inférmed of
the state of internal affairs and had to be "told the whole

gtory" if the mother had to appeal to his adjudlicasion in

a dispubed matter.
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A striking concomitant of the division of internal
and external authority vetween the father and mother was
the different expectatlon placed on them to be adaptable
withln the home. It was definitely expected, by both
pariners, that mothers would be more adaptable. Fathers
were less oblized to make personal adapimtion to other members,
and were more conditioned to belng accommodatced to than
to fitting in, This 1s what some mothers alluded to when,
in a peevish mood, they alleged that all men were spolled.
Generally, though, in families which practised legitimate
patriarchy at any rate, this difference was kept within
1imits and was not a cause of discontent, &4 number of
mothers positively embraced the obligation to be a "stand-in"
or "back-stop", or the one who "could be put out most easily"”.
Tuey belleved that families could not do without s specialist
in absorbing inconvenlence, and saw that role to be rightly
theirs. 7The rationale which parents of both sexes iIndi=~
cated for this was the greaber commitment of the father
to rigid external sxpectations, whlch allowed him less
geope for an adaptmbion of plans, and the greater straln
suffered by him in external adapiation, which diminished
his psychologlcal tolerance for further frustration at home.

"He has enough o put up with outside," 1t was ssld.
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Als0, because the father was reqired to grapele wish
the harsher, coarser and even, it may be, seamier side of
life, 1t remalned to the mother in her more protected
position, %o be the guardian for the family of finer things:
religion, morality, culture and manners, Thls did not
necessarily mean that the father neglected these matters
in his own person, bui simply that the mother had the
greater responslbility for directing them so far asg the
family was concerned, Also, becauss of hls preoccupation
with principles and issués, the father could no{ Hake a
great deal of interest 1In personalities., That ftoo was
required from the mother. And, because hls orlentation was
broad and public, the father could not spare patience for
detalls or ornamentablon; but these were left to the mother's
palnstaking care, Besldes, 1t wes believed that women had
& natural superiority over men in rsfinement, Intultion
and carefulness for detail, which equlpped them for these
speclal tasks. Thus partners following thls form of family
control believed themselves Lo be reapecting and utilizing
the specific natural superiority with which each sex had
been endowed, in such a way &s to increase their dependence
on one another,

The alloeation of rights of control, supervislon or

direction which I have outlined above, makes @ kind of ldeal
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type of legitimate patriarchy, to which any family only
approximated of course, Mamilies using other methods of
conbrol incorporated some of the same features and sxcluded
others. Also, they were aware that the style they had
adopted was a departure from the more tradicional form;

u

although those adopting partnership believed theirs to be
the most popular form at present. ©For these reasons the
descripbtion of other forms will be facilitated if they are
presented largely through comparison with legltimate pat-
riarchy.

In the remaining seven families‘(four tradesmen's and
three professionals!') 1n which the fathers exerbted effective
control, they did not do so legitimately in the sense de-
fined, Theirs was an asseriive patriarchy. It 1Is interest-
ing that in six of these cases, the wives believed that
the final control of the family should be vested in the
father. Their complaint was simply that thelr husbands
exercised 1t arbitrarily and oporessively. [he seventh wife
believed that Lhe proper form of famlily control was partuner-
ship., It 1s also interesting that one of these fathers,
blind to the fact that he was practising assertive patrl-
archy, rejected any principle of patriarchy outright in
favour of partnership; although his wife favoured legltimate

patriarchny and desired him to follow it.
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Three elements common Lo these cases made the fathers!
control agsertive., There was 1llttle or no consultation with
thelr wives 1n taking declsions; even though, 1n many larger
matters, thelr wives were willing to believe that the
father's opinlon should have greater weisht and finality,
Thess fathers simply Gook the decisions indspendently and
informed thelir wives of them; énd they were remarkalble for
thelr capaclty to "turn a deaf ear", to seem preoccupled,
or to make a masculine virtue of silence and withdrawal,
when their wives tried tc open discussion., Secondly, there
wag an exaggeration to the point of egolsm of that right
of the father tc be less adaptable 1n the home, to whlch I
have already referred, The mothers, and even the children,
complained that these fathers were lntolerable and detestable
In their selfish expectation that, when they were in 1%,
the home should revolve around themselves. It was sald that
they never expected that they should have to fit In with
anyone else 1n the slightest degres. And, thirdly, there
was no legitimized division of areas of final initiastlive,
The effect of this in five familles (the three professiocnals'
and two tradesmen's) was arbltrary and unpredictable Inter-
ference by the father 1n those areas of activity which the
mother belleved should be given to her, specifically matters

of household managemeni and supervision of the children.
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The effect In the other families (bosh tradesmen's) was
evasion by the fathers of certaln declsions which the mother
bellieved the father should take; particularly decisions
about expendlture on furniture and household equlpment,
repalr of the property and the more serious misdemeanours
of the children., Thus they coerced thelr wives to take these
matters on themselves by their own defauls.

Ihese developments which made patriarchy asseritive were
abuses to wnich leglftimate pacriarchy was open, I have
said that all of those who adopted legitimate patriarchy
found ic sacisfactory; but they recognized how it could be
distorﬁed, and some had had experiencé of one or both partles
transgressing legitimate bounds, such as the father belng
too dogmafic or the mother too Jealously possesaive of her
own domain, Two mothers particularly {(both tradesmen's
wives) expressed extreme frustrabion at having no appeal
against certaln measures which their hushands imposed: in
Inplementing methods of child discipline which were unaccept-
able to the mothers, and In one case, in curtalling the
mother's outside actlvities. 3Buit, apparently, neither these
nor any other parents who adopted legitimate pasriarchy,
found the incidental strains and abuses cause for calling
it In question, Their guarantes for 1ts workahlility was a
confidence In one ancther's intention to ablde by the limiss

in principle.
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In two of che families (both tradesmen's) in which
mothers were in effectcive control, their conirol was assertive.
Even In these the fathers decided the ultimate disposition
of the money. But beyond that, practically all of the
major deciéions whilch have been described above as fallling
to the father in legivimate patriarchy, fell to the mother.
I'ne fathers and mothers allke were embarrassed o admib
this, as though they believed 1t not normal and 1t was plain
that in both cases nelther partner was satlsfied with the
arrangement, [The fathers had their rationale to explain
i¢ and the mothers thelr explanation to excuse it, and
they were much the same in both famllies. The fathers be-
liegved that in every famlly shere is deomlnation, either of
an overt or covert kind, and that 1t is a matter of chance
which parent will dominate, according to which one turns
out to have the more dominating personality. In thls way
they both explained thelr wives' ascendency over them. [he
wives, on the other hand, said that "hen-pecked husbands”
had only themselves to hlame for refusing to accept respon-
siblisy, because those who acceplted responsibilicy took
authority with 1t, They complained that thelr husbands
were exasperatbinglyevasive whensver they tried to involve
them in discussion about the home, the chlldren or the future,
with the object of leading to joint declsicn, and bthat every=-

thing was left to them,
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One can be excused from undertaking to adjudicate
this debate, especlally as the data are not concluaive. One
can simply put on record that where assertive matrlarchy
was found, there was a comblnatlion of mother dominance with
incompetence and evasion of responsibllity on the part of
the father, As far as I was able to Jjudge, this defect of
the fathers did appear to be a personallty matter: in the
one case a compulsive over-dependence, and in the other, a
cyclic mocdiness, But whether these defects were aggravated
or even largely produced by the difficulty of reaching agree-
ment wiﬁh unylelding women, and whebher the wives! inbransie
gence developed to cope wlith chelr partners'! waywardness,
ars open guestlons,

iﬁ remains to deal wish the form of control which I
have desi:nated partnership, as well as two cases of conirol
by Liie mocher which were not agssriive, and so have nob been
dealt with under Gthas headlng, As ctheses were developments
within partnerstilpy they will be itreated in the ccourae of
discussion of that form of control,

Partnership was legitimate, belng based on censent and
principle. I have sald that legitimate pairiarchy was
believed to be a privilege attaching to the father's accep-
tance of responsibility for earning the income, and a res-

ponslbility atbaching to his possession of some nacural



advantages, Partnership diffsred from 1t because 1t regarded

hese things differently; but it differed from pasriarchy

ok

N

only very slightly in the sctual allocation of responsibhili-
ties, I have also sald that those who pracitised partner-
ship belleved themselves to be departing from the traditional
form of family government, bub belieﬁed they were in kesging
with the most popular present form. Most of them assumed

it to have a greater vogue than this study suggests. One
father, for Instance, sald categcrically of the manner of
family control described above as legitimate patriarchy:

on't live like that these days,!

jo

"Familles just
e bsslc resason for zdopting partnership was a strong
feeling for equality, [o most of these people the very
notions of autherity, superordination and subordination were
repugnant, Secondly, there was generally a feellng of being
in the stream of the reform movement which glves recognition
to the equality of women with
women from sutordination to men, Within the family, this
ook the farm of a reactieon tc those abuses whickh are pogsible
to patriarchy, and there wes a tendency slways to think of
patriarchy after the asseriive stereolype. Assertlive patri-
archy and Qartnershig aspeared to mogh of those who chose

yartnership co be the only alternatives; bthere was llttle

o

cenception of what male aushority based on consent and



principle could mean., Thirdly, biological or psychological
knowledge, or some personal experience, disposed these
pecple to question the supposed naltural differences between
the sexes, whilch make parc of the rationale of leglibimate
patriarchy, If they did not @estlion the general truth of
these differsnces, they at least questioned sheir sruth for
all caseg, and they were more willing than others 5o admit
individual variability., They belleved that not all indivi-
dvals find the socially aiproved sex types equally congenisl,
What remained, as the wasis for che distribution of
conbrol between husband and wife, when the above three

the pabrilarchal type, was aciua
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competence. Hach partner, it was belleved, should as

the right of dlrection in any matter in whilch he or she had
the greater compeitence. Ib was believed that if an equalle

sarian arrangemens were followed in principle, with plenty

of open discuaglon about evervihing, agreement would either

be reached, or the person less competent to judpge would
appreciate the greater compehence of the other and defer o 16,
In practice the consclous attempt to apply partnership

a
X

£n

in family control produced some different results. In
familles {two tradesmen’s and four professionalst), which 1g

abous cne half of the cases, che arrangement had achieved

fu

a stabllity with which both partners were thorouphly satisfle

o

®

Two factors distlnguished the relationship between the parents
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in these famllies. First, all of them were very conaclous
of llke-mindedness with thelr spouses, and were confident
thas in most matters the independent decisions of thelr
partners would be entirely acceptable to them. From what
one was able {0 reconstruct of fhe personal development of

.

these spouses, this harmony of thousht seems to have been
& 2 f i)

i,

present from before marriage itself, In particular, nos
merely did they show a broad religlous and political alffinity,
but all of them had very clearly elaborated political views
and precise religlous or anti-religious views, in which they
were In agreement with one another, and on the tasls of
which they had largely been attracted. Presumably, this
pre~existing agreement has played some part in the achleve-
ment of thelir present consensus. Secondly, these spouses
had a very marked sense of dependence on ohe anocther. Each
was consclous fthat a demarcated area of prerogasive had been
assigned to him or her, and that other matters could be lefc
5o the other partner., “"That's left Lo me," or "that's some-
thing I leave to my wife (or hushand) of course", were
statements of a kind very often made., 3Bul apart from the
fact that some of the fathers were amongst those who under-
toolk a greater share of Internal household activiiles, and
the fact that a couple of them took a slishtly larger part

than other fathers in issulng direcitives to the children,
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the areas which fell to the partners were scarcely different
at all from those glven to them under legltimate patriarchy.
The mother's role, as there, was {0 supervise domestic
organization and the children; the father's to earn the
income, determine the hudgef and be consulted about major
changes relatlng to the hougehold and children. The belief
that, on the occasion of a major disagreement, final declsion
did not revert automatvlically to the father, wut to Ghe

person most competenv to declde, came to mean no more in

practice than each partner heing Thought most competent in

i)

his or her area of prerogative. 4nd, as all but one of

the fathers retained elther legdership or exclusive right
in determlining the budget, they still preserved a final
mandate, All of thls means Lthat the only important real
difference between stable parinership znd legitimate pgatri-

arciy was the dismissal from the former of fthe ldea of

authority, and the insistence that the difference ol roles
could give neither partner prior nominal status. In addition

to thils, in minor disagreements, arising from differences

ot

observed that these

[N
of
23]

of taste or personal preference, wa
parents made a greabter consclious atitempt fhan some others
to achleve a halance, by allowing each person to have his

or her own way as oftven as the other,



In none of the remaining nine families which sought
to implement partnership 4ld the parents exhibit the combie
nation of precige consensus and mutual dependence which
was found 1n the familiés just described, and only two of
them showed a comparable stabllity., Flve variations were
found.

In the two stable families {(one of which was from each
occupational group), the equalitarian principle of right
by competence nsd led to de facto control by the mothers,
due gimply to the fact that the mothers had such a combi-
nation of gualitles (personal stability, intelligence and
capaclity for organization) that they were able to assume
much more responsibtility than their husbands. In the process
of agsuming responsgibllity they assumed authority, and their

right to 1t was not gquestioned., These mothers ook many

=F

of the decisions taken by the father in legitimate patriarch

L]

T,

Thus we find a form of matriarchy developling within leglti-
mate partnership, which 1s different from both matriarchy
by assertlon and matriasrchy by principle, which might be
described as permltted matriarchy.

In one of the families characterized by unstable paftnerw
ship (& professional's family) there was continuous bicker-
ing and quarrelling between the parenis, and any disagree-

»

ment, however trivial, preclpitated & crislis., BRBoth partners



were over-gensitive of a threat to thelr lnferests and
dignity whenever a disagreement agpeared to be developing.
They were then more concerned to stake thelir claims and
save Gthelr faces than to reach agreement. Each gquestioned
whethar the other was assuming a due proporition of responsi-
bility, and whether the advantage was not falling too often
to the other partner, Each at the same time felt that he
or she had done more than a fair share, even helping 1ln the
province proper to the other partner, but without recelving
appreclation for it. Rach felt that he or she had put up
with a lot more than the other.

In another family (21so a professional'’s family), the
competition was more soberly calculated, and was not without
magnanimity in allowlng the other partner concessions,
such as the right of one to spend occasional week-ends away
from home with the children, or the right of the other to
engage in much voluntary work. But the domlnatling ldea was
for each o e allowed a3 much of his or her own way as
possible, by not outraging the other one's sense of justice,

Four further families (three professionals! and one
tradesman's) which adopted partnershlp, were subject to
gtraln, due %o the fact that one parent or the ofther conti~-
nually sought to dominate, They did this because they were

more or less helplessly dominating, even though they approved
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the practice of equal partnership in principle. Two of the
parents frankly recognlzed thelr propensity to do this, One
mother said, "They always have to Keep an eye on me, I'm &
bit domineering.,” TIn two of the cases, the children and
father consistently resisted the mothers! domination. In
another, whenever disagreement occurred, the mother consis-
tencly gave in to the over-riding father, "for the sake of
preserving peace'; but she did so confident that her greater
competence and self-contrel left her a certain command over
her husband and children, In the final case, whenever dis~
agreement occurred, bthe father withdrew, not considering it
worth-while ¢o pursue it, He judged that, in view of the
fact that he had more external satisfaction to turn to In
hls work and in systematic study, he could afford to do with
fewer saitialactions than his wife in the management of the
family,

This last reaction of a father Gto domimabtbion was similar
to the reactlon which another father exhiblted to disagree-
mens with his wife, His family 1s the last of the families
which, being committed ‘o partnership, proved unstable, The
disagreement between the mother and father was acute, parti-
cularly in regard to what were the correct ways fo organize
the household and to discipline the children; but 1t was

unaccompanied by any desire for dominance, Here agaln, the
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father withdrew, because he claimed that he could find more
than enough satisfaction in his work, and could afford to
leave the family to the mofher. e retained the right to
budget the incocme, however, and exercised i1t rather aubto-
cratically, in compensation for what he had forfeited., DBoth
parents of this famlly were deeply discontented, They
obsesslvely expressed the view that the thing indispensable
Tor happy family life was thabt the parents should achieve
agreement about what they desired from life.

I have =ald that this second group of famllles which
practised parinership lacked the conscious consensus as well
as the clearly marked areas of separate control for mother
and father which were seen in the first group. Actually,
the core of responsibllities which fell to the separate
parents was not dissimilar from what fell to each in the
first group, and, therefore, was not dissimilar either from
the arrangement in patriarchy, although the division of
functions was less definlte and less established by hablt,
Departurea were slmply in the direction of mothers expectling
a greater right of infervention in determining the budget and
in deciding household and diseipline policies, and fathers
expecting a greater right of inftervencion in the day-to-day
organizasion of the household and supervision of &the children,

Thus, not only did the lesser consensus of che parents in
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this group of families make the reaching of agreements a
greater problem than in the other families adopting parther-
ship, the fact that tvhere was & greater area in which both
partners could intervene meant that there were more matters
which depended upon agreement being reached, the parents not
heling prepared to delsgate the determination of them to one
individual., Thus the sheer tésk of reachnling agreement became

1

fight 1t be

el

feim
o

Ho

a problem of several-fold greater magnituds.

ual

o

that the various reactions to this situvation (habi

gquarrelling, permltted mstriarchy, dominsnce and withdrawal)

were defences agalnst an intolerable burden of accommodation?
A conspicuous feabure of the management and direction

of the famlilies studied was the exclusion from them of

children and adolescents in most of the cases, Only in

* (four tradesmen's and three profesaionsalst)

seven famllles®
were sons and daughters admiited to the parents' confidence
concerning matters of policy, the parents glving the reasons
for thelr decislions and inviting the expression of the
children's wishes., And only in two > (both professionals’)
were famlly conferences held and adolescents allowed to

exert influence in deciding such famlly matters as the

ordering of household routine, which members should take



holidays and for how long, how members should be disciplined,
1
and how much money the family should save.

4, External Liaison

I have already shown how their control roles reguired
the father and mother to have supervision of the more public
and personal matters respectively. They also had certain

specific tasks o perform in the public and personal fields,

1
The types of husband-wife relationshlip which were

Identified in Melbourne in a study reported by Ceser and
Hammond, editors (1954, pp.164 to 179, and 244 Lo 248) are
of a different order from the control types which I have
ldentified in this chapter, and so cannot be compared with
them, It would be misleading, for instance, to take their
terms, autocrabic and gyacratic as equivalents of patriarchy
{whether leglitimate or assertive) and partnership. dQheir
method has not allowed them o have rezard for the parts which
principle, consent and delegation play in constituting
control relationships. Consequently, they have not been
able to give due acknowledgment to the fact that antecedent
decisions determine the meaning of current deciszlons. Ffor
example, bhey descrite as autonomic any occurrence in which
only one partner {(ssy the husband) both decides on an action
and carries it out, and they have not inquired whether he
does 80 because his wife has azreed that he shall take
decisions of chat kind on behalf of them both, DIhis means
that what they have classified as autonomic behaviour will
make up a large part of all of the types which I have iden-
tified since it can indicate mutuasl dependence as much as
Independence, Secondly, these workers have not based thelr
types on a consideratlon of specifically conitrol activities,
ag 1 have gought 50 do, but on the ratioc of the simple
arithmetical suma of sthe differen: declsion-acilon combinations
in all areas of Family activity {(pp.138 and 137)., It is hard
o understand whal diffuse items of objecsive reallty such
ratlos represent, but It is not 5o be expected Lhas they
would yield the sort of conitvrol types which I have heen
dealing with,
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the assumption of these tasks may also be partily explalned

chelr own cccupaiions glve them more

experlence of the LHype of transaction needed than the trades-

men's do,

some gpeciflc tasks of a related kind which

certain fabthers in both groups undertook were L0 see Lhat

5
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family members were not charged exiortionats prices for
professional or trade services, and to see that thelr children
received falr treatment and reward in their full-time or
part-tbime employment,

In the other haad, 1t was the moGther who had to keep

up personal assoclatlons, whether with relatives or friends,

and whether the relatives were on her own side of the family
or the father's, 438 has bsen saild, the rationals for shis

nment to the mother of the care of personal relation-
ships was related ¢o the facts that the father was pre-
occupied in more public responsibilities, and that the
mother was believed to have a nabtural gift of intuition
wilch enabled her to be more insigntful in dealings with
people.

he mother's assumption of bhese responsibilicies mesant
that she had Yo arrange for visiss, elther way, with rela-
tives or friends, to make the necessary preparations; such
as doing special cooking, and to do most of the entertalning,
Mothers supervised some of thelr husbands'! socilabillty
actbivities as well as thelr own and jolnt activitles, especial-
1y those of thelr husbands! engagements which affected the
family's public standing. They kept an eye on what invita-
tions were received for instance, saw that none were treated

carelessly, and saw that they were duly reciprocated, It
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also usually fell to the mothers to maintain moss of the
correspondence with relatives, friends and aﬁquaintaﬂces.
some wives claimed that thelr husbands would be owned by
nelther friends nor relatives 1f it hadn't been for their
ovn regular correspondence on thelr husbands' behalf.
Children and adolescents were encouraged by thelr
parentg, but by mothers particularly, to make riends of

.

chelr own and, in most cases, Lo invite them home. Perhaps
they would be allowed to Invite them to a parcy. There were
few @arents who felﬁ they could be carsless of supervision
over the friendships which thelr children formed, and a
number had had to intervene at scme stage bo discourage a
child from agsocliating with an "undesirable" companion,.

They felt that Inviting friends home waz the best way of
screening them, as well as being a way of consolldatving

the friendships.

The exten: to which children and adolescents were
expecied to assoclate with adults who were guests of thelr
parents was arrestingly different for the bwo occupational
groups, {radesmen's children were ssldom exgected to do
much of this, unless inclination led Shem to, But profes-
slonals! children, except Tor those who were very young and
would be restless, were ugually expected o spend some Gime
with She guests, to greet them and converse with them, and

nerhaps help to offer food and drinks co them.
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5., Soeclalization of the Children

The familles of the sample were much the same In the
areas they allotted to sach parent for the soclalization
of the children, but they varied in their methods for doing
i, I will desl first, then, with the allocation of areas
of activity; and afterwards with the precise definition
of the parental roles.

A8 the mother was ab home much more constantly than
the father, whose work tocok him ocut of the famlly circle
for the greater part of the asctlve day except at wesk-ers,
time and place dictated that the mother should play the
leading part in She socializgtion of the children. I have
said that the mother was mainly concerned with the personal
care and supervision of the children. Bubt her close conbacé
wlth them for these reasons was almost continuously accom-
panied by a soclalizing purpose, as she tralned them to
care for themselves, and as she trained them in skllls,
mannars and good behaviour, Thus 1t was predominantly the
mothers in all families who gave the children thelr detalled
directions and thelr mowal instruction. In most families
the fachers were content to leave these matbers to the
mothers excepl in situations when they were alone with the
children and direction became inescapable. Six professionals

and three tradesmen, however, voluntarlly undertook a larger
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ghare of the direction and moral instruction of the children
during thelr time at home; and two further tradesmen actually
rivalled thelr wives 1n this sphere, due to each of thenm
nolding a special theory about child-training, This closer
assoclation of the mother with the children in the proceas

of thelr training probably accounis for bthe fact referred

to earlier (Chapter VI, p, 184 ) that, where the parents’

tudes or values diverged, the children

[

res?onsibility att
adopted those of the mother, except In some of She cases
where the fabher nad a greater share than was ususl in thelir
direction,

But, although faithers were largely exempt, because of
abgence, from lssulng the routine directions, they were
required when at home to support the mothers, to uphold
their rulings if a child questioned or resisted them, and
to share with the mothers the admonltion and punishment of
offenders. Most mothers liked to feel they had someone to
whom they could appeal for an expression of stronger dis-
approval or the exertion of more severs punishment in She
event of serious misdemeanours or repeated commissions of
the same offence. In all of bthe families the fafthers
accepted the roles of supporting the mother in the discipline
of the children, and most of them accepted 23 well the

parit of the stronger and sterner arm of Lhe family law, and
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became the parent whose intervention the children feared
most., Thls was so whether thelr intervention Gook the form
of physical punishment, non-physical punishment or merely

verbal reproof,

4,

C

Parents of both sexes gave several reasons to justlfy
this arrangement., One was that fthe moiher needed somne
rellef from the constancy of correction. Another was that
che mether 1n question simply could nob cope emotionally
elther with severe punishment or admonition; she tended

to lose control or become hysterical and was more upsed

by the whole 3ituatlicn than the children themselves. A
third reason was that 1t was desirable to balance the amount
of frustration and unpleasantness which the children suffered
at the hands of each parent. Otherwise, with the mother
executling the routine punishments and corrections, the
father would Sake an undeserved appearance of bLenevolence

in the children's eyes and become more popular with them

in comparison with the mbther.

Now for the wmore varisble features of the parental
roles. Just as there were traditlonal and more experimental
forms of famlly government, so there were traditional and
experimental methods for fthe rearing of children. But even
Ehough such differences were apparent, all of che parents

Telt that they were In a new era so far as this question
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was concerned. They were all self-conscious about thelr
approach to thelr children, belisving that children were
under a new dispensation, and that the treatment now consl-
derad appropriate to them was very different even from that
which they had experienced themselves one generation pre-

£

vicusly. I& was according to whleh features of

«

this new
approach the familles elscited to adopt and which they lefwu
azide that differences between them had taken shape.

There were four main elements to bhe distinguished in
the ideal bype of the new appreach to children., The firsig
was the belief that one needed to egquip oneselfl with know-
ledge in order to deal with children effectively, Iilerely
to imitate others, or %o repeat the methods of rearing one
had experlenced in childhood, =s nad been done in the tradi-
tional approach, would not suffice. Phere was a need Lo
know somethling aboulb the psycholozy of chlldren, and thelr
different stages of development, and to observe and respect
their individual differences. The second element was a
belief that parencs should be compaznlions to their children,
and not the remote authorities they had been in earlier
generations. They should asscclate inbimately with the
children and show as much equality with them as possible;
specifically, they should let the children see that the

things which they are dolng bobth at home and away from home
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are novlced, they should give the children help in achieving
whatever pgoals they choose for themselves, they should be

careful to demonstrate affection for them, and they should

1

make oceasion to amuse and entertain them. The third and
fourcth elements had to do with a diffsrents conception from

the traditional one, of what one was aiming to produce as a

socialized chlld., While 1t was thought that the traditicnal

;«J-

aim had been to produce an obedient child, the modern alnm
was Te produce a self-regulating child, Children, it was

believed, would be socilalized, not by suppression of thelr
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inclinations, nub by expression of
which, Lhey would learn to realize, sei the limits for
them, Also, while 1t was thought the traditional aim had
been oo produce a chlld prepared for duly, the newsr alm
was Lo produce 2 child with svery potentiality developed.

It was 1n the professionsla’ families much more than
in the tradesmen’s that parents were psychologically Informed

XX t o
There were only Lwo amongel the forbty

avout childran,
professional parents who had not discussed, read or btheorlzed
about child developmeni, and who had not observed thelr own
chilaren to discover their individual characiteristics and
needs, About one half of the parents of the tradezmen's
families had done the same, but the remainder were falrly

lgnorant of the needs and natures of children., In most of



the cases where parents exhlbited thils psychologicesl
lgnorance, they did sgo together with thelr spousssg, but

three fathers {one bLradesman and bLwo professionals) exhiblied
lgnorance in assoclation with very thorough knowledge on

the part of thelr wilves., These men had delliverately rsaalined

ng that it was not "the msn's concern’

There were Lhirteen families {six itradesmen’'s and seven
professionalst) In which she parents had =o consciously
formulated and appllied theories of child developmenlk thatb

he

Ly

s themselves regarded thelr methods of trainlng as

q‘vz
o

cxperimental.’’ The fact thet only two of these were

familles which adopted legliimate patriarchy suggests that

congervatlve husband-wife relations may te asscciated with

nore conservative parent-chlld relations, Lrgept for two
cases, In dilferent wa these parencs were seeking to avold
for their chlldren certain deprivations or personalliy

o

efects whlch they telieved themselves (o have besn curdened

-
4
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semebimes as a resuls of mistaken Strainlang., The

&
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particular sspect of perscnality whlch they hoped fo foster,

.,

e rivation they hoped So obviate, depended on bLhse

>
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particulsr thing from which they weve reacting, In nine

rents had suffered severe

0

families where one or toth p

represalve disclpline and what seemed to them arbiltrary
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gatriction of thought or behaviour, the dominatlng idea

Ca

was to glve the cnildren smple freedom of expression, and

rignbs of self-determination and =zell-development, These
parents gave gir chilldren few directives and 1ittle dirccs

auvtiority, and that they would curb their inclinations oub

child should suffer no resistance o his will exceps whnen

he came un against someone else who desired something different;

shen 1% becsme a trial of strength, and it was deslrable
gometlmes Lo deliberately wive in to the c¢hild so that he

3
('

lathter th

s

would not feel impotent. 0o

by a Father who was fervently attached to the belie

4

(’)
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his mebno rearing would eradicate gull:, and conseqguently

”

2

"the neurosss from which 20 per cent of modern people suffer.”
Parencs in several of these famlliez confessed Lo

r thsories inadequate, and were returning to

i

finding thel
tradicional methods, 4 number of the children complained
gbout Lthe state into whlch the methods had broughit eliher
themselves or their siblings. One daughter of fourceen sald,

"I absolutely must be organized and no-one will orzanize me



here.” 4 son of another family, aszed eighteen, sald, "Dad

wori't conorol us, I'd rather have a fabher who'd take more

contrel, 1I'd like to =ee more organization in the running

1

of the familiy

[N

tself; there's no organlzailion here at all:
we kids geb too free a run. The set up I'd like is where
you could more or lesg look up to your parenis, and not see
then degra&ed by the children, J[he father ought to be the
domlnant person in the nousehold, and the children, and the
mother tco, ouzht to obey him."

In one of Ghese famlilies which emphasized preat Irecdom
of expression, and in two cthers whose experimentallsm was
reactionary, the parents had aimed %o rear the cilldren

"py love', meaning by that the avoldance of direction end

e

punishment, and dependence for direction and correcitlon on

example and the evidence of hurt suffered by the parents as

-
1

a consequence of the chilidrer's misbehaviocur, 3Both parenis

[y

of two of these familles and one parent of the third expressed
disillusicnment about the mebhod, and confessed S0 returning
to more conventional methods of punlshment and the izsue of
direct dInssruction., 411 of the children expressed dlssatise-
faetion, indicating & wish 5o have been maﬁlded more firmly,

or showing sbtrain st having been subject to an excessive

burden of moral resgponsiblilicy.



The two cases in which experimental child tralning did
not take a reasctionary form were that of one famlly whose
parents bellieved themselves o have been over-corrective
with one child earlier and were seeking ways to redress thile,
and that of another family in which one physically defective
child had strongly focussed the mother's attention on Lhe
general need to have regard for children's individualiuvy.

The 1desl of parents 25 the companions of the children
had been adopted by all of the familles, In three {two

1

tradesmen'’s and one professional’s), it had developed into
over-familiarity, the children being constantly disrespectful
gnd presumptuous towards thelr parents., In three tradesmen's
famillies and four professionals! on the other kand, the
parents soughft to pressrve respect for themselves by balancing
intimacy with occaslonal distance, They did this malnly by
placing certain of their dscisions beyond apgpeal, in order

ﬁo convey 5o the children thst there wess more in the scope

+

of thelr understanding then the children could zppreciat

4]
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In about one half the families of sach occupational grou
the parents Implemented companionship by striving Go glve
the children equal rights with themselves, by considering

1
thelr wishes and plans, The other nhalf of the families

1
This respect for what a child himself wanted stopped
short of the chlld's belng encouraged to take a total view of
the family and assist, according to the capacity hls age
‘allowed, in making responsible decisions which would affect
the whole family.



aid not consider equal rights necessary, and, while main-
taining companionship and showing the children considsration,
they strongly impressed on the children their subordinate
importance to the parents,

Paklng notice of the children and thelr activities and
demeonstrating affection Lowards them were things which both
parents of the greater number of families consciously strove
for., 3ut there was one tradesman's famlly and three profes-
slonals ! where both parents excused themselves on the grounds
that they were undemonstrabtive and unemoticnal "by nature",
and s0 unable to fulfi) that aspect of the rele, In four
other famillies (two from each occupational zroup) the
father relinguished this function 4o the mother almosgt entlirely;
the professionals largely unwillingly and becsuse of the
demands of thelir professions on their time; and the trades-
men largely voluntarily, believing thelr rcle to be prineci-~
pally that of provider for the children, while it was for
the mother to "be closer” to the children, and show thenm
perscnal interest and love. [he one matbser excepted for
these fathers was taking an interest In the children's school-
ing. For that was a matter 1n which all parents of the
sample showed intense interest, particularly from the asgpects

i

of' the child's acsdemic or sporting progress, and his

adjugtment to class-mates and teachers, All parents offered



rewards ror school achlevement, and parents of toth sexes
interested themselves in choosing schools for the children
and in seeling that vhe children kept up some sort of credli-
table performance there, Both parenits encouraged children
of both sexes Lo think aboulb their future careers and
communicated thelr own aspirations to them. A marked dif-
ference was found In the two occupational groups in the role
played by the parents in storing the children's minds wilth
general encyclopaedlc information, as distinet from know-
ledge of perscnal and practical matters. It 1s the sort of
difference which might be expected, however, in view of the
different educatlonal standing of the parents of the two
groups. In nearly all of the professionals! families,
informal education of this kind was something which bebh
parents undertook continually. Amongst the tradesmen's
familles 1% was much more commonly regarded as the father's
gualification to be able to answer questions, and mothers
were regﬁlarly depended upon to do s0 in less Ghan one half
of the families. "lhat's gomething you had betber asik your
father," tradesmen's wives would say, almost reflexly.

‘The parents of one half of the families of esch
cooupational group concelved 1t to be part of thelr parentsl
role as a companion to give the children help in thelr own

actlvities, Thus they asslsted in bullding cubby-houses,
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made equipment for games, helped with hobhles or assisted
In sporta, or put themselves at the chlldren's service in
other ways. The remalnder did practically nothing of this
kind, some because of extreme busyness, but most of them
because they did not conceive such assistance to belong to
the parental role.

It remains to consider the measures taken by parents
to ensure that the products of thelr meculding would be sell-
regulating and developed children. A1l of the parents
believed that children should develop freely and be allowed
a certain amount of thelr own way and expression. They
firmly rejected what they took to be the older vliew that
children should be suppressed, Bub at the same time, with
the exception of mest of those whose child-training methods
were distinctly experimental, the parents were cautlous about
extreme departures from traditionzl methods elfher of
directing chlldren or correctlon.

Some of the parents were exbremely careful to see
that the children were not hemmed in with restrictions, and
that they had opportunity to make cholices of their cwn. They
were encouraged, for example, to decide for themselves when
they would do certaln things, what food they would prefer,
what clothes they would wear, what form they would prefer

thelr own recreatblon to take, Parenvts saw that the children
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were amply supplied wilth opportunities to express themselves;
in play, in art, and conversatlonally in discussion. And

a numher of them were careful not to be too insistent on
exact or prompt compliance with orders, especially if the
¢hildren were very young. In dolng these things they were
applying principles which might be described as non-directlon,
expresslon and permission. 3But, at the same Ltime mosgt aof
them strove to balance these with directiocn, control and
authority, Ihey told children plainly, Tlrmly and repeatedly
what they must do, and punished disobedience, IThey gave

them to understand that there were 1limi.s to thelr freedom

of expression, especlally when in company. They plainly
showed that they themselves were in authority, and were
responsible for directing the famlly, and would curtail

Ghe activities of any individual 1f they considered 1t
necegsary for the general good.

Corrections were enforced by punishment, but there was
no attempt to motivate good behaviour by rewards in any
except three tradesmen's and one professional's family; and
sven there 1t was admitted guiltily as 1f regarded as wrong,
and only resorted to where it wes extremely difficult to
gecure obvedience, such as getting a child 5o leave for
school on time in the morning. Chlldren were gulte fre-

quent ly rewarded for specific tasks, such as mowling a lawn
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or cleaning windows, but not for behaving well. Host parents
aimed to minimize punishment, and tried to suit it to the
child's stage of development and individual temperament,
Physical punlshment was mainly for small children or for
boys up to adolescence, and was used by parents of both
sexes 1n both occupational groups, The deprivation of some
pleasure, or severe scolding, were {he commonest forms of
punishmenc, and were used in both occupaticnal categories
for children of all azes. Exclusion from the family's
company was employed in only a couple of families in each
cccupational group, The practice of making amends for

the wrong done, such as repairing damegze, was an idea which
some of the professicnal parents triled to implement, DUt

it required voo much Gthought and time for any of them to

do so consistently.

Pinally, the assignment of responsibllicy to children
ag g factor in their development to maturitiy was conspicu-
ously neglected as a princlple of Hraining, except in Cthe
case of a few of the larger families, 2But there was Instead
a strong bellef that the children should develop tvheir
physical and mental capacities to the fullest extent, For
this reason, parents excused children from work in the
home, and encouraged them to study, achieve sporting prowess,

and develop artistic skills. Although the families had
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relinguished formal educatlon to the schools, the parents
dwelt continuously on the children's school achievement,

s0 thaf for children and adolescente success In school (or

=
+

nat

i

célleée or university) became a domn 1
it meemed o a number as well to be the only measure by
which they would be ranked or be acceptable - even at home,
Mhe parents also encouraged the children Go join clubs

which were appropriaste to their ages, in order to learn to

[}

mix with other children and have expressive activities.
While both parents inverested themselves in these aspects

of their children's lives, 1t was she mothers almost
excluglvely who had to supervise the children's participation
in school and their various groups, and see that they were

1

regular, on time, had the reguisile eguipment, and so on.

6, FPerzonal 3pace

families expected Ghat thelr members would follow

b

chelr own inclinations In certain spheres, and pusrded ths

]

opportunity for them to do so., Ihere were a number of

o

i

parts o this freedom. It Included the members! rizht Lo

ot

enjoy sport, entertainment and sociablility appropriate Lo

&

el *

their age and sex,and bto pursue individual interests and
support movements, as well as thelr ri jht to simply relax,

and, in some cases, o have privacy. It would be wrong Lo



suppose that these were activities iIn which family members
necessarily asserted themselves against the fanlly by
divesting themselves of thelr famlly roles and responsibili-
tles; for, although that scmetimes happened, mest comnonly
these activiiies were engaged In wlith the family's sanotion

and knowledge and were linmlited by 1Gs necessitles, even

chwagh scme of them brought a temporary relesse from Ghe
family's presesnce, We would zain a mors gorrect slcburs
if we realized that faomily members enjoved thelr islands of

personal space less vy conguest bthan by the family’s mandate
tivities were wrliten into the roles of father snd

son and daughter, by the expectatlong of the group

s

not less than the accivities already descrive

However, these were mattsrs In which a family could

scarcely be as unlform with others as 15 could bte in mabbers
soncerning productlion and control, for example; simply

because members elected to use in differens ways the free-
dom granted Lo fthem, There was unlformity in the fact thad
much she same kindes of 1ibevriy were belleved to Ye due (o

ach Tamily
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the bhearers of a pary:
had 0o gettle for itself what acoual aciivilies on the part
of any member would be acceplbable 5o 1% fhere were soume

families where the freedom which an Individusl felt in neced

of excesded what 5he family was willing to allow. [lhen



there was a atruggle to settle the boundary of legitimate

freedom. In a few cases the sotrugale was seitled by decidling

e

to tolerate a lurgs deprse of aubonomy for members, to pub

o

£

01

[

up with 1t and make the bes it. In others the atruggle

wasg scarcely sevtled av all., It was only in these latter

o

Tamilies, where the precise extension of anyone's free-aspace
was in dlspute, that members enjoyed a part of thelr free

ertion azalnst the Family Mhus In some famllies

{'zﬁ

space by as

w

~

there was independence by assertion, just as in some there

was conirol by assertlion. But thesse are developments which

will be conaldered togethner iIn the course of the next chapter.
All parvents had freedom to engage in sport 1If they

chose, excepth bthat o small number claimed that commndiment

b too Inconvenient Lo make the effort,

[N

to the family made
Some dld not wish to take part, O0f those who did taike pari,
much the greater proportion did so separatsly from thselr

spouses, A1l parents were free t0 enjoy such entertalmment

shey

o
jo

[wy
o

as cinema, Sheatbtre, concerts, dancing, and so on,
were expected to take the greater proportlon of it In
company with their spouses or children. MNothers were free

o0 take a Ltrlp to town or Lo a friend's plsce. Iabhers who

[ay

did not themselves choose azainst 1t were fres Lo gpend

some time drinking in hotel bars, usually before comlng in

to the evening meal, although their wives Insisted on a norm
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of moderation., Parents were free to take part, according
to thelr wish, in such educatlonal groups and parsnts'

221 tn
movements as were referred so in Chapter VII {om 232 ), and,

the parents of professionals! families particularly, in
the progressive movements and beneficial organizations also
referred %o there, and in the alumnl groups of thelr old

H

scnoola; and in all of these Lhey tookk part separately from

H

1.

one another much mdre often than They took part together,
Parencs were free 0 engase in polltical and religlous
activitles if they chose, although there was one case 1in
which a favher's freedom to engage 1n polltical activitles
had Leen denied hlm because hlis wife was not in agreement
with his politics.

Within the homs parents were free to relax: glancing
through the newspaper or a magazine, listening to the radilo

g a book, gardening,

s

or records, playing cards, readin
working at a hobby -~ the wives sewing, perhaps, and the
husbands at work in their workshops. Illany wives mads
opporsunicy for relaxstlion ia the course of thelr working
day, so Gthat they could be at the command of obher members

at bthe week-end., Fathers and some school children sngaged

in sport at week-ends, and fathers who did not do so looked

s

for an extended period of relsxation. Halrly generally,

it was expected that fathers would take thelr relaxation
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in longer stretches than their wives., They were thought
to ve more In need of a "complete break! ab week-ends
especially,

Children and adolescsnts enjoyed freedom to Sake pars
in sporting clubs and neighbourncod games, and to seek
entertainment, partlcularly in the cinema; but all within
whatever 1ilmlts parents prescribed. They were, for the mosd
part, free %o engage in religious activiclies, albthough some
differences were found with respect to thls. Noast parvenbs
who were themselves religlous expected bthelr children o
follow thelr own religious activities as a model and to
adopt the denomination and religious atyle they themselves
favoured., Those parenis who were noit religlous were gene-
rally tolerant of any kind of religlous interest which thelr
c¢hildren showed, They hoped it would not last and believed
that freedom to ventilate the Interest was the best way
so exhaust it. Within the home children and adcleacents

gould coun: on a gfeat deal of free time for playlng games

and followlng hobbies,

7. HMixlty of Roles

A certain difference was noticeable in the fact that
gome families held the outlines of thelr roles ripgidly fixed

a

and, indeed, sought to make differences consplicuous, while



others allowed roles elasticity and kept differences subdued.
I refer, particularly, to the sexual differentiation, the
roles given to males and females, Whas I discuss now as
fixity of role differentiation is a different thing from
definition or lack of definition in role demarcation, The
roles can be quite clearly defined sz belonging to husband
or wife, for example, but if there is not very great fixity,
one will take the other's role ocecaslonally without sell-
consclousness, but nevertheless gulte without confusion,
gtill realizing that it is the other person's part one 1s
now playlng.

I have said that those who gdopted partnerships as the
principle of family mansgement were more disposed to recognize
that individual variations made conventional rcles leasgs
congenlal to some people than others, and that this type of
family management was more prevalent amongst professional
families, This may be conanecied with the facts shat in
professional families sexual differegces were not highlighted,
that only in six did husband and wife think it a2 matter of
honour 5o confine themselves to their own sphere,” and only
in two ol these did the husband feel 1t necessary to
congplcucusly exhibic masculinity,xx in a way shortly to be

described.
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In all other professional famlilies, while the areas
of responsibllity for husband and wife might be distinecsly
drawn, the division was regarded as a conventional arrange-
ment for economy and efficiency, and 1t was felt that ons
glmply had to leave certain things to one's partner, There
was not much feeling thet the things left to the person of
the other sex were Improper to one's own sex, and thatv 1t
was a shame to be Tound deing them, 8o husbands and wlves
had 1little compunction about trespassing on one another's
roles, if disposition, interest or need led them to do so,
There seemed to be little sex-role anxiety, little compulm
slon to assume an appearance which was not deeply reooted
in ineclination, simply for the sake of seeming a regular
man or woman,

On the other hand among trades people there was g
tendency to Invest the sexual divisisn of Ffunctions with a
symbolic or dlacritical aspect, beyond that of real Qseful«
ness; although 1t was husbands rather than wives who dld this.
Not merely did bthese men leave certein activities to thelr
wives, but In two thirds of the cases they felf 1L necessary
as well to consplcuocusly demonstrate masculinlity.,® This
demonsiration {and it was the same In the case of the two
professionals referred to earlier) took the form of completely

disscciating oneself from those matters allocated to the
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mother, of affecting ignorance of them, lack of interess

in them, Inabillty cto understand them, or even contempt for
them. Thus these fathers affected lncompetence, forgebfulw
ness or ignorance about masters of domestic organization,
contempt for detail and sxaciness, forced caguglness, in-
sensltiveness to personality, and awkwardness about religion,
culture and manners, as marks of authentic masculinity.

On the other hand, there were six professionals' and
three tradeamen's familles in which the role adherence of
hugbands and wives was very elastic., These parents siressed
the fact that they were not the type of people who felt that
one kind of work was definitely the woman's work and one
kind the man's; although thelr statements that they were
to "take over" the other's jobs, or to "help" the

willing

()

4

obher, convey the fact, for which there was additional eviw-
dence, that they observed a quite clear demarcaslion of the
ownership of tasks. However, the fathers' own roles fLended
to include more than token domestic help and more than the
cugbomary small amount of child direction,

Amongss adolescents and children, concern 5o make
sexual roles fixed by symbolic elaborasion was more universal,
and was about equally prevalent 1In both ceccupational groups.

-

Nearly all parents also felt some concern 5o see that thelr

sons and daughters developed tralts appropriate to their sex,
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although a few of the adclsscents themselves found the Lype
uncongenial and almost impossible Lo sccevs,

Smaller boys were "boys™ largely Iin so far as they
found restraint irksome and resisted it, and were bolsterous,
violent and even cruel, and unmethodlcal and roving They
strove for pnysical prowess and muscular control, and they

.

repressed sensibilicy, With qulte precoclous vehemence
some of them sXceeded adult males In exhibiting many of the
slgns of symbolle masculinlty catalogused above. This was
egpecially so amonget the sons of tradesmen, presumshly on
account of imitaiion of the models sugplied by thelr fathers.
Adolescent males s8trove for extroversion, clean-cut
decigiveness and siraight-forwardness and a haprd repreasion
of feeling., They were scornful of enthuslasm and demonstira-
tlvensss, some of them pidiculing these traltes in giris and
women; and the more gzenerous in feeling having Lo adopi some
nverted trick for the admission of sentiment, such as
jokking, teasing or flattery. They were deliberately un-~
aympathetic Lo obhers and did not invibe sympathy for them-
sslves, having an easy adapbability to Inconvenience. They

5

took knocks lightly and appeared tough and Independent.
iiven the chance chey would be bossy In a sadlstic styls,
over younger brobthers., While profoundly uneasy

about girls and unfamiliar with thelr mentality, they assumed

awagger of being successful with bLhem

48]



Small :irls were encouraped Iin modesty, and were supposed
to be less bolsterous or noisy than boys. Generally speaking,
they were under closer supervision, snd so they were more
resbricted in what they could do and where they could go,

They were conslidered very feminine if they exhibited marked
fondness for dress, ornamentaltion and sell-display.

in eXpectation to be socially decorous fell upon
adolescent glrls much more heavily than on boys of like age.

4 larvge part of thelr femininity was belleved bto consist In

ertein

C'e

their soclal competence. They needed oo e shls to ent

themzelves with

By

and behave graclously as guesis, to bear
poise and be consigtently and contlinuously careful of mamners,
even the most occaslional lapse In an unguarded moment being

shought "most unladylike." fThey were expected ©to be drsss-

conscious, and to study shysical and perscnal charm. Whille
modest, and never forward, ey were expecied Lo he taking

an interest in
was shoughs o lie in the preservation of thelr natural

refinement and sensibiiliy. by the avoidance of cosrseness.
[ ] o

Conclusgion

ta

O8

O

We have examlned how the Tamlly 1tself 5 eXpec-

tacions on its members according to the position they occupy

C)

within 1t because of their generation, age and sex. It



asgipgns them performances which divide rouchly iInto those
having to do wisch productlon, conirol, externsl lisison,
socialization and personal space. The subsidiary rolez from

these differenc arsas of activity are brought Ltogether inseo

the cardinal roles of father,

=
CJ
[
o
o
i
-
i
Q-
=5
.1-
o
i
[N

daughber, each

1 *

person naving diverse lasks Lo perform,

Some of these tasks the members dlscharge simply by
co-operation amongst themselves, for some they separate to
the hasiks relevant to Itself, In such a way that they are
pars of the person's famlly role. It may not be Immedlately

apparent now certaln sxiernal roles zare made relevant Lo Loe

i T K A Y P TR
the family or hecause the

first way are attached to fhe famlly,
the connection which aciivities sancoioned in the second
way have with the family is often not so plain; buv they
are just a3z much performed under the constraint ol family
expectabions, Thus the father's external activity in kis

due to the family from LHhe

i
[N
to

cceupation is somethling whict

v

father, and 1t iz not hard to see the commecition of this
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class type, Co strike some workable attitude of social
3Llity, to engage in business, financlsl and legal
transaciions, or to make opportunisles for gpori and enber-

calnment; or the mother's conuinual shopping eXcursions and

colng oub teo visit friends and relatives, entertaining aduly

r‘"\

P

guests or friends of the children, or recreation; or the

chd ldrenfs and adolsscencs! school or univeraslity aciivities
o ¥

their c¢lubs and nelgshbourho zangs, thelr personal friend-
ships, and their lelsure pursuiis, These activities belonp

to the family by a very forcible restraint; nobt slmply
because Lhey are engaped in by individusls who are at the
game tlme members of the family, nor because they are known
about by all members of the family, but becsuse they are
belleved to be due either to the fanily or ibts members, and
Liie

B )

are consequently carried out within the leash-hold of
family's expectabions.

The fact bhat all the Insternal sceivitles of famlly

y

oY thne Same reasons

“43
s

members are made relevant to the family

'Y

is equally lmportans, bul because it is more self-evident ic

does not need labouring., 4and, as I have shown, various

activisies from both internsl and exbernal gpheres are selected

for each person and bound together into the cardinal role
of father, mother, son or dasughter. I choose to call these

roles cardinal nobt to indicate bthat they are the mose
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attractive or abtsorbing %o the iIndividial who bears then,

but because they are hinges which cause the other roles

which the indiv idual carriea fto turn upon them, by making
his subsidiary roles relevant or even necessary to themselves
while the reverse connection does not agply. Thus there is

a sense in which 2 father 1s an engineer, a golfer, a dis-
ciplinarian, a dahlia experi and a church deacon on accouni
of being a father; but there is no sense in which he is 2z
father on account of belinz any of those Lhings. It is an

individusl's own perception of his cardinal role which 1 will

(=1
cr

now call his whole identity., For I am presuming thag
iz a cardingl role which, because it orgenizes a1l an indi-
vidual's separaive parts into one, gives him some sense of
1
unity, to which he attasches the {irst perscnal pronouns,
Of all the indlvicduals in the sample studled, except
pernaps one parent and 2 small progortion of adolescents, one

would feel confldent In saying that thelr family roles were

thelir cardinal roles, and that they regarded Lhemselves as
moGhers, fathers, sons or daughters fundamentally. It was

he family which pave order and unitiy to Ghelr

i

helr part 1n

(_4‘

1
It wlll be apparent that by cardinal role I mean some-
thing more complex than that fuslon of roles in which the
bezring of one role hecomes the gualificailon for bearing
another, e.g, when only a bachelor may be a priest.



whole lives; and there was no part which they played in

any other form of soclal crganization which came anywhere
near the famlly role in including other roles witnin 1tselfl,
This supgests that the family may play a unigue part in
securing personality organizasion., It 1s widely recognized
tha% individuals who are deprived of family life {orphans,

nd

e

‘rejected children, ummarried men and wcmen, widows
divorecees, for example) have special problems of adjustment,
It would be Interesting to inguire in what social contexts
they seek for cardlnal roleg and what success they achleve

In finding them; and whefher, in fact, cardinal roles do
exlist anywhere oubsgide of the family, Alsc, 1% would be
interesting Go explore further fthe cases of those adolescents
who cannot accept Their family roles and so cannot make Chem
thelr cardinal roles. ‘lhese adolescents will fend to have
more than one centre of organization {(one in a peer group,
say, as well as one established earlicr in the family) and

30 be divided In themselves.,

Precisely Decause the family role is a cardinal role,
the ushering of children throu:h adolescence into parenthood
is difficult. They need to be led within thelr families of
origin to the point where they can commence to be independent
husbandsg and wives, and subsequenily fathers and mothers,

Even after that they need to retain some foobting in the
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famliies from which they have sprung, as the data on kinship
relationshipe show, [his means that their family rocles must
constantly change by small incremenibs in the direction of
decreasing dependence and subordination and increasing
regponsibility and authorlty. If an individual's cardinal
role 1s to have continuity, and 1f it is to be undivided,
what seems to be necesgsary is that 1t should be constantly
modifled uantil the individual is resady to slip from the
bosom of one famlly into that of arnother, and still retain
some place 1n the first, The small amount of responsibllity
and almost negliglble amount of authoriﬁy glven to adoles-
cents In most of the families studied suggests Shat this
condition is not Yelnpg met 1n most of the cases, and not
only in those where the adolescencs' family roles have hecome
definicely unacceptable to them, 3ut the discussion of this
must be postponed,
When I say that the family role was the cardinal role

of nearly all Individuals in the study, I do not mean at

11l to convey that all members of all families did in fact
comprehend every activity without exception in thelr family
role, for that 1s not implied, I am writing rather of the
gtructural possibllity within the family role, which the
comparlson of a number of cases helps 5o make plain, Ffamilieg

varied creatly in the degree to which the entirety of their
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members! activities was stored into famlly reles or eluded

that regularizsation by being autonomous: and, Indeed, Ghis

appeared to be the most strikin: sccilolerical difference

between Shem. That difference is the basglis for the Lypology

of families undertaken in the following chapter, I have
already intimated that this evasion of regulation occurred
in family control and personal space, and the typology maies
ugse of that fact,

Tbe'obligatory character of expechbatlions suggests thact
it is not a matser of indifference what subsldiary tasus
are atbached 50 each cardinal role which the famlly carrles.
One may be tempted to shink, particularly in view of the

variailon between the role differentiation of similar groups,

o

that division of functions is a matter of convencion simply,
and leave it at Shat. But it iIs not impertinent 5o ingulre
why certain tasks are abtached to the bearers of others. I
have said that the subjects of the research themselves
helleved in the appropriateness of some tassks, because they
made use of presumed blelogical or psychologlcal capesclities
of the individuals to whom they were given. Are any msjor
principles discernible by an observer, by which tasiks with

comnon elements have been clustered in the same cardinal

role?
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ke answer to such a guestion could be voluminous,
but 1% i1s only appropriate %o make a few polnts hriefly.
First of all, 1t wes interestin: to notice how uniform most
families were in the main lines of demarcation of sex and
age roles, and that differences were much less striking chan
likeness., The differences noted were mainly of a kind in
which certain acbivities, customarily undertaken, were under-
taken to a legs or greater degree than usual, Where there
were more exireme divergences, as in the asseritlve relation-
ships between husband and wife, the accompanyln; dissatlis-
facticn was partly expressed in the fact that at least one
partner felt that the "proper' arrangement was not being
obgserved, the ccnception of whet was proper being based on
an 1dea of what was customary.

This likeness 1s interesting because 1t exists In
conjunction with differences, already demonstrated, in
social class, responsibility attltudes, values, and outward
or inward orientation, as well as differences even in which
principle of family control was consclously followed. This
suggests that there is something fairly standarg about
family roles for the society, which is independent of the
Influence of ihose other matters 1In which famllies are
permitted to vary, perhaps radlcally, from one ancther., If

that 1s so 1t may be becsuse fThere 1s a value for adjustment
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in conforming to the conventional pattern, which families
who believed themselves to be deviating from type needed
more than they knew. It may also be because the roles have
certaln principles of consistency waich make 1t economical
to adopt them in tote 1f one adopis them in parst, due to the
nresence of common elements In the different tasks. Ior
instance, glven the fact that the father's avllicy Gc pursue
constant work is greater than the mother's, on account of

the mother's handicap in pregnancy and lactation, the family
will be disposed bo de§end on him tc earn the income. It

hag tended to add to this any tasks which depend on experience
in assoclating more widely outside of the home, sXcept those
connected with maintaining the quality of personal relaslons,
in which the mother 1z mcre adept. The mother, having to

bear and care for infants, and not going out to work, will

be assigned the tasks of continuing to care for the growing
children, and supervise and train Gthem, There has heen a
tendency to add to this all domestic btasiks, except the

heavier ones demanding a man's muscular exertion; and to add,
as well, tasks reguiring an understanding of personalities.
One scarcely needs to inguirse into the scienkific Lruth of

the grounds for role differentGiavion which she zubjects
advance {although those are complex matters whlch should be

inguired into) in order to discern a degree of rationality




in the parental roles, in the sense %hat tasks reguiring the
game capacitles, experience, mobillity, knowledge and sikills

are clustered in the same cardinal rcle, Given the human

o

fact of the protracted dependence of chlldren, and the modern
fact of urban, Indusitrial society In which occupailons are
highly specialized and generally carried ocut away from che
home, %he arranzement seems highly adaptive.

It remsins to say a word sbout the way in which famlliy
roles are related Lo one snother, One of the thinzs which

forces 1tsell on an observer of families, is that a family
fzces a unique protlem becsuse 1T maintalins greal Intimacy

in the presence of great differences -~ She difference of

age between the generaticons and of sex between otne parents

and sibliﬁgs, and all the differences of reaction, Lemperament,
experience, cateiories of Ghought, knowledge and nsed which

those differences luply., If these differences are Lo De

%

respecbed and not suppressed for the sake of a gpurious egse

of operetion, some provigion has o be made Lo bridee

a

to

stance; since 15 cannot be abollshed, however much conver-
gence may be echieved in metters im wilch 1t 1s possible for
Indlviduals of different sex or age to asres, It would seen

from this study that self-asssumed authority Is the only means

by which to regulate relations bheiween older, sxperienced and

responsihle parents znd ehildren who have neos yei learnsd



responsibllity and are yeb unable to appraeciste the need for

1., This 1e always true, even though the need lor authority

)
of

W 4 ) . o . .3 R } TR S
lessens with bthe maturisy of the cehild, I¢ i1s signiilcant

the parents fell a need
5o impress upon the children that 16 was they who were In

control, howsver companionsble they may bamve tesn In the

. . ) ; s } o

process; and thac most of those who praciised methods of

=4 » L1 sl 3 = T o . o “ I T < -

dlscipline which lacked the element of suthority conlessed
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them fneffectlive, Similaoriy 16 would soonear thal delspaled
17 [ Sl g ki AT

authority is needed oo bridge the dlstance bebween the sexes,

4 delegation of final authority bo one parent was found 1In
a number of families, snd 17 all except che most unstable

] ] i Ly o e . T e i PR & W1 . sl
famllies there was av least a delegstlion ol spheres of

aushorlsy to each parvens. [Jhus we [ind fthau relationships

in authorisy in the yroug which is the most
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In view of this fact it is partlcularl

apzpreciace the distinction beiween authoricy and autocoracy,

i

£3

W
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and realize tha’ when observers distingulsh, for example,
hesween autocratic and democratic family "atmospheres”, as
Lewin {1948, pp.34 o 102) has done, democratic should nol
be congbrued as implying an absence of autherity, It refers
ratihier £o the fact of differences and the need for measures

to ses that differences receive conaideration, such as by

v
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muetuzl coasulsation., The present data suggest that aubhorisy

f

=

itgelf arises out of the same necessity, so that a firm
authority structure may 1tseld De indlspensable to a demo-

eratic famil

e

"



Chapter IX

FANILY TYPES

1., Dhree Types of Family

In the previous chapier I stated that famlilies differed
frem one anocher in the extent to which the whole of fheir
members! activities was made relevant to the family by
being wriltten into thelr cardinal roles, or evaded regula-
tion by belnyg aubonomous, I also pointed out how actlons
concerned with famlly control and personal space varied in
these ways, The behaviour of the parents in thess domalns
showed three typical developmenits, To each of these deve-

looments other factors agpeared (o be closely connscted, 80
- e v k)

that three famlily master-types could be ldentiiled, by

using for an index rshe combination cf a certain bype of
contrel and a certain use of personal gpace, Thege types

Pag

can be described as ideal models, to which, of course, any
reald Tamily only approximated. A1l families of the sample
could be classified by the type to which they approximaced
mest nearly, but any actual famlly might conbaln some facbors
which were more characheristic of other types. The boldness
wich which “he types can be drawn will be parsly due o the

faclt that they are fictional, Bubt when factors are depiched



as hanglng together 16 is only because thev have bheen found

o

to do so. App

Ci}

ndix D summarizes the simple types by which

£ EL

]

the families have beesn clasgified so far. Appendix E gives
the classilication of the families as master-cypes, and
shows the clustering of factors on which the ideal models
have been bullg.

£y

The indices of the family types will be plven first,
in order thas their likeness and difference may be sharply
drawn., After this a {uller, illussracive account will be
actempted, and in che course of 1t the facsors which cluster
Gogether to constltute sach type will be 1semized. Some of
these factors are concerned with family roles or external
relations which have been discussed earlier, 3Some are
concerned with the personal relacions betwsen the famlly
members, discussion of which 1s Intrcduced now for the firsi
sime.

Me first type of family can be called the adaptation

Lype, because in 1t the relationship beﬁween husband and
wife 1s charscserized by a merxed difference in the satis-

LY W PR, g 3 S . T Ty ¥ FR er e g
facitlions which they seek, and by measures which Shey take

to adapt 50 one another in the face of the difference, which

neipally, the difference 1s dealt

}«u

is franzly admltted, Pri
wlth by granbing a certain charter of independence Lo each,

e parenss scarcely think in terms of legitimgfe perscnal
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space at all, bul claim instead a large ares of personal

independence, for which Ghey do nod wish to be parilcularly

e

regponsivle Lo the famlly this 1s acgulesced to by one's

;
partner on the weore or less contractual basis of receiving
egual consideration, In this situstion, with the parents

separabely turning away from the family, principle in family

control is neglected., Control activities shrink to expedienst

=

intervention for the sske 0of keeping things golng. &
becomes a matber of Indifference which parinsr exercises the
control, and 1% is usually left to that one whose persconaliiy

makes him most glven Lo organizing., As famlly control only

g acvivicles which are pretty well residual so the

o

aflec
parents! more satisfying activities outside, 1t 1s seldon
frustrating, even fhough it mizht be assertive due to one

1
pariner's feeling he hag to do somebhing in the absence of

any settled arrangement., Thus Independence replacing legl-
Cimabe personal space, comblaed with conirol in ithe form of
expedient incervention (perhaps with an assertive characier)

provides a ready index for recognizing the adaptation type

of family.

il ‘
Vhere I refer to elther one of bhs Lwo paritners of s
marriage, the sex belng Indifferent, I will simply use the
pronoun "he" for the sake of avoldin: clumsiness, although
it should be understeod thas "he (or shel” 1s the sense.



R

The second type of fam!ly makes a polar opposite to

s,

this., It can be called the ldentification type, because

in iﬁ husband and wife seek the same satisfactions and be-
lieve that they will be realized through the guality of
the family's life and nobt through independent activity, so
thelr separate interests are identified with the family,

s8 of sanciioned

e

Both of them willingly accept the lin

personal space, for all of which they acknowled e full res-
ponsiblility to the family, and in some cases all but the
sia Llest amount of it is volunbarily surrendered, FParents

FI]
i

in this type of family are not without differences, but they

L

are not differences in the satisfactlons sought, es 1s the
case In the adaptstlon type. They are ilrremovable differ-
ences, such as those due to sex, experisnce, Lemperament,
judgment and knowledge. These differences are acknowledpged
willingly, but they are dealt with by a delegation of areas
of authority and not by Iindependence from the famlly, Each
partner is given the scope his individuslity demsnds by
being placed in final charge of an area of the family's l1life
and nobt by bteing independent of it., [his means that control
is lepitimate and strongly marked by delegated authority.

.

Mie index of the 1dentificstion type of famlly, then, is the

cg of

jie
Cj

combinatlon of a spontaneous acceptance of the lim

legltimate personal space {which is, perhaps, even voluntarily



i
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[

i

curtalled) and legitimate conbrol marked by delezated
suthority.

Intermediate between these two 1s a third type which

iz probably best designated false identification because of
the way 1n which any admission of differences into the
parencs ! relstionship 1s suppressed for the sake of a spurious
ease In regulating the family's corporate life. DThe partners
tie their personal interests to the family, bubt either each
one's inverests are confused and conflicilng or each lacks
confidence that the other'partner is aiming for the same

kind of satisfactlon., Jhe result is a form of control which

-

is suppressive, and, very probably, asssrtlve. Ihis entails
much personal frustraztion and the paritners are deeply dis-
satisfied, because, haviné tied thelr personal Interests to
family 1life, they sustain a high expsctation of satisfaction
from 15, only ic te constantly disappolinted., In conseguence,
they boith experience a pressure Lo move out of the famlly
circle and so press for the legltiwization of a greaber
amount of personal space. [hey do not ask for independence,
a3 do the partners In the adaptasion type, hecause of thelr
deep sense of involvement in the famlly, At the same time,
in order ©0 be sure that the family does not suffer through
lack of support from the other partner, each keeps a Jealous

.

waichh to see that the obther's personal space 1 ricued,

[

o]

r

&

5
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The upshot is that the boundaries of the partners' lezitimate
pergonzl space are perpetually in dispute, The index of
this type of family 1g a combinatlion of repressive concrol

and constant pressure towsrds more personal space.

i
;,_u

1l be seen that these types reduce basically to

e.’.&

3, k)

h difference beiween Che gartner

a

three ways of dealing wic

The adaptation type grants an area of independence cutside

the family, the ideniificacvion Sype grants an ares of

authordty within the family so that externsl independence

7 il

13 unnecessary, and the false ldentiflcation typs as

¥

empli s

(.
[

to prevent differences Trom ajspearing, and both independence

o
&
0

thority are repupgnans to 1t. Iliowever, ths
the differences wnich the three stratagems attemplh to deal
wlth are not albogeblier Hhe same. The differences which the
adaptasion oype tries Lo c¢ope wisth is a basic difference of
alm. The ldentificaclion type, on the other hand, iIs only

found where a basic comnunity of aim is presupposed, and the

t actempbs 50 deal with sre thoss Iirremovable

[

differences
differences of sex, sxperience, Gtemperament, Gtaste, Jjudgment,
and so on, [he Talse didentificaslon type tends to find
voth winds of difference embarrassing and Sakes represslive

mezsures apainst beth, without discriminating much between

Them,



In assigning the families of the sample to the type
whilch they approached most closely, the distribution of

Sypes was simlilar in the two occupational groups, Tabl

L]

1Xa gives the incidence of the thrse types in the Lwo
1
roups
Number of | Number of Total
Jamily Type tradesmen's iprofessionals ! jnumber of
famllies families Tamilies
Adaptation type 2 2 4
Falgse Identifilcavion
type 3] 8 11
Idencificabion type 11 12 23
Total number of famlilies iB 20 58
L
Table IXa
1
In the intrcduction (Chapter II, p., 41 } T ssated
that no distri“ution of factors would be made the subject of
analysis 1 there was any reason for sugposing it ©o be g
function of the sampling. There Is some resson 0 SUHL0SE
shat the distribubion of bthese types could reflect a dif-
ferential degree of infterest In a resegarch project on the
family. Hembers of identlfication type families would,
perhaps, be more insterested In famlly resesrch than those
of false ldentificacion type, and these in turn might be
more Interested Gthan those of adaphation type famllies., It
is unlikely that the Giscriwubtion reflects bhis differentisl
interest simply, bub 1t has possibly been affected “3 it
in part. Por these reasons no use is made of the sample
incidence of the sypes, I simply compare bheir cuaracuer.



In thle Sype of fTamlly the parvrenis! values were patently
divergeni. They may have chared some valuss, bub the
1locasion of thelr bime and otihie Interests which They
were precccupled showed thalb the Shings they valusd moss
led thewm apart, They may even have followed the same Lype

e T, . S5 pm * o L g n o [ I S S A g - Ty e
of wvalue, for Instsznce partisansiilp or egolssic values, bub

5]

fﬂ

sheszs values are by thelr nature divisive unless tho
Ty lli" ™ Fham nTie oo l‘!'ji o el e oo am 1"v - R er] e 1
DOLLZ NG LO8n are commioLed O preclSgly the Bame CcontCrgud

gnd., In these families membership was elther noi valued

tion with other

e

at all, or only weakly valued in compet
values, except That in one cise 1t was pursued 1un a very

restricied area which was excluaive of ithe famlly

3 d ATy
I_lg_».d...a;u
. -

108e 4L,

In one of the four familles approximating to this type
the mother valued membership, but only expected Lo realize
1t in her own family of origln. Her 1life st1ll revolved
around the home of her own parents, with whom she spent a
great deal of time and to whom she gave a great deal of
service, Her husband, on the other hand, minimized his
contact with these In-laws, and sought his msin satisfaction
in egolstlic lelsure activities. He spent most of his non-
working time following sport, reading, drinking In various

hotels, studylng form guldes and backlng race-horses, This
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man had married in his late thirties and had been unwilling
to modify his former manner of life. He expected Lo continue
unchanged and permitted his wife to do the same. In anobher
of these families both parénts were strongly commitied %o
partisanship values: the father to the Iabour Hovement, the
mother Go feminism, coupled with a utopian interest in
socialism, ’Ihe father 's non-working time was engaged in
activity in support of the Iabour ilovement, in reading polie
tlcal literature or in drinking in hotels. The mother
enjoyed a similar reprieve from too great a family commic~
menkt, and passed Sime in diverting part-time occupations,

in women's movements, and in reading political and feminlst
vooks and fiction, In a third family the mother was occupied
with activities for the Labour iovement, in the study of
Fabian soclalism, feminism, and political and economic
problems, and in promoting educational movemenis., She wss
80 steeped in one of these movements as o descrlibe 1f as
her "way of life". These activities took her away from

home a great deal during the day and evenlng, and for a
number of weekw~ends and longer periods throughout the year.
Her husband was in possession of a comparable independence,
spending his time in photographlc and sclentific societies,

Ll

n cultivating an appreciation of music, in fishing and

e

~building, #Finally, in the fourth family of this kind

<r

hos:
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the father's non-working time was intensively devosed @o
classical studies in language and literature, and 5o music,
These studies were pursued within the home and sometimes
within the circle of the assembled family, but the father's
continual withdrawal to a world with which his wife and
children were completely out of conbact meant thas his
independence was no less real Ghan thast of the otﬁer fathera
mensioned above, His wife, similarly, enjoyed a certain
independence, though perhaps less willingly than that of
the other mothers mentioned hsre, as she was conslderably
more absorbed in her children., She strove for a cultural
distinction of her own in reading modern literature, in a
theatre movement and in giving support to the kindergarten
movement,

IJ6 will be evident that these families all belonged to
the kind which has been descrited as positively out-golng,
for 1t was the attraction of the parents' external, inde~
pendent activities which weakened the importance of the
famlly to them. In thelr external activities members of
this type of famlily tended (o seek voluntary aassoclabtion
rather than primary relations., As would be expected, what
primary relationships were cultivated were cultivated apart
from the family circle., None of these families evinced good=~

neignbourly relations. I'here was a propensity for members
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of this type of family to adopt ubopian or distrait resg-
ponsaibility attitudes.

ITheir external activities were regarded by the actors
themselves, as well as by other members of their families,
in a way quite peculiar to this famlly type. They were
thought of as belng independently one's own, an opportunity
to 8lip out of the influence or supervision of the family
and responsibllity to it, and to act, to a large degree at
least, without the knowledge or concern of the others.
Becauge thelr expectaiion of satisfaction was mainly attached
to independent activities such as these, and because ample
opportunity was allowed for them, the parents were generzally
reagonably well contented with one another and the family.
The satisfactions of chlldren and nome wefe regarded as
more or less added satisfactions which strongly independent
individuals, having other satisfactlions to draw upon, might
contract Logether to supply, by contributing either an
income or domestic service.

These parents were all conscientious in discharging
thelr part of the contract, especially in those more public
aspects which others would notice, and they were even dis-
posed to drawing their relatives' and friends' attention
to the fact. Wives would point outf, for instance, thac

‘bhey always prepared the meals on time or that they had
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done everything possible for the chlldren's health and
education, husbands that they had always brought in the
money and that no member of the family had ever been in
want or trouble, But the contract was fulfllled 1in the
splirlt of contract; famlly roles were clipped Lo a bare
minlmum, and there was no effort, such as was observed in
gome obther familles, to abound 1n service towards Ghe other
partner. Each was expected to do as much for himself as
possible, If the contractual dependence was felt Lo . be a
tie, partners comforted themselves wlth the cold economic
thought that they got something 1n return for what they gave.
Of the functions that I have called fringe functlons, these
fémilies freely surrendered recreation and religion (if
they valued religion ac all) to the external society, not
caring to make any provision for these things asmongst thenm-
selves., Family members rarely spen:t holidays together, for
instance. As for productlon, the third fringe functlon,
although there were only four cases within the sample of
this type, a clear difference appeared between Ghem in
respect to 1t. In two of them productlive activitlies were
severely curtalled to the barest minimum, nelther parent
having time to spare from external engagements "to do any-
thing about the place" at all., In the remailning two, gquite

a large amount was done directly by both parents towards
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mainteining the house and keeping the family fed and clothed,
as thié material help for one another was undersfood'to make
a definite part of the contract,

Under Ghese contractual conditions, taking decislons
for the whole famlily became an irksome responsibllity. In
the two tradesmen's families of this type control was "left
to chance”, in the two professionals! families there was a
faint-hearted assent to the partnership principle. But what
happened 1In fact in all four families was that management
ook shape more under the influence of personality factors
chan under the influence of principle. In the tradesmen's
families assertive patriarchy and assertive matriarchy had
developed, the father and mother in the respective cases
belng the less accommodating partners, and guicker to sum
up a sltuation and express themselves about it. JThe partner-
ships of the professionals!' famillies were unstable., In one
the mother was compulsively dominating and more or less
took charge. The family tended to act on her directions where
they seemed convenlent organizing measures, but lgnored
them otherwise. In the other family the parents competed
to see how much overall family responsitllicy could be
folsted on the other one.

Control measures were weak in the element of principle

in the false identification type of family, Jjust as in the
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adaptation type, but there was a difference. Unprincipled
control in the adaptation type of famlly did not entall the
personal frustration which 1t brought 1n its train in the
other type. This is because it was not suppressive, although
arbltrary, For control measures were usually taken with
regard 0 a tacit agreement on maximum independence for each
partner, and they werewimpersonal, directed against the
situation rather than the person, Thus, for example, an
assertive mother 1In an adaptation type of family would decide
fhat no breakfast would be served on Sundays ~ and everyone
could adjust themselves to the fact as they chose. An
assertlive father would decide that the children might be
excused from punishment, but the mother was free to deal

with them as she saw fit,

Relationships between parents and children in these
families took on something of the same character of distant,
calculating adaptation as obtained iIn the relationship
between the parents. There was, for instance,a marked
tendency towards segregation of the generations. The
children and adolescents did not have a great deal of
assoclation with their parents, and the parents did not
believe that the children should be allowed to make too
great a claim upon them., The children spent much time in

their own part of the house, perhaps having their meals
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separately from the parents and perhapa having their own
radio sets. They were encouraged to live a life of thelr
own, and both parents and chlldren in thess famllles some~-
times confessed to being unable to enter into the mind of
the other generation. It was in families of this type (as
well as in some of the false identification type) thas
parents were prone to excuse themselves from showing affec~
tlon towards their children, on the grounds that they were
not emotional by nature,

On the other hand, in spite of this ungenerous with-
nolding of attention or affection from the children, these
parents were prone %0 claim affection from them and strove
to outmanoeuvre one another to win it., This could take the
form of concentrating indulgence on one child while neglec-
ting another, indulgence not meaning lavish affection, but
excusing a child from punishment, being lax about correction
or the insistence on standards which would be to the child's
ultimate benefit, or favouring the child unduly with gifts
and privileges, The consequence in the children's attitude
to their parents was a shrewd watchfulness, as they waited
o see which Wéy the wind would blow; whether the parent's
approach would be determined by affectlion-seeking or the
avoidance of bother. They would respond with compllance

or disobedience, according to which they thought would best
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further thelr own interests and put the parent more in
thelr power. The consequence in the children's relatlons
to one another was jealousy, guarrelsomeness, lack of
consideration and selfishness, and rivalry for achlevement,
approval and attentlion.

It was in these families, as well as in certain
famllies of the false ldentification type, that the parents'
methods of child-rearing were radically experimental, In
these families also, where there were adolescents, they
were in revolt against their parents! values, specifically
opposing some non-membership value of the parents by a
membership value of their own, as was polinted out earlier
(Chapter VI, p. 188)., The adolescents of these families
were also inclined to make their peer groups of greater

importance to them than the family,

3, The Identificatlion Iype of Family

In this type of famlly the parents were unanimous in
their values, seeklng much the same satisfactions from life,
and expecting to find them very largely through the medium
of the family itself. HMembership values were highly prized
in all of them; and all Lhe families with pure membership
value were of this type. Face values, except in two of
the less typical cases, were not only absent but strongly

renounced,
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I'he parents had the feeling that their own interests
could be so surrendered to the family that if the family
itselfl flourishned their own greétest good would be secured,
The good life appeared to them to crystallize in famlly
life, 1n the sense that all that was worth living for could
be practised concretely there, They regarded the responsi-
bility of the parental roles a2s the indispensable require-
ment for completing character and personality. Besides
thlis, the conastant companionship of one another and the
children, the charm and grace of childhood and the awakening
of adolescence were inirinsically satisfying. These parents
looked for a stable, orderly, sociable existence which
thelr own industry and thrift would insure, with a8 graduvally
improving standard of living t¢ be secured through the
father's improvemént in his trade or profession. They‘
desired some lelsure, to be spent mainly in moderate and
gimple pleasures which could be shared by the family, and
this, perhaps, made it desirable to own a car, so that the
family could move around as a unlt; and they desired comfort
and grace 1n the home,

A premium was placed on certziln personal qualities
which were believed to be necessary for preserving this
kind of family atmosphere, "HNaturalness" was placed very

high, and all family members were expected Lo be unpretentious
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and open, If anyone got "uppish" he was made a joke of
t111l he desisted, and if 1t looked like developing intc a
habit he could be pilloried mercllessly. No one was
allowed to think that prlvate endeavour and personal achieve-
ment could take prior place to the guality of personal re-
lations, ard that was what anyone who took himself oo
seriously was belleved to be in danger of doing. Members
were made to see that they should be genuinely considerate
and unselfish, which meant being ahle to drop one's task at
any time to help another person in his. Cne had to learn
to be falr, kindly, sympathetic, tactful, courteous and
interested in everyone else. A number of the parents 1in
families of this type had consclously formulated the princliple
that 1life was only satisfying if lived for someone clse,
and sald that in the family one always had one's partner
and chlldren to live for, Host of the parents were convinced
that membership values such as these were only to be reallzed
by struggling against egolstic alternatives, and they strongly
disciplined themselves and the children and challenged one
another with that fact in mind.

For the greater number of famllies classified with this
type, these personsl guallties were reguired not only for
preserving a high standard of family 1ife but for facili-

tating the realization of memhershiy In wider contexts still,
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Thus, through the external activitles of its members, the
family could be included 1n somethlng larger than 1tself,
Just as its members were included in the family., HMembers

of bthe most typical of these families exhiblited a strong
gense of publlc responsibillty and decency, and a desire to
do good to others where they could, ZXnowledze, culture aﬁd
religion were gravely respected, and usualiy cultivated, Cf
the twenty-three families approximating to this type the
parents of one were opposed to rellgion, Those of fiffeen
were actively involved in church life, and the parents of
the remalning seven appreciated the value of religion for
personal and social life, and sent their children to church
or Sunday school. Experiehceﬁ of muslec, llterature and
drama, énd a knowledze of sclence and current affairs were
shared by the members of a considerable proportlon of these
families, &galn, the membership value of these things was
stressed., They were to be regarded as experiences which
assisted 5o locate one reallstically iIn the world, in history
and in soclety. In the face of the things vhey communicated
one was expected to be humble and companionable, and not
puffed up with the pride of having scored fine acquisitlonas,
Parents were constantly trying to adjust thelr children's
attitudes to these things, especially when sometimes their

school experiences had caused them to value such things
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egolgtically. (Although, where this had occurred, the
children and the schools were hardly alone %o blame, for

the parents themselves had encouraged the children to regard
thelr school activities from the aspect of success. By
doing this while placing 2 membership valueron the sane
things at home, they were imposing ambivalent expectations
on the children.)

I hope it will begln to be apparent what I mean when
I say that In this type of family the parents identifled
their personal interests wlth those of the family. It 1is
not mystical, but means simply that the satisfactions they
desired seemed to be largely derivable from the gquality of
family life itself, so that was a primary end to which they
commi tbed themselveg; and any lndependently derivable satls-
factions, such as those to be found in one's occupation or
friendshipa, for example, were incidental to the family's
welfare and had in some way to be made relevant to 1t,

Tnis should not he taken to mean, however, bthat the
members of these families did not enjoy personal space, It
does mean that whatever personal space they did enjoy was
entirely lezltimate, having the sanction of the family
behind it and the interest of the family in i1t. Some members
of these families enjoyed a large amount of personal space

indeed, giving service, for example, in many voluntary
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assoclations, and keeping up a number of friendships. Cn
the other hand, the parents of some of the families had
voluntarily surrendered practically all of their personal
space o "doing thinzs for the family", and experlenced

ne sense of consirictlion through having done so, They
would say, "Well, I don't suppose I do ever have a minute

to myself, but I never notlice it., I certainly don't mind,
because I've made the family my life." This means that a
family of this type could show one of two quite distinct
external orientations. It was either positively out=-goling
under the constraining influence of external goals (as
opposed to the negative out-going due G0 Internal pressures,
which was found in families of the false identification type),
or it wes withdrawing, 1ts members moving out of the family
very little. It wae only in the identification cype of
family that this withdrawal occurred.

It will be remembered that it was difficult to find
any factor in the families! external relations which appeared
to have a constant connection with famlly withdrawal,
(Chapter VIII, p. 242 ), The fact that it was only found
in the identlification type of family, where personal satls-
faction with the family is high, suggests that it may have
resulted from a readiness to relinquish external relations

if they proved difficult for any reason at all, on account



- 348 -

of the certalnty of finding satisfaction at home, There

igs some evidence that this had occurred., A mother of one

of the families, for instance, stated thac she had given

up any active participation in the women's groups at the
church, because there was always squabbling and competition
for dominance within them, Fathers sald that 1t had been
difficult to "meke headway" in lodges, occupational assocla-
tions and parents! assoclatlons, so that thelr membership

in these things had become nominal, Others claimed that
what you did for other people was too often not appreciated,
much as you liked doing 1t for them., Scme sald that belng
involved iIn external activities had been too demsnding on
thelr time or too distractling to allow them to take the
interest in thelr families which they had wished, Others
found their external activities becoming distasteful when
they assumed a partisan character, for example, 1t was =ald,
"We don't mind golng up to the church, but when they start
saying they're better than the others, that's the end of

it all, as far as we're concerned." The intensified asso-
clation of family members with one another on account of
thelr turning inwards to the family itself had produced an
exceptionally close family atmosphere. MNembers were greatbly
interested in one another's personalities and reactlons,

quickly noticed and commented on changes in anyone's outlook
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or attltudes, and parents were highly occupled with the
children's development. They were absorbed together in
the bullding, decorating, renovating or furnishing of the
home, in fitting it up with appliances, in the garden or .
car, andvséized every opportunity to take recreatlon together.
Cne father's comment expounds tnis style of 1life tersely,
although its momentary ruefulness does not do justice to
his more habitual complacency. "Some people would say we
are too close, If one of us is miserable we are all mise~-
rable, :No cne can be happy about his own task for worrying
about what the other one is doing."

If the impression which I have gained of these famllies
13 correct, they appear to be "withdrawing' families 1In
an almost exact sense of the word, In that they have drawn
back from an outward orientation which they were once deve-
loping; and thelr membters could, perhaps, be described as
too close. The sense of public responsibility, which I have
sald, was characteristic of the most typical families of
thls kind, was weakening in them, but that 1t had once
been alive was evident in persisting sentiments and inferests
which were no longer matched in activities, Thus, for
instance, 1t was in these families that Lhe parents, while
appreciating the value of religion, and sending the children

to cihurch or Sunday school, were not themselves church
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attenders, %embership inclusion in the family belng assured
to them, and membership involvement outside of it being
difficult to realize, they were content to make the famlly
itself all-sufficient. While I have classed fogether under
the identification type all families whose'pafents surrens
dered their personal interests to the family, I have not
meant Go imply that in placling the family before themselves
they necessarily placed the family first of all, For the
type Includes two major sub-~types: those where the family
was made self-sufficient, and those where an effort was made
to include the famlly in wider frames of reference s%ill.
The membership valued by withdrawing families was 1n process
of turnlng into partisanshipl in a manner analogous to the
transformatlon by which the membership of patriotism Lturns
into the partisanship of Jingoistic nationalism, by neglect-
ing wider obligations., Besides, in only one of the seven
families of this kind was there any effort to follow member-
ship values singly, In all but that one, membership was in
competition with comfort and leisure and the accumulation
of material securities. The graclous way of life and im-

proving standard of living which were lncidental to good

1
Thelr values were still patently enough membership, how-
ever, to classify them as membership values in Chapter VI,
for they lacked the oppositional sentiment that goes with
partisanship.



personal relations in other familles of the type, had become
ends in themselves in these. The result was an extreme family
self-absorption which resulced in a restricted, rather
parochial outlook, of which family members were usually
themselves aware, and sometimes a bit ashamed., 3ome said,
"{ie only live for ourselves, really; I sugpose some people
would say we were selfish.," Others éaid, fe get qulte oub
of touch with what's going on 1In the world in this house:
‘but does 1t maiter when we knock so much fun out of life
amongst ourselves?" When I say it was perhaps true that

the members of these famllies were too clése, I refer to
thelr exaggerated preoccupation with one anpther rether than
to'any suppresslive element in their relationships, such as
will shortly be described in the false-identificatlon type
of family.

The withdrawing family represented the identification
type of family matured, so to speak, to the polnt of over-
ripeness; and by this stultification it lost some of Gthe
features which were distinctive of the identification type
in its external relations., But 1t served to show that this
type of family, in the course of 1ts development, has to
face a dilemmsa, Having placed the family before themselves,
the parents have further fto decide whether anything comes

before the family, and whether 1t 1s in turn to be included
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in something greater, or is to be sufficient in itself.

Those who chose the forner alterﬁative, by being positively

out-going, included all save one of those families which

followed pure membership values, as well as some others

who valued membership highly, although in conjunction with
1

octher values,

In.their external activities members of families of the
identification ©ype én@aged in voluntary assocliatlon and
primary relations with about equal incidence, They cultivated
their friendships within the famlly circle, seeking to make
their friends "friends of the family", Only a small pro-
portion of these fémilies evinced good neighbourly relations,
and in chis, consldered as a group, they were scarcely
dissimilar from the other_types. Out-goingrfamilies of this
type were qulte predomlinantly conservatlve or literal in
their respongibility attitudes, but three of the seven with-

drawing familles were utoplan or distrais.

1 :

Homans (1951, pp.l08 and 1G9) cltes from Chester Barnard,
"fhe Functions of the Executlve’, Cambridge, lass,, Harvard
University Press, 1938, p.40, to suggest that the internal
system of a group may be elavorated in such a way as to
jeopardize the efficiency of its external system In effecting
a dynamic adaptation to its environment, The withdrawing
famlly may be approaching such a condition. For instance,
1ts loss of fouch with affairs impairs its ability to prepare
its children to deal with them.
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Whether they had few or many external activities,
members of these familles repgarded them very differently
from the way members of the adaptatlon type regarded thelrs.
Instead of thinking of them as an opgportunity for escape,
these people thought of external activities as belng arms
of the famlly, something 1n which one represented the others,
of which the others were well Informed, and to which one
knew they gave support. his applled to obligatory external
activlties undertaken as pars of one's famlly role as well
as to personal space, Parents of these families took great
pride and interest in the school 1life of their chilldren,
for example, and the children, similarly, took pride In
their father's occupation., In the same way, both parencs
and the children were informed and expansive about one an-
other's friends and voluntary and sporting activicles, In
their separate roles they identified with one another
vicariously.

The reason for this attisude to external activitles
being found in thls type of family but not iIn the others
appears 5o have been threefold. It lay partly in the nature
of the ends which were belng pursued outside of the family,
parﬁly in the unanimity with which those ends were supported,
and partly in the tacit understanding that no such activities
would be engaged in if they entailed any suggestlon of

neglect of the family's prior needs,
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For the most part 1t was membership values which were
being pursued outside, famlly members aimlng to give service
to the communlity by assuming public responsibility or

furthering relizion or culture, or aiming to develop friend-

1

ships, or throuzgh sociability, to secure the famlly's stand-
ing in the community's good-will. Provided chese activities
were not detrimental o the achlevement of similar values In
the closer domain of the home {where charity was emphatically
believed o begin) family members feld they could entirely
SUppoOTL them,rbecause they were cophate with the values Ghey
were accusitomed to practising in the famlly, and because
through such activities on the part of any member She family's
membership Inclusion was extended beyond itseli. The only
important ends other than membership which were followed

ey

outside of the family by parents of families of thls type
were certain partisanship values of political or religlous
denominational alleglance, in which the parents were in firm
agreement, 1 have said (Chapter VIII, p. 280 ) that in all
those families where control by stable partnershlp was found
there was precise agreement between the parents in thelr
polisical and rellgious belliefs, and all families of that
group were included in this type.

In a family of the 1dentification type, 1f any member's

outside activities, such as his sport or evening c¢lass or
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work or religion, were assuming an egolastic value, that
member was charged with "making too much” of the thing, and
ne would be challenged to remember what 1% was for, and to
demonstrate fthe worth of it by some Improved gquality in his
family relationships.

Parents of These families were well contented with one
another and the family, but for different reasons from those
causing the parents ol the adaptation Lype of family to be
satisfied. Thelr expectation of satisfaction from the
family itself was nhigh; and, indeed, as I have stressed, it
was largely iIn the family that their hopes of satlsfaction
reposed, They were satlsfied because their expectations of
the family were realized to a hlsh degrse,.

In these families roles were clearly demarcated and
long established by habit. Ilfembers, and parents particularly,
were not in doubt about vhe type of thing the family depended
on each of them for, and most of them took pleasure in
measuring up to the expectation and even, for a surprise
at times, exceeding it., Thus a mother would do some special
cooking, a father go in the car to meet & child after an
evening function, or a child give some additional help in
the house, This clear demarcation of areas of responsibilify
led o a strong sense of organic dependence on one another,

It was Interesting that it was mainly in families of this
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type that the father's role included more than token domestic
help or more than the usual small amount of child direciion,
And 1t was only in families of this Gype that elastlcity
of role adherence occurred, the parents belng willing to
take over one another's basks guite without compunction if
ic scemed indicated., It was predominantly in these families
that the fringe functions were maintalned to any degree.
Recreation was a thing the members reserved as much as Ghey
could for themselves; gtriving to be together, if at all
posslble, for ouiings and holidays. Parents were enthuslastic
over their productive acilviicles, continuously "making
things" for the home and family, In a small number of
Cases domestic religious practices were observed.

family management was malnly a matter of giving esach
parent "a say", and avolding undue inkrusion on Ghe area of
authority which belonged to one's partner. All except one
of the twenty-three families which apyroximated to this Type
were controlled by legitimate patriarchy or stable partner-
ship, and I have already pointed out (Chapter VILI, p.280 )
that in both of these forms of control clearly marked areas
of authority were delegated to the mother and father, each
being given the prerogative not only to act separately but
to btake final decisions in a certain fleld. A marked feature

of the relationshlp beiween these parents, and it contrasted
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with what existed in the false identificakion type of
family, was thaft the parents were not over-dependent on
reaching debtalled agreements, nor were they over-concerned
about doing so. There was a ceritain robustness in the
relationship which seemed to take it for granted that precise
agreement in details could rarely be expected between persons
of different sex and experlence, and that, for a considerable
part of life, it was not supremely important, PFPresumably
beeauge of thelr fundamental snd very pervasive agreement
in values, aims and interests of a distinctly famlly kind,
they felt free to admit differences on other levels, It was
the function of the delegation of authority to regulate
interaction in the presence of these differences by allowing
each partner 5o submit to the judgment of the ofther in tufn.
A% the same time, delegated authority afforded a stable
structure within which to achieve convergence or agreement
by consultation, wherever it was fels to be possible and
important, But in many matters it was Gthoughs sufficient
to make a divergence plain rather than persist in flogging
out agreement, Once it was public knowledse how everyone
concerned felt gbout a matter, all were confident that the
person with whom the decision rested would not act without
showing some consideration to thelr wishes, along with what-

ever consideration was due to other factors, For example,
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in one family the eldest son had appealed to his father

Go buy him a car; the mother agreed to him having it, but
the father opposed 1t., There was no expectatlon that agree=-
ment would be reached by prolonging discussion of the matter,
but mosher and son were satisfied that their poing of view,
having been made known, would not e ignored in the facther's
welghing of the matter, We would galn a wrong impression

if we thought that consultation necessarily meant declsion
by agreement which was alternative to the exercise of
authority. Just as often 1t was employed to make authority
benevolent in matters where no one expecied that agreement
would be reached, and which it was thought wiser not to
worry with protracted discussion that might only serve to
widen the breach,

Relationships between parents and children in this type
of family were marked by sympathy and understanding, loyalty,
affection, interest and mutual respect, which contrasted
with the distant relationship in families of the adaptation
type. [he parents' approach was marked by a principled
gense of responsibllity to the child., They rezarded the
child with an objective distance, which was a different
thing from %he careless distance shown by the parents of
the adaptation typé of family., At the same time the warmin

of Lhelr affection was a different thing from the suffocabting
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closeness which parents of the adaptation type of family
were prone to cultivate for thelr own gracification, As
the children's affections were not being exploited for the
parents' own gratification, the children were rarely Indulged,
favoured or rejected, <[fhelr parents conscientiously strove
to be falr and impartial, and watched themselves if they
felt any greabter aitraction to one child because of his
likeableness or because of temperamenval affinity with him,
They were not inhibited, through fear of losing favour with
the chlld, from consistently applying in an impersonal way
the standards of behaviour wnich they belleved were needed
for the child's own good, On the other hand they did nob
coerclvely constrain compliance, except with very young
children., They hoped to see the child develop his own
conacience and judgment, and they gave opportunliy for this
vy allowing the children’s inclinations to divergze from
thelr own in the same manner as thelr own freguenily dlverged
from one another's, Thus they strove bto respect their
children's moral auconomy, A fact which may be connecied
with this is that in nearly all the professionals' families
approximating to this type (alvhoupgh it was not so in the
tradesmen's) the parents had no asplration to project thelr

chlldren to a higher social rank,.

[
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These children's attitude to thelr parents was one of
pride and confidence in them, respect, affectlion and loyalty
towards them, and a fair amount of consideration for thelr
wishes and compliance with their directions. The relation-
ship between siblings was friendly, generous, co-operatlve
and considerate. There were, of course, departures from the
pattern in the wey of quarreliing and selfishness, but
these things had not the habitual hold Gthey had over children
in the adaptation type of family.

Cnly in four of the twenty-three families approximating
to this type were definiitely experimental methods of child~-
training adopted, Only in two of the Swensy-one in which
there were adolescenics was there revolt againsi the parsnts’
values. It Gook the form, in boith cases, of adolescent
gons reacting to their parents! hard-headed business Interests
by a genulne membership engrossment in literature. In mose
of the btwenty-one cases adolescents regarded thelr peer
groups as being of about equal importance with their families,

and 1n five they were regarded as of less importance.

4, The False JIdentification Type of Family

It 1s difficult to delineate thls third type 1n a way
which sets it apart from the other two, because 1t has
certaln elements in common with each of them, and yet 1t

is distinct., Perhaps its positvion in relation to the other



Gypes 1s best depicted as a state of indecision between
them. Having both adaptation or identification as possible
developments, it is arrested from developing iInto either,
It cammot develop into the identification type because
either one or both partners cannot decide what place Ghe
family, and perhaps membership values zenerally, are to
take 1n relation %o their other interests, They are thus
unable to wholly identify thelr personal satisfactlon with
the family's welfare, although they do maintain a hicgh
expeclbation of some kind of satisfaction from family life.
On the other hand, 1t cannot develop into the adapvation

type because the partners will not allow the intrusion into

[

thelr relationship of the critical differences of iInterest
which would, very probably, manifest themselves, 1f they
were faithful to Shelr deeper promptings. hese are

sugpressed because it 1s reazlized that 1f they are admitted

.

the expectatbion of satlsfaction from faﬁily life itsell
would have to ke forfelted, This 1s a crude way of pucting
the matter and, bDecause 1t i3 stated in hypothetical terms
of what might e, it is not very sensible; but 1t helps to
show that the false Identificatlon type of family 1s essen-
tially one which 1s impaled on a dilemma. For this reason,
personal dissatisfaction, and perscnsl or inter-gersonal

conflict and tension abound in it, and are amongst its

distingulshing cheracteristics.



Thne conflici of aims in these famillies need not be
focussed as a conflict between the partners, ~The same state
of affairs can eventuate 1f there 1s a conflict within one
or both partners, and the partners may possibly share the
same conflict. {here was even & suggestion In some cases

that it was on the basis of thelr shared conflict that the

partners felt affinity and had been attracted to one another.
In comparison with the more opdinary, pedestrian people

with whom they saw themselves surrounded, they felt them~
selves o be two of a Lype who could take a broader view of
things and manage o eat their cake and have 16, They also
found in one another the specisl sympathy which they felt

in need of to keep thelr conflict sheltered from being

L0¢
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challenged, as would have occurred had they associate
freely with.people otherwise minded, One of these couples,
for Instance, strongly adhered to membersilp values in reli-
gious and church activity and were also strongly attached

to egoistic values in the accumulation of property and in
spori, and they had desired as well, as 1f 1t were something
wriitten into the inevitable course of evenis for two people
g0 like-minded in all mauters, to marry and acquire a family,
Another couple followed membership values in religlon and

the church but exploited a sirongly egolisiic value in their

(%]

religlous actlivisies as well, and found in marrying one

(W



another a welcome refuge from hbeing severely misunderstood.

A third couple desired to pass an assthetic style of exlistence,
living rather lawlessly bub graciously, enjoying 1literature,
dramsa and photography, being sentimentally humanitarian and
politically radical, and pictured a home as the decoracive

get ting for thelr diversions. A& fourth couple desired

wealth, success and much stimulating sociability, and a

y

sive them standing. In all these and similar

e

amily ©to
cases famlly life was only faintly, and always ambiguously,
invested with membership value, and its real importance in

relation to other interests was almost deliberately left

unclarified. Because the family was instrumental %o obther
satisfactions a cerfeln gquallty was expected from it, 3ut
whether 1t was lnstrumental tc this end or that had never

been allowed to become clear,

50 far as one was able Lo recounstruct bthe development
of the relafionship hetween some of the partners 1n this
type of family, the conflict originally shared by them was
becoming the conflict betwsen them, due to the fact thas
gach was parcially resclving the conflict by giving greatver
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welzht to ons alternavive, while it was the opg

-
native that was Lelng settled on by the partner, 7This, of
course, 1s a particularly easy development between two

people in close assoclatlon, because the firs:t person can



projects onto Lthe second the hostllity which 1s dus ¢o
nimself for being in a staite of contradictlon, 1f he flxes
on the partner Lthe aliernacive wilch ne finds mosy alificuls
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the cpporsunicy to have someone other than nimgelf Lo vlanme,
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and 1s therefore disposed to champion the obther alsernasive,

even cnougn, orizinally, 1: may have been forced upon him

py his pariner, and not parcicularly preflerrsd af all.
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Thus in the third example above the confusion of alms
resolyved itself in the followling way. The wmother, Lo her
nusbana's coimplete surprise, for the sake of having some
simplified identity, reverted to an earlier religious
position which she had held before marriage, alshough ic

Pl T B

wias now much moderaced and did not include church affiliation,

selecting for expression in this way her humanitarianlism

and desire for graclous living. <The desire for gracious
living enballed social ambition to ilmprove the family's

¢lass status. <The father, on the other hand, elected O
concencrate on poilisical radicalism, Inis entalled athelsm

and ogpositicon to soclal ambitlon, both of which caused acuie

disagreexent with his wife, These wmatters became the subject
of many heated, obsessionsl debates, but these were only
epiphenomenal to the real conflict, which was the quesiion

of into which of these directions the corporate life of the
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famlly should be turned, It was charscheristic of the false
identificatlion of this family, and of all famllies of 1ts
type, that the real conflict was never recognised as such,
however., If was only alluded to under the pgulze of the

much less threatening, absairact toplcs, argument about which
was bravely declared to be something of 2 game, and sven
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the falge icentification type of famlily

always in
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had the internal conflict become translformed into a i
external one, however. 2Zut where thls had not occurred,
geach partner would, on ocecasions, project one pars of his
conflict on the other partner and attack the partner for it
and perheps they would change sides at different btimes, And
chere were other reasons why the relatbtions between the
partners involved conflicts., 4 person who was himself in

conflict vacillated, snd the attlitudes he would sirike could

not be predicied. mug in the seconc of the above familles
neibher pariner could be sure when the other would regcard
religion from 1ts membershiy zspect and so, possibly, be-
led bo surrender personal c¢lsims in 158 name, or when he

would regard it egoiﬁtically and male clainms upon the famlly
hecause of 15, Internal conflict also could lead to g
person imposing conflictlng exXpectations on & partner.

a wife who had sitrong aspirations for soclal improvemens
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would reproach her husband, on the one hand, for not earning
enough money; anu on the ofher hand, because her concern
for the state of the family caused her to [eel that he did
hot spena enough vime as home, she reproached him or not
dolng anyching wici his life except work.

it will begin to appesr that in this type of family Cthe
evaluacicn given ¢o che family 1tself is distinctly calfferent
from that given to it in elther of vhe other types. While
in the adaptabion type 1t is something added, to eanjoy which
two partners fulfil a contract, and in the identificacion
type 1t 1s something compelling co which two partners sur-
render all personal claims, in the false idensificatlon type

it 1s something instrumental, which is helieved to be enbirely

necessary for the fullest realizatlion of other personal
gatisfactions., However, its instrumental status is equivocal,
begause there 1e no single end decided on by both parents,
which the family is to serve. Besides being instrumental,

then, it is also somefthing o be captured, and each parent

wants to nave the family on side. Not sure of himself or
not sure of his paruner, Dbecause of che coniusion of alums,
each feels that the imperative thing is to have the Family

entirely one's own way. But there were more ways of dolng

this than by simple, overt dominance.



This point leads directly to the matser of family
control. 1 have said that an open acknowledgement of
differences was not allowed to intrude into the family's
1172, I should say rather that every desperate effort was
made to hold it back, for it was usually impossible o
keep 1t ocut completbely. Thesge affortis took an infinlte
aumber of forms, from unconscious intonaticns of the volce
implylng Lthat only agresement wish an exXpressed opinion
would be acceptable, to compromiging situations, falts
accompll, threats and insulss and shaming; and che wholse
of a family's 1life could be saturated wlith these stratagems.
Thus 1t came about that In these fanmilies where the pavents
fundamensal aims were divided and confused there was a
premium on detailed agreemsnts, an urgent anxieiy to force

lik
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ness, or & feeling of betrayal 1f one's partner diverged,

(&8

which contrasted with the latitude parents permitied one

[}

e

fication type, where there was a broad

[

another in the ident
comununity of aim centred in the family itself., 3ut, althouzn
these stratagems were everywhere, 1t was in the mechanisma

of control that they were most concentrated znd visible.

Of the eleven families approximsting to this type seven

were found 50 have what 1 have described as assertive forms
of control, involving interference by one partner in matters

which the other believed were not properly hisz, or evasion
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of matters which were belleved to be hls by right, The
remaining four exhibited what I have described as unstable
forms of partnership, marked by compulsive gquarrelsomeness,
competitiveness, withdrawal or dominance. But patriarchy
or partnershlp counted almost nothing, for, whatever the
principle assented to, alleglance became nominal, In all
these families the method of family control was the same,
The common feature of them all was the suppresslon of dif-
ferences of attitude, opinion, or any difference in plans,
for the sake of achleving a spurious ease of operation in
the corporate life of a group whose two most influential
rembers diverged or were confused about their fundamental
aims. It was control which would commonly be called sup-
pressive, coercive or autocratic - provided we do not take
that to mean something which is necessarily overt, or
necessarily all one-sided.

A way of uncovering the common element in these power
stratagems 1s to notiece the nature of the communlcation
between the partners. These partners were singularly in-
accesslble to modification by one another - and yet at the
same time they felt a greater compulsion to persuade thelr
partners of the exact rightness of thelr point of view than
partners in either of the other types of famlly, Whenever
comuuni cation was opened, it was instantly assumed that

one!'s posltion had to be defended and one's opponent repulsed,



There was no real expschbatlon that mutual persuasion could
affect a convergence of views, and ccercion became the
object of communication, In those families which had come
under assertive conirol it was customary for the same
parsner to resolve the deadlock by fiat., Some of those
familles which assented S0 a Qrincigle of partnership wers
less one-sided, but they were not less coercive, for
instance, consultation and discussion occurred frequently,
but bthey could be guite exacerbating experiences. They
merely served to convince both partners of the inevitability
of someone's acting coercively (and, perhaps,‘of someone 's
"putting up with 1t%") if they were "to get anywhere”.

It should be realized that the coercive suppression
which was practised in families of this type did not only
take the form of one partner suppressing some inclination
in the other, Jusi as freguently, and perhaps at bhe same
time, one would repress some lnclination of his own which
would appear to be on the way to becoming too dlfficult
to deal with if it were admitted. Also there was a practice
of mutual consenting to repression, which carried something
of the sanction of taboo, There were parents who were most
emphatically agreed about what emovionally disturbing dis-
agreements would not be ftraversed. By silence, perhaps,

cne partner would glve the other to understand that, so far
) L)



as he or she was concerned, a certaln problem or practice

had no existence and would never be alluded fo, or, il un-
guardedly raised, only its most superflcial aspeclts would
be commented on, until 1t could be gently dropped. [hus,
for example, 1in one family, if elther partner was so un-
fortunate as &o mention the bad school behaviour of one of
the children, which appeared to have resulted from lack of
unamimity in Ghe child-Graining practices of the parents,
and which in turn resulbted from disazreement over whether
the family should serve the end of bettér gocial sftanding
or the educational cultivation of its members, some well-
congidered remarks would be made about the relative merits
of the different schools from which the child had successively
been expelled, until both parbners could make thelr eacape
with dignitcy.

Rarely did communication by these parents invite a
free reaction from the person addressed. Communication
carried with 1t a presupposition of agreement, and therc
was a tendency for this 5o be generalized in these parents'
communications with their children and even, it appeared,
with outsiders. This was, perhaps, the most economlical and
gurreptitious of all thelr means of coerclon, Remarks were
seldom of the kind which conveyed the fact that what was

said was the opinicn of the speaker, who would be inferested
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to compare the other person's reaction. Instead they were

of the kind which implied that the other person must surely
see things the same way -~ if, at all, he be a person with
tagte, judgment, maturity, humanity or kinduess, or some such
merit. By emphasis, inflection or other subtlety the person
indicated the presuppositicn which set limits to the sort

of response that would be accepbable to him, and thus de-
prived his partner of his freedom of response. The crudest
examples of such presuppositional communicatlon are guestions
of the kind, "Have you stopped beating your wife yet?" An
actual example was a remark, charmingly delivered, "Mother's
coming for dimner on Thursday, John', the stress on Thursday
being all that was needed to Imply that the only possible
doubt which John might legitimately entertain about mother's
conming {or even about mobher herself) was on what day she
would come, Similar communications about wmother, habitually
repeated, gave Jonn 0 understand that there was only one
pogsible attitude or view about his mother-in-law which
would be acceptable - that. of his wife.

These are cold-war tactics and are doubly wounding,
because tney lesve the person who has suffered violence
without excuse for retaliacion, there being no declared state
of war. He 18 not only deprived of freedom bui of redress

also, To take action is to appear to be an unprovoked



apgressor and most people's self-respecting sentiments
inhibited them from being so unflatteringly compromlsed,
Sometimes, however, the tension became intolerable, and
they behaved in ways which they were ashamed of, Huch
apparently uncaused irritability and spiuefulnéss in this
type of family arose from tensions such as these. 1t only
worsened the vicious circle that they were indignantly
condemned as reprehensible by that partner who, on the
most searching exposure of the facis, could be shown to
have gilven cause for them., And life could be made well
nigh insufferable for a victim If the partner's friends
aﬁd relatives jolned the attack, on the basis of thelr
superficial, outside assessment of the situation. There
was one hushand, whose wife was given to this presuppositional
kind of communicaticn, who took great pleasure in subdulng
her spirit by derating her domestlc achievements. le gave
her to understand that no job of dusting or polishing or
cleaning was up to standard, although, in fact, it was
perfectly satisfactory, It was, of course, displaced
aggression on his part, for the particular matter on which
he vented 1t was not directly connected with the matter in
which he hlmself suffered restriction, That matter was the
quesfion of class aspiration, he being given by his wife

to understand that, although 15 would never Dbe discussed,
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no attitude to the guestion of =social advancement would be
acceptable in him, except the ambitious attitude of his
wife., Her relatives despised him for his treatment of so
capable a wife.

he tensions generated in all these ways, through
attempting to control the family by suppressing differences,
sought their outlet in restless efforts to extend the
boundaries of personal space, These parents were obsessed
with a need to "get out™, "get away", and "have a complete

break" from the family. Thelr pressed mentality differed

plainly from both the relaxed exercise of independence seen
in parents of the adaptation type of family, and fthe un-
thinking acceptance of restriction seen in the parents of

the identification type. DBut this need for more personal
space was viciously aggravated, due to the fact that each
partrer kep: a close watch on the other to see that he did
not neglect the family for the sake of personal satisfaction,.

‘hus the boundaries of the members' legitimate personal
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apace were perpetually in dispute, a thing wnich only
1
occurred in families of this type.

A comuon paﬁtern was for the Tather to escape into
his work, using over-busyness a3 an excuse for being away
from the home; while bthe mother escaped into some spors,
perhaps golf, and might engage in this as often as threse
days a week, TFathers also might spend time in sport or in
hotels, or wichdraw into thelr workshops., Some mothers
were prone 5O & compulsion to go Lo town and "buy something
new", lrrespective of whether or not it was nseded, just
for the sheer "let down' of it. They would let anything

20 in the home and change their routine for a chance to

~
i

out to a tea-par:y or & charity function., Some confessed

ct

e
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The isolation of these family types lends support Lo
Iewin's hypothesis that "an insulficiens space of free
movement lsads to tension” (1948, p.S3), and at the same time
helps to set limits to it. In Ghe adapitation and identifica-
tion types of family respectively the parents find thelr
space of free movement in external activisies and their
domains of aushority within the family, and tension is low,
while in the false-idencification itype opporiunity for free
movement in both these ways 1s deficlent, and tension is
high, 3ut it is also possikle to think of the matter other-
wise, noticing how the need for space of free movement varies.
The need is higher in the false-identification type of family,
where tension exists due to the attemps to pursue conflict-
ing values in a state of assoclation, and it 1s lower in
the identification type of family (scme parents forgoing
it almost entirely in any form save thelr authority rights,
without any sense of conmriction), where like values are
belng pursued.
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themselves completely unable to screw themselves down Lo
a gystematlc programme of housework any longer, One mother
developed a habit of elusiveness, going away from home
for short strolls with the children or into neighbours
houses, without informing her husband of her movements,
Parents of Dboth sexes in some of the families, and even
some of the adolescents, felt 2 need to spend hours " just
sitting™ in the home and doing nothinz, For btaking any of
these liberties ons had to put up with 2 ceriain amounti of
reviling, and cne usuvally felt gullbty aboubt it anyway, bust
felt helplessiy driven.

While some of these parents went out of the family for

on of external

s

other reasons, under che positive attiract
loyalties, the phenomenon I have Just been describing is

what I referred to earlier (Chapter VIII, p. 241) as

ot
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negative out-going, In all families of this type this

ntolerables

i

pressure Lo move out in order Lo sesk relief from
family tensions was present, whether 1t was additiomal to
more posivive exXternal activicvies or existed apart from
chem., And 1¢ was only in families of this Gype that any
marked negative out-golng was found., In these eXternal

activities family members might seek elther veoluntary asso-



family circle, The parencs of a few of the famllies evinced
good-neighbourly relations, having been driven to seel from

their neighvours the satisfactions denied them in the home,

Amongst profezeglonsls?t families of this group sccial res-

ponsibillcy attitudes were malnly conservabive or Liberal,
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while there was a tendency to utoplanism amongat the or

amilies
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As the parents 1n these families gontlnued Lo eXxpscth

sabtisfaccion from the famlly in spite of the deterioration
in thelr relacions tchey were lisble to be profeoundly dis-

contented, Thelr discontent with one another exXpressed
isself most commonly as rejection, One blamed the obher

-

for the unsatisfactory state of affairs and for having
frustrased his expectations, and conseguently refused to
support the paritner's endeavours or sive emobtional satis-
faction, At the same tlme, since it wasg impossible to evade
assoclation with the pariner, the paritner was used lastru-
mensally for cnef's own ends, One hushand, Tor instance,
congsancly oried to cecerce his wife to glve asglistance in
his business, which was attached to the home. One of the
commonest things which these parents alluded to in confiding
sheir disapcolntment was their sense of loneliness in their
own homes. Presumably this bad something to do with

their persistent hankering for detailed agreemencs and bhelr
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persistent fallure to reach them, They did not have the

trick for keecping companionable in the face of differences,

A
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W

which parents of idenuif on-type families empPloyed,

"

o

of genuinely submitcin nd being agreeable, though not

£

o
agreeing. To do that was sometiing which they felt involved
too great a sacrifice of integrity.

In these famlilies roles were not clearly demarcated,
§0 that interference and evasion were common, It was noct
azreed what Gasis belonged to whom, or one fel:t that he
could not trust the other to do a particular thing and
took a hand himself, or it was felt fhat one needed the
assurance of the partner's support and so had o compel
nim to come inbto everything, or it was Teli that agreement
never would be reached so that for the sake of “oevoing on
with it" 1% was betber for one of the two Lo withdraw. TFor
these and similar reasons the members of these familles failed
to develop the sense of organic dependence on ong aaotner
whilch had grown up in the identification type. The fringe
functions were generally relingulshed, although & few
families retained some religious activities. It 1s already
plain that very 1little recrsation was taken together, and
nolidays together were either positively avoided or anti-
cipated without relish. In a large proportlion of these

ve gcbivities tended to a minimum. I was

o

familles produch



one way scme of the parents had of expressing their dis-
appointment in the family to punish i% by not "doing any-
thing" for the home or members.

Felationships between parents and children showed
similar characteristics to those desecrited for the adapta-
tion type of family. 2uft the competiticn bebtween parents
was more for the children's loyalty than for the perscnal
gratification ol having thelr affecition; 1t was a power
over their wills whieh the parents sought., Both wanted the
children on side for the sake of rumiing the family the
preferred way, To do this they used mainly the presupposi-
tional type of communicstion I have described, exploiting

to the full ¢th ;ibilicy of children, Even into

o]
o

0]

sugge
their sons' and daughters! adolescence parents ruled over
them by the innuendo that there was no aliernative in the
world to astitudes and bellefs which they themselves held,
and which every good child would adopt. By this practice

they stifled the children's moral autonomy. As both parents

budor

vied iIn thls sort of behaviour, the children of any famlly
might be divided amongst themselves, due to the fact that
onie group of them had coalesced with one parent and one
group with the other. More commonly, the dominating parent

succeeded In capburing the loyaliy of all the children, and

the children then took over that parent's attltude to ths
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other one., This could mean that the children rejected one
parent threcushh clinglng to the other, In the particular
case where a chile rejected a parent of the same sex through
c¢linging to a parent of opposite sex it was noticed that
the child inclined to feeling fhat there was somethling re-
pugnant about the roles or symbolic characterlistics of

1
its own sex. Any rejected parent might reciprocate by
rejecting a child, bubt might, on the other hand, redouble
his efforts to win the child's affection, FPoszibly comnected
with this practice of rejection 1s the fact fhat in some
of these familles, as in some of the adaptation type,
parents excused themselves from demonstrating affsction for
their children on the plea that they were unemotional DY
nature.

Disciplinary measures taken by a parent were weak,
carrying little convicticn, Correction of a child was deli-
vered as if the parent were having to rebuke something 1In
himself first, and so only served to betray the parent’s
conflicts. Experimentgl methous of child-~trainlng were
comnon in this type of family, as In the adaptation type.

In most of the families of this Lype where there were ado-

lescents, they were in revolt agsinst some value of their

i
This may indicate the source of one type of homosexual
propensity.
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parents. UThelr revolt was more difficult and caused them
more guilt bhan the revolt of adolescents in adaptation-
type families, presumably because under the hypnosis, as it
were, of & parent's stifling influence, they had involun-
tarlly internallzed earlier many of the things which they
new voluntarily opposed, If adolescent revols; was mild or
lacking one felt that it was only postponed. Sudden temper,
irritation and intolerance of his father or mother indicated
that there was something of the adolescent's father or
mother internallized in him which he rejected, and into the
power of which he angrily realized he had been glven., For
gome adolsscents of these families peer groups were of
greater importance than the family, for some they were of
about Gthe same lmportance, and for some they were of less
importance., One felt that these positions Indicated thres

atages of llbepration from the internal oppression.

Conclusion

The chapter preceding this illustrated how the famlly
confers on its members a role which is cardinal in that 1t
18 one which takes their activities in other groups into
itself. I sugpsesbed that such a role would play an important
part In personalicy organization and that it might be rare

5o find groups other than the family which could confer
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roles of that kind on &their members. This chapter has
shown that some families were better able than others to
give a cardinal chasracter to thelr members! roles.

In the chapter on external relations 1 took continuity
and many-sidedness as the distinguishing features of the
primary group, The qualilty of many-sidedness, 1n familles
at any rate, can now be further refined. The special im-
portance of many-gidedness in families lies mot simply in
the facs that gseveral or & number of disconnected aspects
of the individual's life can be included in hilis role Ghere,

but that there i1z s possibility of absorbing all his acti-
: g 8L

vities into his family role, thus providing him with an
opportunity to connect them and organize them into a unity,
and sc achleve zome uhified feeling ana perception avout
who he is. One feels that it 1s some such property as this
which Cooley had in mind in making a firm distineticn be-

tween primary groups and groups of other kinds. But whether

that property should be made the sine gquz non of primary

groups, or whether those having i1f make a primary group

of a special kind, would be & matter to be decided by con~
ventional definition, It is important, however, o under-
gtand that this study sugrests that the "primariness’™ of
families lies largely 1In this property. And the types

identified in this chapier are significant because they
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throw into relief differences in the "primariness® of
famllies - or, one might almost say, the "familiness" of
famllies. Thus, at one extreme, there were families where
the parents Included practically all of theilr activities
within the famlly role, in the sense that they were expected

dentified with

e

of Ghem by the family, and other members
them vicariously., At the other extreme there were ithose
families in which the parents agreed 7o exempt each other
from responsibllity to the famlly for a definite section

of thelr lives, so that certain of thelr activities were

not written inco thelr famlly roles at all, being discharged
quite independently of expectatlons from the family, and
without other members ldentifying vicariocusly with them &t
all, Control activities in these families were desultory

and meagre, and were also external to role expectatlons.
Intermediate between the two were families which strove for
the former kind of 1life, but which lacked what appear to

be the necessary conditions of having parents who were agreed
in their fundamentsl aims and In a belief about the place

of the family in securing them. In these, roles were 1ll-
defined, there was dispute about whai outside activities
members' roles should include, and the actions taken to
control the family were themselves arbitrary, beling exerclsed

without family sanction. We can say, then, that the



ldentification type of family was strongly primary; the
adaptation Gype was scarcely primary at all and had litctle
pretension of being; and the false identificatlion type strove
for & primary quality, but without success.

This difference seemed to be the most lmportant socio=-
logical cifference hetween the families., In a sense it was
fhe sociological differsnce between them, Durkhelm (1838,
pp.Ll to 13) defined the province of sociology by arguing
that 1t was the regularity of facts which made Lhem social,
meaning by this that social facts were evenis wnich took
place under the constraining influence of human principle,
nct merely that Sfhey were recurring svents which could be
summarized in natural laws like the facts of all sciences.
However, in case his formula should lead us to exclude from
~sociology ény evenits which escape regularization, such as
the anomlc behaviour which Durkheim himself described (1949),
it might be better to say that social facts are those which,

because they take place between people, pose a problem of

regulation, so that the crucial sociological question is

whether regulation is achlieved, or the degree to which it
is achieved, The full account of sociological facis states
this, as well as describing bhe pure content of the regu-
larized behaviour; and 1t does not leave unregularized

behaviour agide as merely resldual, Hegularization of



Individual behaviour i1s a desideratum because it effects
solidarity or cohesion in the 1ife of groups, Differences
in the degree to which it is present, then, mean differences
in degree of cohesion; so thet asking questions concerning
regulation or cohesion are simply alternative ways of

presenting the crucisl socliologlical problem,

ffer

e

The three types of family which I have identifled d
from one another because they differ in the degree to which

regularity is achieved in the relations between their members.

In the icentification type 1t 1s achleved o a high degree.
In the adaptavion type 1t 1s achieved only in a limited

area vecause parents recoghnise that the conditions for

achieving It on a wider basis are lacking. In the false

identification type regularization is attempted on 8 wider

basis than the conditions existing will allow, and conse-

queribly 1¢ ig not achleved with any degree of stabllity asb

wf

h

0
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#1ll, Comparison of the three Gype families, then, brings
gome faint light to bear on the immense problem of sccial
cohesion, BEapecially does 1t help te ease some of the ¥knocs
in the question of what 1s the order of Ghe likenesses which
arc needed, and what the order of the differences which can
be permitted, for conditions of cohesion to exist.

Pirst of all, as has already been pointed out, there

* ki

are certvain differences in families which are irremovable,
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arislng out of differences in sex and age, individual tempe-
ramens and experience, Since these differences cannot be
removed they need 50 be respected and provided for, and the
interaction between persons differentiated by them needs to
he regulated, This wss done in the identification type of

family by legltimizing auchority; that is to say by a

genersl accsptance that members shell submit to one another

in certain defined provinces of the family's 1life, since
precise agreement cannot bte expected. Thus there is a
division of control; albeit granted on the condition that
perscons will exercise authority benevolently by allowing
free discussion, inviting consultation and showing conside-
ratlion for those who express wishes and judgments which are
‘opposed to Ghelr own. This sugzgests that the differences

which are permisssble oo cohesion may include such Irremovable

{.-‘4

differences as fthe persons involved are wllling to acknow-
ledgze ag irremovable, and on the basis of which they are
willing to GSake turns in holding their own judgments In
abeyance, out of deference to the asuthority granted to an-
other. Groups eguipped with agreement about the division of
legitimate authority have & firm zstructure which cushions
other disagreements about opinion, procedure, practice and
taste, s0 that these do not become critical; there Is a high

tolerance for them, which contrasts striingly with Ghe



.

anxious preoccupaticn with detailed zgreements found in
famillesg which lack it.

But this division of authority and tolerance of dis-
agreements are grounded in a fundamental confidencs, sharsd
by the members, that bhey are alming for the same Lype of
savlafacsclion as one ancther and that their co-operaticn as
a group is necessary to lts reaslization, that only by dis-
tribubting certaln tasks amongat them can it be achisved.
fihere members were divlided in themselves or between them-
selves regarding the satlsfaciion for which they were aiming,
80 that the place of the family in reaching it was equivocal,
neither a division of authority nor tolerance of disagree-
mens was found.

All this suggests that the likonesses which are neces-

sary for cohesion are:

(i) an agreement of aim;
{ii1) an agreemens aboub the necessisty of ths group for
achieving the alm;
{iii) an apgreement about the raitional division of

casks which will sescure it;

{iv) an agreement abous what &ifferences in The members
of Gthe group are lrremovanle;

{v) an agreemen:t on an allocation of tasks which sults

the members! different capacities and is acceptable
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(vi) an apreement about the allocation of aresas of

authority ariasing

movanie differences, and purposing Lo regulate
1

tlabed by Lhem.

‘E

The differences which are allowable in the presence of
these agreements are those which I have called Irremovable,

and which are recopnized as such. They include:

(1) differences of reaction, taste, knowledpe, sx-

(i1) +the differences in personal capacity which are
dtlliized in assiznin
mebeyr,

& divergence of aimg is not permissable within the
family arena if s family is to remain cohesgive, The aims
must be excluded from the famlly and pursued by the members
apart from one another in other groups, leaving the group

in which they have common memberabhlp restricted

e
s

™
e
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function and limlted in the degree of allegiance which 1t

can ¢laim from them, This is what the adapbailon type of
family does, as 1t navrows the family towards co-cperatlon

Zor simple economic and biolozlcsl purposes. The factors

involved in cohesion in these families are the same agreement



. /. same
in aim and/belief in the necessity of a divis

For achieving 1%,as are present in the identification type

of famlly. The alim is less comprehensive, however, and
because 1t reguires only a partial allegiance from the members,
many of Ehe irrvemovable differences can be Kept out of the

group altogether and allowed free expression eslsewhere, 80

o

gion of an authority structure to regulabe

c
jay
[
£
ot
&
D

L]
1—{
3
=
[

these differences can be largely lgnored, Those irremovable
differences which ars allowed %o enbter into this type of
family (such as a father's income-earning capacisy and a
motherts child-bearing capacity) are mainly those which can
be utilized in the division of tasks., [The false Identifi~
catlon type of famlily strives for cohesion in the presence
of divergent alms and can only achieve 1% coercively, by
suppressing the admission of both the divergent aims and the
differences which cannot be removed.

These findinss suggest that Durkheim's (1949) two
principles of social cohesion, mechanical solldarity based
on likenesses in belief and sentiment, and organic solidarisy
based on a division of functicns and the dependence il
entails, are not alternative but complementary conditlons
for cohesion; so thabt at all sbtages of sccial development
both may be necessary. [he essential thing seems to be

a shared aim and a belief in the necessity of & certain



£

orlL oL

hete

divis tasks for realizing it, and that implies both

the likeness of &5h
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of the second., And it 1s, in fact, hard Lo imaglne any
sociecy, however primitive, in which the soclal

partly due to the dependence entalled in a division of tasks,

e
o
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while Ghe possibilicy of anomlic condisions develop
highly differentiated societles suggests that a divislon of

it is accompanied by cercain

Pes
t

nas ks can creats no bond unles

shared bellefs and sentiments about the end of the snterprise
1

i3

and che place of sach one in it.

L —

1
A number of authors consinue bo believe Ghac likeness of

belief and sentiment, or consensus, is the sipnsg gua non of
"social organization” in any ind of group or soclety, Fiach
(1952, p.473, note), in one place, refers us to some of chese.
He writes, "Ihat she oreakdown of consensus Is the essence of
goclal disorganization is indicated by E.3. Reuber (with
gupporcing gquotationg from E.7. Hiller, w.I. Thomas and

o Znanieckl), and Ximball Young in: "Handbook of Sociology",
New York, Dryden, 1941, po.112-113; and by Mabel Ellioit in
H,P., PFalirchild (ed.), "Dictionary of Soclology”, Hew Yorlk,
Philosophical Idibrary, 1544, pn.280-281, Mowrer's use of

the ferm seems to Dbe based princlpally upon this conception:
"Famlly disorganization represents the ... process in which
the family complex breakzs up and the ambitions and ideals

of the individual members of the family btecome differentiated...
Family disorganization is the loss of common aims and of
?armonious organization of effort in the family... ¥ (E.R.Howrez
Family Disorganizasion” (2nd ed.), Chicago, Unlversity of
Chicago Press, 1239, pp.4, 34~35.) A somewhat similar view
i1s expressed in: Hargaret Redfleld, "lhe American Family:
Consensus and Freedom”, American Journal of Sociolozy,

52 (1946), 175-83,7




Chapter X

FAMILY TYPES AND INDIVIDUATL, NEEDS

1. The Evidences of Need Satlsfaction

The observations made and data collected in this
gtudy were too gross to afford a precise measure of need
gatlsfaction. But, persisting In the bellef that some
knowledge 18 beblter than none, and that the Impossiblility
of perfect knowiedge should not inhibit us from learning
what we can, I will examine the materlsl for whatever
hints and suggestlons 1t contains, Behavloural data, such
as those already recorded, sre all we have to go by, but
these are not negligible since they reveal mudh striving
which would appear to be prompted by the needs for security,
freedom and identity which were postulated in Chapter IV.

Since these are needs which perslst we camnot assume
that the evldence of thelir being satisfled 1s that striving
has ceased, Rather, I take the evidence for satisfactlon
of these needs to be the fact that striving 1s contlnulng

in the same direction without frustration, and that the

person accs as though consclous of a sense of ldentlty,
and a feeling of securlty and freedom., The evidence of

consclousnesas of identity I take to be an 1ndividual's
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acting consistently and iIn character, as 1f controlling

his behaviour to conform to a defined conception of himself.
Evlidence for a feeling of security I take to be the con-
fidence that one can count on support from external sources,
so that the individual is not in a state of tension because
anxiously preoccupled with thoughts of keeping the external
situation in his own command, or of measuring up to 1ts
demands or of escaping from it altogether.l Evidence of
freedom I take fto be the sense of satisfaction in doing
things, and an absence of feelings of inability, constriction

or irksome restraint and compensatory behaviour which 1is

aszertive or retallatory.

2. The Needs of Parents

The parents of adaptation type famllies found a limited

securlty in the famlly isself, iIn that they confldently

;) _
Examples would be lack of social ease, fretting over
humiliatlon, avoldance of unpleasantness, shrinking from
making a complaint or admitting an undetected fault, beling
over-apologetic about discovered fault, intolerance of
critlecism, painful self-consclousness, lack of concentration,
perseverence or committal, derogatory self-estimation,
avoldance of public prominence, and so on. These are

glmilar to the behavioural indlces of insecurity used by
Kaslow ( 1945 ) in his Security-Insecurity Test,
and also to indices of anxiety used in & test which Halmos
(1952, p.95) has published in & study of social isolatlon.
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expecved 1% to supply them with certain specific satisfac-
tlons, and thelr positlion within 1t was defined and fixed.
Through assoclatlon with others outside the family they
galned further securitles, and a tendency to enter voluntary
agsoclation In preference to primary relations indicates
that these securities were of a specific kind, A disposi-
tlon to adopt utoplan or distralt responsibllity attitudes
to the total soclety shows, further, a general unreadlness
to be 1nvolved 1n real soclety with any total commltment,
These people were marginal, obtaining various specific
securitles from varlous sources wlihout being able to lose
themgselves 1n any many-sided group which could be expecied
to supply them with many satisfactlions. Thelr need for
freedom was mainly gratified apart from the family. In
thelr external activitles they were preoccupled with achle-
vement or influence, striving eagerly for status and
wvanting, particularly, to be leaders 1n the voluntary asso-
clations which they entered.

'hese parents tended to have a number of falrly discrete
elementary selves, one for each of the groups 1n which they
appeared, and would adopt at different times sttitudes and
opinions which belonged to one or the other., Conseguently
they did not glve evidence of a great deal of consistency.

If any role was cardinal in organizing thelr behaviour it
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wvas thelr family role in all but one case, but, as I have
stressed (Chapter IX, p.337 ) their family roles were not
strongly cardinal, and it wes activitlies whlch were separate
from them that were the most compelling. Thus, although
thelr method of satisfying thelr needs for security and
freedom through a number of partial involvements brought
reasonable satisfaction, it left the problem of achieving
an identity unsolved. Consequently, these people looked
for & unified identity less from the comprehensiveness of a
cardinal role than from the dominance of & subsldlary one.
Thelr values were mainly partlssnship or self«concentration
values and, gulded by these constricting values, they sought
to be unified more by marrowing than by organization. They
relied on the singleness of the causes or passions to which
they surrendered themselves to glve them a sense of identity,
more than on anything else. This left them with certain
residual selves; and the symbolic values, which they also
followed, served for "keeping up appearances" in those
other contexts in which they had interests invested but
in which they desired not to be too much involved.

In identification type families parents found a com-
prehensive security in the family itself, losing themselves
In thls many-sided group which they relled upon to supply

them with thelr main satisfactions; and thelr clearly
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deflned roles made thelr positions 1n the structure éure.
Also, they entered primary relations as much as voluntary
agsocistion, and this, together with thelr tendency to

adopt conservative or liberal responsibility attitudes to
the larger soclety, suggests that they may havé had a fairly
general readliness to identify with actual groups with =&
total commitment, They appear, in a gqulie general way, to
have been involved rather than marginel individuals. In
thelr case, the need for freedom was largely satlisfied by
exercising initiative in the area of authority permitted

by the family. Outslide of the family thelr voluntary
actlivities were mainly modest roles in which they could

give some form of service. These activitles were not

marked by status striving, although some of these parents
were popularly chosen to make leaders of a certaln type,
apparently on account of a comblination of competence and
freedom from self-seeking. Thus, sccording to the amount

of responsibility they were willing to accept, extra initia-
tive fell to them.

The sense of identlty of these parents was derived
basically from their strongly cardinal family roles., They
showed a high degree of consistency from one time to another,
and it appeared, from what evidence could be gathered, that

in all contexts they reacted fundamencally as the father



or mother of thelr famlly., But thelr sense of ldentity
was richer than that. For 1t was not accordling to thelr
distinctive part in the family that they thought and acted,

but rather as 1f they were the famlly l1tself. By the

vicarious identificatlon with other members, which was a
distingulshing feature of thls type of family, each person
became the whole organized structure, by sympathetically
taking the position of the others. His own identity became
something like a drama and hls own overt behaviour was a
reaction to the others in himself, Thus, not only was the
identity of parents in these families unified through belng
cardinal in the sense defined, i.,e. through thelr roles in
other groups belng made relevant to this one, but 1t was
unifled through a second factor, in that the whole system
of which this cardinal role was a part was taken into them-

1
selves: they intermalized the organization of the family.

i -
George Mead (1937, p.l44) has said that this reflection
in the individual of the completeness of the social process 1s
the basls of the organization and unification of the complete
self. I would grant that it is a part but not all of what
takes place, for I think that I have added something in the
idea that a cardinal role 1s necessary as well, wherever the
social process 1s differentiated into many groups over which
the individual distributes himself, MNMead has also recognized
(1937, p.297) the speclal quallty both of group life and
indlvlidual ldentlty which arises from what I have called
"vicarious idensification™., He describes it as the "religious
attitude", and contrasts it with the "economic attitude", by
which an Individual is related to another only for the sake

of obtaining something which the other does nos want, and

by which he always stands out from the other in some opposged
or independent identlty. -



- 396 =

While thls development of a global identity depended,
in the first Instance, on a marked division of labour and
authority, so that vig-a-vis the other each was distinctive,
fathers and mothers in these famlilies approached the condi-
tion of having identical identitles. Many differences could
therefore be allowed, since each one's identity included
the other, This fact may explain, for example, the accep~-
tabllity and legitimization of status difference between
the partners which occurred in a number of these cases. It
will be remembered that in legitimate patrierchy the father
was ranked above the mother, and all famllies with that
form of control were of this type. It was rare for any of
these mothers to feel hablitual constriction or resentment
because of having a subordinate place, Presumably this is
because 1f one person includes both roles, it is no depri-
vation to 2llow prior place to one role, since it does not

1
mean yielding prior place to a second person. The fact

1

- This function of sympathy or vicarious identification
in making status differences tolerable is something which
some psychologists have failed to appreciate, e.g., Faris
(Sherif and Wilson, 1953, p.174). Faris even suggests that
status differences in primary groups place a strain on the
sympathetic basls of relations; but my observations suggest
that a reverse influence may obtain, and that a sympathetic .
basis to relatlions can be the conditlon which makes status
differences agreeable,
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of identical identity can also be used to explain the
occurrence of exchange of roles In these famillies,

It seems that the possibllity of this sort of global
identity emerging rested on the comprehensive security
which these parents found in the family. And this, in turn,
rested on thelr shared conviction that they were striving
together to achieve the same membershlp values there., There
were signs that some of these parents were willing to suffer
Inwardly rather than lose, or allow another to lose, posivion
and support in the bosom of the family;bscause they under-
stood love, marrlage and family malnly 1n terms of a task
of embracing others in membership. This pgave them oppor-
tunity for personal development; for 1f, in spite of fault,
one could be held in membership, cetharsis could proceed.
They could ecount on the support and permission which are

1
its first conditilons. The members of these famillies were

l :
Parsons (1952, pp.297-320) has glven support and per-
mission, along with non-reciprocation of distorted expecta-
tions and the inducement of sanctions for acceptable be~
haviour, as the essential elements of psychotherapy. It
was noticeable that certain families of the other types
falled to supply these conditions because the faults of

one or several members had become an offence to the others,
and were no longer patlently borne or lovingly endured.

The demand of husband or wife or child that another member
should be free from a fault, which he was powerlsss to
control, was the source of the worst kind of family un-
happiness which I witnessed.
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not remarkable for thelr freedom from fault. Some were
eccentric, trylng, a disturbance or a nulsance, or very
psychologically ignorant, and some had to be handled with
humour and tact; but they were remarkable for their attitude
to fault, in not being offended by it and in making allow~-
ance for it through studied forbearance and consideration,
Because they concelived of happiness in terms of abandonment
and self-forgetfulness in securely rooted membership, they
were unwilling that anyone 's personal faults should threaten
it. Presumably, the spontaneity, which also distingulshed
them, was due to thelr release from inhibi ting self-consclous-
ness through fastening their attention on the frame of
reference which included them., Thls spontaneity was a
resource for satlsfying the need for freedom which was not
available in famlilles of the other types. It contributed
to the ablility these parents showed for satisfylng their
securlty, freedom and ldentity needs simultaneously.

In families of the false identification type one or
both parents showed marked eéidences of insecurity. The
family was the main frame of reference in which they hoped

to anchor themselves, but they were in doubt about the way

in which 1ts life related to thelr personal alms, and doubted
whether it could be bent in the direction they preferred.

Furthermore, their anchorage within the family was not filrmly
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fixed by a clearly differentiated role. In a similar manner
thelr relationships external to the family largely took the
form of a search for anchorages, but, whether they were
‘primary relations or voluntary asgoclation, they tended

to be unstable, Some of these external relatlions were
complicated by the parents! seeking relief there from family
tensions, and that, presumably, would be likely to introduce
some element which would be foreign to a group's aims and
make thelr position in 1t precarious. If the evidence
suggests a generalized marginallty in parents of the adap-
tation type of family, and a generallized capacisy for iIn-
volvement in parents of the ldensification type, 1t could

be sald that parents of famllies of the false identification
type showed a generallized unsuccesaful seeking after invol-
vement.

It has been stressed how much thease parents suffered
from a sense of constriction, Within the famlly their areas
of legltimate initlative were poorly defined, and thelr
control activities lacked regulation. Outside of the family
few of them had sufficient control over soclal relatlons
to galn a sense of achlevement through continuous actlivity
in them. They were so much under pressure for "let-down"
that 1t was hard to apply themselves to the effectlve par-

tlcipation 1n groups which would afford the satisfaction
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of exercising initimtive responsibly, The assertiveness
and coerclveness of thelr relationshlps with others in the
famlly can be regarded as compensatory, But while it may
have been compensatory for one partner to get his own way
with the other 1t only aggravated the other's sense of
constriction, of course, and was bitterly resented. It
wasg in families of this type that status differences were
unsettling, Wives who were the victims of assertive
patriarchy, for example, harboured a number of rankling
grievances,

Parents of these families were subject to such fluctua-
tions of attltude and point of view that they were often
an annoyance 0 one another because of thelr extreme in-
consistency. It was sald of some of them, elther by thelr
partners or themselves, that thelr main problem in life
was 0 know themselves, One can ianfer from these evidences
a poor sense of identity., Their values were malnly self-
expanslion, self~concentration and symbolic, and, gulded by
these, they restlessly sought a sense of conslstency by
investing their ldeniity in the permanence of what they
possessed, by narrowing themselves iIn single passions or
by wearlng a distincilve appearance. One of the main devices
for gaining a feeling of identisy, which 1s related to

symbollc values, was preoccupation with their ideal of
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themselves and a tendency to take this for the real self -
although even their 1deal of themselves might vary from
time to time. They were gliven to instructing others in
"what sort of person" they were, and expected to be treated
accordingly, even théugh it might have little resemblance
to what one found them to be. Thelr coercive tendencles
were associated wlth thls, for it added to thelr sense of
1dentity, as 1t did to their sense of security and freedom,
to impose the same character on a partner or child as they
conceived to be ideal for themselves., Thus they stood at
an opposlite pole from the parents of the identificatlon
type of family who gained an expansive identity by identi-
fying vicarlously with all that was different in the other
members of the family, By contrast, these parents strove
to fix thelr own identity by making others conform to

thelr own ideal selves. By this false identification they
gained a false security, and the coercive actlion through

which they achieved it amounted to false freedom,

3., The Needs of Children and Adolescents

The most striking feature about the need satisfaction
of the children and adolescents studied was the fact thatg
thelr sense of securlty rested in the expectation that the

family would supply satisfactlons for them fairly inde-
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pendently of co-operation from themselves, while the main
satisfactlons to be sSecured outside of the family (chiefly
at school) were %o be won by thelr own efforts, falrly in-
dependently of co-operation from others. Thus nelther the
famlly nor the externzl socliety provided any system in
which they could achleve an anchorage of such a kind that
thelr sense of securlty was assoclated with a freedom derived
from personal exertlon in association with others. And
thelr sense of 1dentity, such as it was, was likewlise dual.
They had a family identity in a very dependent, diffuse role,
coupled with a school ldentity in an achievement role. For
most of them the family role was weakly structured and had
liztle concrete content, It was defined more in terms of
what could be expected to be done for them than in terms
of what regular tasiks were expected of them. Thelr school
role was defined mainly in terms of what they could do for
themselves 1n study and, perhaps, sport and leadership.
They were expecited to be able "to adjusi" to teachers and
other children, to be sure, but the class-room situation
was such that this carried scarcely any implication of
working with them.

The two sources of seduriby on which children depended,
unconnected by any bridge of social organlzation they wers

aware of, and supplying securities 1In very different ways,
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continued to divide their world snd identity right through
adolescence, Save in very exceptional cases, there was

no provision, as the children passed into adolescence,

to ensure that the security given them in the family should
.be increasingly based on co-operation from themselves, either
by their producing for the family or taking some responaible
part in its control, On the contrary, most of them were
excused from this preclsely because the demands for achleve-
ment in thelr external roles, elther at school or in thelr
occupational training, had now become more exacting. The
result was that development towards adult stature within

the family was slight. Even well into adolescence sons

and daughters defined themselves, on the one hand, as depen-
dent, not on co-operation but bounty; and, on the other,

as Independent and thrown very much on thelr own resources
to "make the grade' in a competitive world. The sources

of éecurity were continually seen to be not any firmly
structured system in which they enjoyed a place - bug,

separately, thelr parents and themselves. They placed an

exaggerated expectation on thelr parents for perfect emo-
tlonal and material provision, and had an exaggerated ldea
of how much depended on themselves when separated from
their parents. The status attaching to the dependence role
was slight, 8o that the only important freedom children

gained in the family was the fictional kind that came with
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play and recreational activities. If they failed to dis-
tinguish themselves above their fellows at school, they
galned little status outside of the family. This pattern
makes the theme on which the situations in the different
types of famlly were only variations,

In families of the adaptation type the position was
extreme. The lack of an expectation to assist in definite
tasks, the lack of direction and firm control, and the
lack of close asgsociation with thelr parents who, by
continually expressing attitudes towards the children,
would have given them some precise self-conception, all
left the children without any structural location in the
family, so that they were both insecure and confused about
their identity. They showed Insecurity in a marked inabi-
11ty to concentrate or persevere, and thelr defective sense
of identity became evident in much impulsive and random
behaviour. Exemption from direction, of which they enjoyed
so much, was not construed by them as freedom, It became
a burden which confused and wearied them., Furthermore,

their almost entire lack of any structural anchorage in the

family left them even more dependent than some other
children on an anchorage in the providence of all-sufficlent
parents, only to find thelr need denied them, if it was

their fate to suffer rejection, or exploited to thelr
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spolling i1f they were indulged. In the former case thelr
insecurlty was severe, 1n the latter case what security

was enjoyed (and 1t would probahly be fitful) only served

to magnify the child's feeling of dependence on an all-
sufficlent adult. It 1s understandable that, at adolescence,
these children should revolt agalnst thelr parents'! values,
and quickly escape into peer groups, seeklng to find security
and status by losing themselves 1n membershlp there.

In families of the ldentificatlon type the general
poslition was mitlgated, but because the child's role took
him so much outside of the family 1t was lmpossible to
escape the baslc cleavage, so that mltlgation made for
ambivalence and contradlction, I have already pointed out
(Chapter IX, p. 346 ), for instance, how the coniradlctory
value placed on the pursuit of knowledge and culture in
these famllies lmposed an amblvalent expectation on the
children., However, because they recelved plailn directives
and were under firm control, because they were in fairly
constant assoclation with their parents, whose deflnite and
objective attlitudes towards them assisted them in self-
definition, and because of their vicarious ldentification
with other family members, these children had some struc-
tural anchorage in the family, even though some of them

had few responsibilities. Their resulting sense of identity
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was made evident in a capacity for control superior to

that shown by children 1In families of the other types.

But they carried, as well, a residual ldentity from their
external achievement roles, and showed by their vacillation
over giving time to the family that they found this difficult
to integrate with the identity that went with thelr position
of secufity at home, The freedom needs of these children
were satlsfled to a certain degree because of thelr parents
preserving objectivity in thelr attitudes towards them, so
that bthelr dependence was not exploited to deprive them

of moral autonomy, and they exercised many choices of thelr
own, They did not reject their parents'values when they
came to adolescence, but sought the added security of belng
involved with their peers in much the same way as they were
accustomed to belng involved in membership with thelr
families.

In families of the false identification type chlildren
lacked a structural position in the family, just as
children of the adaptation type of family did, because they
were without responsibilities and definite control and
direction. Consequently, like these other children, they
developed a distorted expectation of sufficlency in thelr
parents. This made them vulnerable, because, unlike what

happened with children of the adaptation type of family,
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their parents associated with them closely, The assoclation
was excesslvely close, for the attitudes which the parents
took to the children and from which the éhildren accepted
thelr sense of identity did not express an objective appre-
clation of the chlld's nature. It was thelr own wishes

and their own ideal selves wﬁich the parents impressed on
the children by the attitudes which they took to them, This
gave the children a sense of ldentlty and securlty through
coalescence with a parent., But both the ldentlty and
securlty were false, and were enjoyed at the expense of real
freedom, Children who became conscious of this 1n adolescence
rejected thelr false identlity and securlty, provlded the
feelings of gullt entailed in acting against one's earliest
identity were not so intolerable as to inhiblt strivings

for emancipation altogether. They rejected the parental
values In which their earlier ldentity had been grounded

and sought to flnd real securlty and develop an independent

consclence through membership involvement with peers.





