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CHAPTER I

—

INTRODUCTION

There has been'rélatively little progress toward wide;preadéénd
general acceptance by the Indian of the dominant white culture in which
" he must live, thouéh the popular assumption of white Americans ha; always
been that éventually the Indian would be assimilated into the larger
American sociéty. The Indian has made many- adaptations since fhe latter
portioﬁ oé the nineteenth century when éhe reservations were being -estab-
lished. In those saﬁe years, however, the white man has- also made: many

-

changes. The issue is quite in doubt as to whether the last century

. - it — o

has really seen a ﬁﬁrfowing of the cultural distance between the Indian

and the white societies. Bigart (1970) made the observation that
The cultural differences separating Indians from the larger
American society, however, are much greater than those that
separate white Americans from newly arrived European immigrants;
and evidence-is accumulating that distinctively Indian communi-
"ties.in the United States wili exist indefinitely (p. 27).
An interesting new th:uét with respect to the Indian in the
United States asserts that the Indian goal is not full -acculturation;
““they do not desire- to become white men'with red skins, nor to hold
doggedly to their ancient past. "The new Indians” are described by
Steiner (1968) as feeling that the Indian has-a significant-contribution
to make to American life, and that to some degree- the -white society
should become acculturated to Indian ways. He wrote of "the New Indians:"
The young, educated Indians are not seeking to hold on
to the tribal past. . . . Rather they wish to live as contem- -

porary indians in the modern world, to modernize the old tribal
ways so they will not only survive but will be revitalized.

The new Indians have chafed at being called 'culturally
deprived.' More and more of the youths believe that their

1
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own culture will not only survive but is superior to much of
the way of life they see about them in the country. . . .

The love of. life, the love of every living thing, the
communal brotherhood of the tribe, the free spirit of the
individual, the loving--not prohibitive--care of children,
the larger love of the kinship family, the concept of justice,
not punishment, the wholeness of man, the eternity of the

* present, the root and identity of the soul-~these are some of
" the things that tF¥ibal society might bring to technological
society in spiritual payment for its material goods and
sexrvices (pp. 155-157)
—

The fact is well:known that the Indian, from eeiliest times of

contact with the white culture, has been making some accomodations and

adjustments to it. To a greater or lesser degree, depending upon the
tribe and locality being considered, the'Indian has learned how to live
in the white society. But Lesser (1961, p. 137) pointed out that
o o o modern studies of Indian communities show' that adoption
of the externals of amverican .life is not neatly correlat * -iith
accompanying chang.'s 'n basic Indian attitudes, mind, ar
personality. Feeling:; and attitudes, the life of the inne._

man, change more slowly than utilitarian features of comfort
“and convenience.

The Indian has been quite selective in the adjustments he has
made. In general'the tendency has' been for him to-accept the benefits
of the material—cultufe readily enough, but to maintain a posture of
skepticism regarding the white man's philosophy of life:- This attitude
was described by Brophy and Aberle- (1966) in these words:

Ostensible familiarity with the English language and the

adoption of white manners and customs by no means demonstrates
that the Indian adopts the white man's ethics. . . .

No tests yet devised show whether an individual Indian has
changed his basic emotions. Regardless of the degree of
acculturation, studies show that a persistent core..of aboriginal
goals and expectations is still discernible in some Indians (p. 10).

The basic differences between Indian and wh;te values have been

noted by many scholars (Ablon, 1965; Spinaler and Spindler, 1957;
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chaloupka, 1970; Lesser, 1961). Chaloupka (1970, pp. 5-7) commented
- that in most instances the basic Indian va}ué is almost diametrically
opposed to the basic white American:vdlue. Indians are present-oriented
vhile vwhites are future-oriented; Indians value giving and sharing of
vealth, while whites value accumulating Yealth; Indians show deference
to the aged and equate'age with wisdom, while whites glorify youth;
Indians value cooperation while whites value competition; Indians

appreciate nature for its own sake, while whites are more interested

jrT—

in learning to control and harness it; Indians have strong feelings of

loyalty toward extended kin while whites place a much greater value on

the nuclear family than on the extended family.

Nine ‘fundamental attributes or psychological features of the
American Indian were enumerated by Spi:.iler and Spindlef (1957) :

(1) Nondemonstrative emotionality and reserve, with a high

degree of control of interpersonal.aggression within the in-group;
(2)- ‘a pattern of generosity; (3) autonomy of the individual;

(4) the ability to endure pain, hunger, hardship, and frustra-
tion without external evidence of discomfort; (5) a positive
valuation of bravery and courage; (6) a generalized fear of the
world as dangerous; (7) a practical joker strain that is highly
institutionalized; (8) attention to concrete realities of

the present; and (9) dependence on a superratural power that
controis one's fate (p. 148). .

There can be little question that most of the socio-economic prob- -
lems confronting the Indian today are largely a function of his limited
acceptance of the cultural norms of the dominant society. Therefore,
the solutions lie in the'direction of fuller accommodation to the pre-
vailing national culture: _ This should not be construed, however, as
& refutation or rejecéion of the Indian value system. There are admirable

aspects to it; the question is whether the Indian, living according to

such a system, can survive in the contemporary American society.
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A
when vhite men first set foot on this continent they found the

Indian was already here and had an age-o}d culture. From a fossil site
near Helena, Montana, arrowheads and other artifacts have been unearthed
wvhich clearly indicate the_ existence there of an unchanging way of Indian
life for at least 10,000 years before the coming of the white man (Forbis
and Sperry, 1952). It is estimated by Genovese (1967) that Indian life
on the North American continent may go back -as much as 35,000 years,

dating to an age when a land mass perhaps 1,000 miles wide connected

~ Siberia to the North American mainland.

At the time the Indian and white cultures first came into contact,
the vhite society was crude as compared to the present day. But at that
point in time the Indian was still fnndamentaliy a paleolithic man. He
had not invented the wﬁe;l, nor firearms, nor any of the "modern" devices
he saw in the possession of the white frontiersmen. To adapt himself

to our culture the Indian has had to attempt to leap from the hfoné age

_to the space age in-less than a century. It would be remarkable if there

were .not a degree of resistance. A people cannot reasonably be expected
to forget in a century what they have been for thousands of years.

'i‘he rel.uctance with which the Indian auapts to the whif;c culture
crcates”problm for him, and for the t:otpal society. His ancient culture,
admirably suited for t'«e¢ life of the nomadic buffalo hunter, is counter-
productive in the modern world. Sorkin (1969) pointed out some dis-

quieting fatts:

- -

The median income for reservation families is $1,800, with 76
per cent of all reservation families earning incomes below
the poverty threshold of $3,000. Unemployment of resexvation
males in 1967 was 37.3 per cent of the available labor force,
or 50 per cent higher than U.S. unemployment as a whole in the
worst days of the depression of the thirties (p. 244).
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Sorkin further reported that in 1966 over 75 per cent of all
reservation homes we:o substandard, and that the Indian is also educa-
tionally underprivileged. As of 1966, 55 per cent of all those in the
18 to 35 age group had completed eight or less years of school. Only
19 per cent had completed high school or gone beyond high school in
thdz education. '

The Bureau of Indian Affairs (1970) stated that the Indian birth
rate was double that of the nation as a whole. -Due to the cumulative

-

effect of poor housing, poor diet, unsafe water supply, and lack of--
health knowledge, the Indian is in poor he;lth. Infectious and commun-
icable diseases are more prevalent among tho Indian than among the total
population. Trachoma, almost unknown among whites, is_p:esent éo a high
degree in the Indian. The Indian tuberculosis rate isrsevor.« _ti.xues as

-

great as that of whites. The result of all this is that Indian life

__expectancy is. significantly below that of whites.

The Indian adolescents in the ;nsent- study were all from the
state of Montana. According to figures reported by Thompson (1970),
the Indian is faring no better ifi"Montana than elsewhere. On Montana
rcservations in March of 1970, unemployment stood at 44 per cent of
the available labor f_o:cc. Since the Northern Cheyenne and Flathead

an reservations consistently maintain only about a 25-pev-cent rate of

unesployment, the rates on the other reservations would have to be

rben o

very much higher to produce the 44 per cent over-all figure. . |
' With regard to income of Monana Indians, Spang (1970) stated
that family income helow $1,000 per year was three times as prevalent

&mong the rural Indian population as among the total zural population.
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" change or continuity. A comparison of responses of white and Indian

~converging or diverging.

6 S - T

Lin and Chase (1970) found that only one-third <.:f tlie rurarlr. Indians- had
gone to high school and three per cent had gome to college. Dropout
rates for Indian students are twice the national average, with some
schools r.eporting dropout rates approaching 100 per cent for Indians, . . 1
according to McDonald (1970, p. 42) . He added that achievement level
of Indian students lags two or three years behind. that of white students,
and that Indians fall progressively further behind the longer they stay’
in school. - .

The serious .and numerous problems of éhe Indi_an are nlportant not; -
only to him, but to all Americans. There is a need for a conteﬁporary
evaluation of the progress of Indian acculturation and an understand:i.ng
of the values he holds. |

.The totality of the Indian culture is too broad to be encompassed
in any single study. It is ‘necessary that the sub.ject be viewed in a
somewhatf more h.mted perspective. The family is often considered a
microcosm of the larger social order. For thisi reason an assumption is
made that investigating -sane Indian attitudes and bAeliefs,with respect
to the family will produce a clearer perception of the Indian culture.

A further assumption is that familistic attitudes and marriage rcle -

expectations may be measured and interpreted as indicators of cultural

subjects on these value orientations will reflect the degree to which

Indian and white attitudes and values related to the family are

Spiro (1955, p. 1247) said, "If parents are the agents of .

cultural continuity . . . in acculturation children become the agents

of cultural change." 1In view of this statement, the assumption is

’




A

7 : -
made that éxamining the familistic attitudes and marriage role expecta-
tions of Indian and white youths will afford a preview of the value
structure of the next géneration of parents.
Empirical data with regard to familistic attitudes and marriage
role expectations of Indians do not exist. It thusv becomes necessary

to rely on data of an anthropological nature and on data derived from

studies of acoulturation of ethnic groups in America. The short-
co-ingg of data sué:t; a; these are acknowledged; however, they are the
best that is presently available in this area.
Observational data of anthropologists present a picture of the
Indian in his early xesel;vation and pre-reservation days as being very
familistic and highly authoritarian in marriage role expectations
(Denig, 1961; Ewers, 1958; Hanks and Hanks, l;SO; Lesser, 1251; Lindquist,
|1923; Lowie, 1912, 1917, 1934, 1954; Wissler, 1912, 1934, 1938). ' ’

Studies of the acculturation of ethnic groups in America which

“have dealt with familistic attitudes and marriage role expectations

present a similar perspective (Spiro, 1955; Tharp, Meadow, Lennhoff and
Satterfield, 1968; Bardis, 1959a, 1961). To the extent that accultura-

tion has not taken place, families remain highly traditional and author=._

itarian. Conversely, to the axtent the acculturation process has taken

Place, families exhibit greater degrees of equalitarian attitudes.
Cmtempor.ary research on familism and marriage role expectations

of white subjects has consistently produc;d evidence that in the United .

States there is a growing trend toward more individualistic, less

familistic attitudes, and toward more equalitarian marriage role expec-

tations ‘Bardis, 1959a, ¢, d; Bell, 1956; Benson, 1955; Cleland, 1955;
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punn, 1959; Freeman-and Showel, 1952; Geiken, 1964; Reilly, 1963; Roehl,
1962; Rogers and Sebald, 1962; Hanley, 1967; Mowrer, 1969; Sebald and
Andzen . 1962; Wilkening, 1954). The evidence comes from such varied
sources that one is led to conc;ude that this phenomenon applieé to e
families ;n'.thout regard for sociological variables such as socia]; status,
incone, place of residence, etc. Not only is there a movement away
from traditional, authoritarian attitudes; it also appears that those

vho have been somewhat equalitarian are becoming even more equalitarian.

Purpose
The pt;zpose of this study was to measure and compare the

familistic attitudes and marriage role expectat;ions of Indian and white

youi:hs in late adolescence. A primary question underlying the investi-

-gation was whether Indian youths are significaﬁtly more oriented than

white youths toward maintenance of cultural traditions. aAnother basic
question addressed was that of the kind and amount of difference that
exists between Indian adolescents of several.Plains tribes with respect
to familistic attitudes and marriage role expectat;ions.' Oon the basis
of these data a contemporary estimate of the progress of Indian accul-
turation may be made. A basis was. also established for comparing the
attitudes, expectations, and family values of Indian youths with white

youths, and with Indian youths of other tribes.

~Variables and Rationale
Thogse familistic attitudes and marriage role expectations which

& person holds are influenced by many sociological variables. It would

not be realistic for any single study to make the attempt to explore



—— e TS i o § Rk S S d
]

PR—————)

9

every variable factor which conceivably could have a bearing on the

~ attitudes of an individual or group; however, it is possible to isolate

certain factors which can be predicted _to exercise a definite effect.

In the present investigation the following sociological variables were

" examined: grade, age, sex, race, tribal affiliation, academic achieve-

ment, future educational plans, place of residénce, parent's marital
status, and language spéken in the home.

Logical consistency demands that lower values of famiiism be
accanp;nied by ];;s authoritarian marriage role expectations, and the
research works previously noted indicate that ‘this may be expected.
Thus 1t' was hypothesized that a positive correlation exists between
sco#es on the two attitude scales fc;r each of the respondent groups
in the study.

Grade in school, age, and sex of respondents have been fdux;d
to be differentiating factors in other studies of familism and marriage
role expectations (Hanley, 1967; .Bardis, 1959a, 1959b; Dunn, 1959; Gould,
1961; Moser, 1961; Motz, 1950). Of these, only Hanley employed a
concurrent study of both concepts; others have focused on familism or
marriage role expectations, but not both. Findings on these factors
have varied so that the nature of tﬁeir influence cannot be predicted
with ce;tain.ty in a specific sample. However, since these: factors have

been found quite consistently to be influential, it was assumed that in

the present investigation a relationship exists between these factors

and the scores on the Familism Scale and Marriage Role Expectation

Inventory.

Racial grouping and tribal affiliation are unknown with regard
to their influence on familistic attitudes and marriage role expectations,

’
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pecause no previous study has been found in which these attitude scales

and sociological'variables have been used. The assumption was made

th;t it does mean something to be an Ihdian rather than a white man, and

thathit also means something to be a member, let us say, of the Crow |
tribe rather than of the Flathead‘or Assiniboin tribe. For this reason

the assumption- was made that a significant difference exi;tsfén tpe

basis of Indian or non-Indian, and tribal affiliati;n.

Academic achievement and future educational plans.can both be
:readi ly- conceived as existing on a continuum from low to high. Fu;ther-
more, both can be viewed as representing the degree of acceptance of
the dominant culture's value system, which places much emphasis on
achievement in school and the importapce of continining one's education
beyond high school. Since cultural accomodation appears ‘consistently
to beﬁaccompanied by attitudes which are increasingly equilitarian,
it appeared reasonable to make the assumptiton that a relationship
exists between academic achievement, f@ture educationgl pléns, and-

- scores on the two indexes; .

Tharp and his associates (1968) found-in a study of Mexican-
American families that one of the factors wpich could be closelg linked
with the degree of ac;ulturation was the language spoken in the haome.

As the English language became more fully adopted for daily use, there
was an incyease of equalitarianism in.marriage roles: Those who continued
to speak Spanish in the home continued to be more .authoritarian. Wwhile
there is no evidence available on this phenémenon with regard to the

Indian, it appears to be a factor of considerable interest. The assump-

tion seems reasonable that scores qn the familism scale and marriage
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role expectation inventory would rise as the use of non-English language

L]

rises.

Historically, it has been a part of the Plains Indian tradition

for marriage to be perceived more in temms of transience than éermanence
(Lowie, 1912, 1917, 1935; Denig, 1961; Wissler, 1912, 1534). Hanks and -
Hanks (1950) have noted that a trend toward short-term marriage is still

quite evident among thé“ﬁl;ckfeet; The assumption thus appears justified

that imong the Indiaﬁ portions of the sampie in the present investigatioﬁ

there would be a significanfly higher incidence ofﬁhomes in which one or B
both of the parents had been previously married and divorced. It was
also expected that the reality of this would have scﬁe bearing upon the

familistic attitudes and marriage role expectaiions of the youths in.

such homes. No evidence exists to indicate the direction of the

difference, however,

Even though the town may be a ver; small one, there is a q;ali-
tative difference between.living in a town and living in the country.
Since previous studies, such as that of Zimmerman and Frampton (1935),
have found that higher levels of familism and a more authoritagian
family structure are to be found in rural settings, it was hypothesized

in this study that place of residence would be a significant factor in

-

determining scores on the two scales.

Hypotheses

The “following specific hypotheses were tested in the study:
1. There is a significant positive relationship between Familism Scale
8cores and Marriage Role Expectation Inventory scores for

a&. Indian and White Adolescents

b. 1Indian Adolescents
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3.

4.

S.

6.

There is a significant difference in the Familism Scale scores of

white Adolescents ~ - ~

Crow Indian Adolescents )
Northern Cheyenne Indian Adolescents
Flathead Indian Adolescents

Sioux Indian Adolescents

Assiniboin Indian Adolescents

.Other Indian Adolescents.

Indian and White Adolescents on the basis of

a.
b.
c.
d.

There is a significant

Tribal Affiliation and Sex ;

Tribal Affiliation and Grade in School

Tribal Affiliation and Parents' Marital Status
Tribal Affiliation and Place of Residence.

Indian and White Adolescents on the basis of

" a,

b.
C.
d.

There is a significant difference in the Marriage Role Expectation

Race and Age . s
Race and Sex
Race and Academic Achievement

Race, Academic Achievement, and Future Educational Plans.

difference in the Familism Scale scores of

Inventory scores of Indian and White Adolescents on the basis of

a.
b.
c.
d.

There is a significant difference in the Marriage Role Expectation
Inventory scores of Indian and White Adolescents oh thé basis of

a.
b.
c.
d.

There is a significant difference in the
Indian Adolescents on the basis of

a,

bo‘

c.
d.

There is a si

1

a.
b.

Tribal Affiliation and Sex-

Tribal Affiliation and Grade in School

Tribal Affiliation and Parents' Marital Status
Tribal Affiliation and Place of Residence.

Race and age -

-

Race and Sex
Race and Academic Achievement

Race, Academic Achievement, and Future Educational Plans.

Language
Language
Langquage
Language

and Place of Residence

and Parents' Marital Status
and Age

and Sex.

gnificant difference in the Marriage Role Expectation
nventory scores of Indian Adolescents on the basis of

Language and Place of Residence
Language and Pzrents?! Marital Status

Familism Scale scores of
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c. Language and Age
d. Language and Sex.
Definitions
Familism i; a concept which has been useful.in assessing the
degree to which persons feel a sense of loyalty, commitment, and obliga~-
tion to their families. Zadrozny (1959, p. .116) defined familism as
"the feelifig and the conviction among members of the family that their
family unit is a worthwhile group demanding the loyalty and cooperation
of all its members, and one that should be preserved and perpetiated.”
Similarly, Rogers and Sebald (1962, pP. 26) stated that "familism is the
subordination of ‘individual interests to those of the family group.“
Others (Heller; 1970; Hanley, 1967; Zimmérman, 1935) have also
agreed that familism involves the subofdination of individualAinterests

to the interests of the family.

The point has been made by Rogers and Sebald (1962) and by

several other scholars (Burgess and Locke, 1953; Cleland, 1955; Wilkening,

1954) that the construct of familism must be seen as being composed of
two basic~el;ments= nuclear family integration and extended family
1nteg;ation. It has'been found that strong familistic attitudes with
respect to the nuclear family are not always accompanied by feelings of

equal intensity toward the extended kin.

Burgess and Locke (1953) identified five specific characteristics
of familism:

(1) a feeling of belonging to a family group; (2). integration of
activities of family members for the attainment of family objec-
tives; (3) the utilization of family resources to help needy
members; (4) rallying to the support of a member, if he is in
trouble; and (5) the maintenance of continuity between the
Parental family and new family units (pp. 71-72).
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A cross-cultural perspective on the meaning of familism was
given by Ch'eng-K'un (1944, p. 51-54) as he identified four basic tenets
of familism as being the foundation of the Chinese social order:

(1) Chinese children were not allowed to talk back to their
parents, to ignore their commands or thwart their wishes;
(2) the younger brother was expected to be-very devoted to ; . R
his elder brother; (3) a wife was to have a proper attitude -

of respect and deference to her husband and her parents-in-law;

and (4) there was to be a strong feeling of continuity in the

family. :

In view of these several statements, familism was defined in
this study as feelings of loyalty and responsibility toward the family
gréup and individual family members. The assumption was made that
familism is increasingly focused upon the nuclear family rather than
the exteﬂded family, and that increasing acculturation produces a m;ve-
ment toward more individualistic, less familistic attitudes.

Marriage role expectations are the conceptions of ‘the parts

each spouse will play in a marriage relationship, and are primarily

"detrived in the home in which a person is reared. Waller (1938) has

stated that the equalitarian nature of the family in which a person is
reared has consideraple bearing on the role expectations he will carry

into his own marriage. Waller and Hill (1951) exp;ésseq the conviction that
marriage role expectation§ are not formed in marriage, but are brought

to. the marriage as a product of each partner's upbringing. |

There seems to be little question, wrote Cavan (1969), that the
tendency in all parts of the nation ;s towaéd more equalitarian marriage
roles, particularly among the middle class.

Mangus (1957) defined marriage role expectations in terms of

the conceptions a man and a woman bring to marriage of what a husband
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‘should be and what a wife should be. Kirkpatrick (1955) said that the
child leamns through observation in his home what it means to be a
husband or a wife. He sees how his father and mother relate toward each
other, toward the child and his. siblings, and toward others. His obser-
vations of tﬁese roles become incorporated into his own personality
structure and behavior patterns.

In the present research marriage role expectations were defined
as the roles one expects himself to play in marriage and the roles he
expects his spouse to play. As with familism, it was assumed that
increasing accommddatioq to the nomms of the dominant culture produces
a concomitagt movement toward more equalitarian concepts of marriage
roles.

\ The variables used in the study were defined and operationalized
in the following manner:
Grade: All respondents were high school juniors and seniors.

Each respondent was placed in age group one, two, or three:
16 or younger, 17 or 18, 19 or older.

Race: .This variable divided the total sample’into Indian or non-
;ndian (wWhite) .

L4

Tribal Affiliation: Each respondent was placed in one of these groups:
(1) Crow; (2) Northern Cheyenne; (3) Flathead; (4) Sioux; (5)
Assiniboin; (6) Other Tribes-~a composite grouping of Indian
students in those instances where only a very few kelonged to
any one tribe; (7) Non-Indians, no tribal affiliation (White b
students) . ‘ B

Academic Achievement: At the highest level were those students whose
grades in school for the past two years have been mostly A's
‘and B's; for the middle level those whose grades have been
mostly B's and C's; at the lowest level those whose grades
have been mostly C's and lower.

Future Educational Plans: The three levels of response were in terms

of future plans to attend college, to attend a trade or voca-
tional school, or to terminate education after high school
graduation.
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Place of Residence: Each respondent was listed as residing in town
Or out of town.

Parents' Marital Status: The three response levels included those
students whose parents were both in their first marriage;
those having one parent who was Previously married and
divorced; and scudents whose parents both had been,previously
married and divorced, ‘

Language Spoken in the Home: This factor was applicable only to the
Indian portion of the sample, since only seven of the white
Students reported any use of a non-English language. The
Indian students were classified as those in whose homes only

_ English is Spoken; those in whose homes a non-Enyglish language

‘is spoken some of the tim€; and those in whose homes a non-
English language is spoken most of the time.

Familism Score: This refers to the score a student received on the
Bardis Familism Scale.

e T SV A,

Marriage Role Ex ectation Score:

This refers to the score a student

received on the Dunn Marriage Role Expectation Inventory.
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CHAPTER II
REVIEW OF LITERATURE

Familism and the Plains Indian

Familism as an ideal construct was found by Zimmerman and Frampton
(1935) to be most nearly approximated by families living in the Ozark
Highlands, where strong family ties have been preserved in the face of
increasing individualism elsewhere. It has been noted (Zimmeéman &
Frampton, 1935; Burgess & Locke, 1953; Heller, i970) that’ rural

families are familistic to a significantly greater degree than urban:

.
-

families. Zimmerman and Frampton (1935) commented:

Geographic isolation is one of the most important elements in

# maintaining the purity of the mores of these (Ozark Highlands)
families, and in protecting them from the influence of urban

. individualism. This isolation is a genuine defense mechanism *

i though it may not be a wholly conscious one (p. 281),

]

Geographic isolation will of necessity be accompanied by social
. isolation., Television and other modern means of communication will

continue to exert an influence in bringing those who are geographically

[P

isolated into closer contact with the larger society. Still, the

breaking down of social isolat%on is unlikely to occur rapidly when

daily face-to-face contact is lacking because of geographic isclation.
The seven Indian reservgtions in Montana provide some degree

. ’of geographic isolation. Moreover, a considerable degree of social

‘ isolation was created for the Indian by placing him on a reservation

and thereby makiﬁg him a man apart from the general socigty.
Fischbacher (1967) stated that the single purpose behind all

federal policies and legislation regarding Indians, past and present,

has been to bring the Indian into full relationship as a citizen of

17
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the United States. Establishing reservations was at first conc;eived as
& means to this end, but it seems to have worked toward the opposite end.
If one desired to Prevent the Indian's assimilation i;t:o the total
éult:uxe, it would be qQuickly realized that the most effective first
step woulc be to remove him from daily interaction with the white
society.

The two conditions under which familism flourishes besi:, social
and geographic isolation, are thus assuredifor the Teservation Indian
of the Plains. ‘

Numerous evidences of ‘the highly traditional and familistic way
of life of the Plains Indian tribes are available through observational
studies of anthtopologis.ts. Wissler (1912) and lowie (1912, 1935) both
noted that arranged rarriages were more the rule than the exception, and
that the custom of bride price was commonly obsegved. Though the trites
have 7repeat:edly denied the existence of the bride price custom, observers
have consistently reported that gifts of horses were customarily presented
to the brige's pazents'. It was quite universally accepted that a
"bought wife" was of higheri éuality, and fhat: marriage to such a
woman would result in a more stable union than would u marriage by
¢lopement or other more casual alliance.

Wisslexr (1912, '19_34) said there was no restriction on the numker
of wives a man could have, but no woman could have more than one
husband. A man who married an eldest daughterzﬁad preemptive rights
to the younger daughers as they reached marriageable age. A man who

desired additional wives was thought wise to marry sisters, as it was

felt they would be less quarrelsome wives.




- -

-

2, ana . i e M i A

19

The levirate and sororate are ancient Jewish customs requixing
4 man to marry the widow of a daceased brother (levirate) or to marry

the widow of his wife's deceased brother (sororate) . While the levirate

and sororate were practiced among the Plains Indian .tribes, their

S
observance was not held to be obligatory. Lowie (1935) stated that

these customs were practiced with gome frequency, but by no means in

all cases.

Marriage being wholly secular and dccomplished with very little

ceremony, it was also dissolved with equal ease. Laziness and adultery

were the tws main grounds (Wissler, 1912), but a man could turn his wife

out or she could leave him for any number of Teasons, or for no good

reason at all. Lowie (1935) observed that short-temm marriage was

something of a cultural ideal. A man who lived too long with one wife

became the butt of joking, scomm, and ridicule. He was said to be "like

a hunter who kills a buffale: and just stays by the carcass, lacking

the spirit to pursue the herd" (p. 48).

In this authoritarian structure the status of women was low.

Women outnumkbered men in the tribes sometimes by as much as three or

four to ocne because men Were go often killed in buffaloc hunts and in

battle. Denig (1961) stated that women were generally regarded as

socially inferior to men. They had no voice in councils, and could

not converse with their husband when other men were present. They were,

in a sense, the pProperty of their husband more thén his companion.

Their way of life demanded the hearness and assistance of family )

members and of other tribal families as well. Defending themselves

and pursuing the herds of buffalo required group effort.

Thus,
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- Ablon (1965) remarked that the Indian by ancient tradition was not geared

to cope with life in isolated nuclear family units in the self-sufficient

pattern of city life today.

The immediacy of the relationship of the family to the total

society was explained by Deldria (1970) =

Tribes are not simply composed of Indians. They are highly
‘organized as clans, within which variations of tribal traditions
and customs govern. While the tribe makes decisions on general
affairs, clans handle specific problems.

Customs rise as clans meet specific problems and solve them.
They overflow from the clans into general tribal usage as their
capability and validity are recognized. Thus a custom can
spread from a minor clan to the tribe as a whole and prove to
be a significant basis for tribal behavior (p. 229).

There is found in the literature sufficient justification for

including the several trikes in this study under the common category

AW et Y e

‘of "Plains Indians." Although they go by different names and have scme

variations in their customs, and although they live on widely separated

reservations in the vastness of Montana, the anthropological data reveal

a common rootage. For example, it was written by Wissler (1366, pp. 196-

197) that

There are many reasons for guessing that the Hidatsa way
of life, the way of the southern Siouans, is the old way and
that the Crow, Sioux, and Assiniboin, not long before the white
man came, were living according to this old way, but that the
open plains lured them to take to tepees, abandon pottery and

; finally to become thoroughgoing horse Indians.

! . Other tribes included in this investigation were identified
. by Murdock as bona fide members of the Plains group:

The Cheyenne and Arapaho, two tribes of the west central
Plains, subsisted mainly by hunting the buffalo, living in
migratory bands in skin tipis. Polygyny was common and was
preferentially sororal. . . . A somewhat variant form of life
was found among the Algonkian tribes of the Plains--Blackfoot,
: Blood, Piegan, and Gros Ventre. These groups closely resembled
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the Arapaho and Cheyenne in their migratory mode of life, in
their predominantly hunting economy, and in their political
organization. ., ., .

The Salish type of which Murdock speaks includes the Flathead
as well as the Confederated Kootenai-Salish tribe. Possibly the major
distinction between these tribes and the others in this study is that
they live on the western side of the Continental Divide ip Mont;na,
while all the others live on the eastern side. Since more of their
.land is heavily timbered with marketable trees, these tribes have been
somewhat better off econoﬁically than have the eastern tribes. angd
because they have'beenimore regularly involved with white society
through occupatigns and contractual matters, these western tribes appear
to be more fully in tune with the white Ssociety.

Because all of the tribes included in the pPresent investigation
are Plains Indian tribes who have’historically shared most basic family
and tribal customs, there is a sound basis for considering them together
in the p;esent instance. "Historically the views of these several
éribes have been very closely related with regard to familistic
attitudes and m;rriagefroi; éxpectations. The extent to which their
views at the present time civerge or converge may be interpreted as

a measure oif'their progress in acculturation,

Pamilistic Attitude Studies

Although Indians in general have been the subjects in a large

number of studies, a thorough review of the literature reveals that no.
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previous studies yaye been done on the topic of familism among Indian
youths or adults. Those studies which do speak of familism among
Indians are in the nature of anthropological observations. Statistical
studiés of famil;sm all deal with non-Indian populations. Some studies
have examined the familistic attitudes of young people; others have e
reflected parental attitudes.

Bardis (1959b) studied the famiiistic attitudes of 152 high
school and college students at Pelgponnesus in southern Greece, whose
respcnses were ounpared with thg responses of three samples of Mennonites
and Methodists in the United States. The Greek students registered the
highest familistic attitudes and the Methodists the lowest. Althéugh
sex was not a differentiating factor among the Methodists, it was
found that among the Greeks females were more familistic than males.
The reverse of this was true for the Mennonites. Younger Methodists
were much more familistic than the older students. Bardis attributed
this to the fact that the younger students were still more dependent
‘on the family for their support.

Bardis (1959d) used his Familism Scale again in a study of the.
influence of a functional marriage course in collegé on the famili‘stic

attitudes of students. In this study it was found that the older

.Students had stronger familistic attitudes than the younger students.

The general conclusion of the study was, however, that a typical
marriage course in college has no significant effect upon the student's
familistic attitudes. |

In an intergenerational study, Bardis (1959a) had as his sample

68 Michigan college students and their parents. Data from this study

revealed no significant difference between the two. generations in their
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familistic attitudes, .although males appeared to be somewhat more
f;milistic than females.

Using a r. adom sample of 80 Jewish men and their wives in a
suburb of a large midwestern city, Bardis (1961) found insignificant
differences in their familistic attit: les. A positive relationship
was noted between religiousness and family stability. )

.Several researchers (Jaco and Belknap, 1953; Bell, 1956; Wilensky,
1§56) have observed that the relatively recentrphenomenon of suburban
living has some implications for familism. The urban fringe family ha;
removed itself from the inner city in favor of the more rewarding éspects
of f;mily life offered by‘thg,suburbs. ?gll.(l956) found that 83 per
cent of the cases in his sample gave reasons for moving to the suburbs
that indicated a familistic orientation. Few had moved to the suburbs
in order to be nearer their relatives, suggesting that in this case: the
familistic feeling was being projected toward the nuclear family rather
than the extended family.

Winch, Greer, and Blumberg (1967) made an investigation in a
Chicago tract of 200 upper-middle-class households. All were in the
$13,500 to $17,500 annual income range, and 76 per éent of the FeSpon-‘
dent families were Jewish. They found the Jewish people to be less
migratory and more familistic than the non-Jewish portion of their
sample, which led them to the conclusion that the Jewish persons were
non-migratory because they were more familistic. Non-migration was
associated with maintenance of the extended kinship network. From

this, the authors generalized, making the statement that part of the

greater familism which characterizes rural areas is due to the greater
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. inquiring whether familistic attitudes were positively related to

. related to the sex of the respondent. No relationship was found in
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stability of the rural population as compared to the more. highly mobile
urban population.

| With a sample o{ 515 adults in the state of Washinggon, Freeﬂiﬁ )
and Showel (1952) tested the relationship between familistic attitudes
and attitudes toward divorce. Their data led them to the conclusion
that the stronger the familistic orientation, the greater.the likelihood
of family stability. I; was also found that women had a more familistic K

(traditional) attitude toward divorce than the men in this sample.

Benson (1955) studied the positive side of the same issue,

marital success. His conclusion was that marriages having a higher
degree of familistic interests were more successful than marriages_
typified by more individualistic concerns.

Hanley (1967), in a study of 748 college sStudents from four
regions'of the United States, hypothesized that there would be no signi-
ficant relationship betwe;n familistic attitudes and marriage role
expectations.‘ Results of the investigation revealed that familistic
attitudes of college students were significantly related to their.marriage

role expectations, and that familistic attitudes were significantly -

the other variables that were examined. Hanley's conclusion was that
traditionalism with respect to familistic attitudes and marriage role
expectations is rapidly giving way in America. The growing trend is
toward weaker family ties and more equalitarian concepts of maritai
roles.

At Pennsyivania State University, Heller (1970) administered a

familism scale to 764 students. The data of the study tended to
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support the proposition that urban family members function within a net- -
work of kin relations and mutual aid activities, 1nd1cat1ng that a pre-
dominantly urban settlng has not destroyed the meaning of the family.

‘ In a study of a similar nature, Sebald and Andrews (1962)

examined family integration in a rural-urban fringe area. They defined
family integration -as the degree to which family members: (1) subordinate
their aspirations to family goals; (2) accept the rules and beliefs of
the famil&; (3) are interdependent in their need for affection; and (4)
cooperate spontaneously and voluntarily. This definition very closely
approximates the general definition of familism, but in this case the
authors were limiting its scope éo the nuclear family and excluding
extended kinship ties. The findings of the study, which involved a
sample of 303 in the fringe area around Columbus, Ohio, revealed that

s R
urban fringe families had basica;ly healthy attitudes. The family was ,
not characterized by seclusion or withdrawal from the world. The more
highly integrated the family, the more involved they were in community

activities, the more value they placed on education, and the more satis~

‘fied they were with their type of existence.

Marriage Role Expectations of the Plains Indian

Tye opinign is expressed by many who have studied marr;age roles
(Burgess and Locke, 1953; Kirkpatrick, 1955, 1963; Mangus, 1957; Duvall,
1962, 1967; cavan, 1969) that the most important single factor in
determining a person's marriage role expectations is the home and family

in which he is reared.

Rainwater (1968) identified three basic role structures by which

families funcfion. The joint conjugal role-relationship he defined as a
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marriage in wﬁichﬁthe predominant pattern is for roles to be shared and
interchangeable. Segregated conjugal role-relationship represents
quite the reverse, where all tasks, duties, and activities are strictly
delineated to one partner or the other. The third type, interé;diate
conjugal rble-relationship, Rainwater used to réfer to those marital
situ;tions'where the role conduct lies somewhere in between the two
polar types. G -

Applying Rainwater's formulation, it is ahundantly clear that
the normative Plains Indian role structure was developed ‘on the basis
of thé segregated role-relationship. Denig (1961), Ewers (1958), Lowie
(1912, 1935), and Wissler (1912, 1934) commented as with one voice that
malé and female roles were strictly segregated. On the occasién of a
marriage every new bride and groom knew precisely what their respective
duties would be in their life together. No man would suffer being dis-
graced among the braves by ever putting his hand to a task defined as
that of a wcman.

It was considered to be the father's ta;k to educate the boys to
the ways they would need to know in order to function as adult males,
while the mother's responsibility was to train the girls for their adult
roles (Ewers, 1958). Every task required for the maintenance of the
family or tribe was quite unambiguously defined as being man';lwork or
woman's work.

Blood (1969, p. 167) said, "Most people learn how to be good

- husbands and wives in the process of growing up. They learn what it .

means to be a husband and a wife by observing their father and mother."

Precisely in this way did the Indian children learn their roles in the
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famiiy of old (Lowie, 1935; Denig, 1961). The play of the children was
largely imitative of the activities of the parents. Little boys hunted
little animals, while little girls had "playhouse" tipis in which to play
and .practice the homemaking arts. Training of boys and girls, thch in
the main determined their marriage role expectations, was simplified by
the clear delineation of adult roles in Indian society, which allowed for
little overlapping of responsibility. Every task required for the main-
tenance of the family or tribe was specifically recognized as being
woman's work or man's work. N

Lowie (1935) said ;hat commencing at about the age ;f ten, boys
and girls in their play spent most of their time mimicking the activities
of their parents and other adults. Girls oZten had small tipis as play-
houses, and these would be packed up and moved at the same time and in
the same way as their mothers moved the real tipis. The boys would hunt
rabbits and other small game, bring their kill to the girls' tipis, and
the girls would cook the meat, just as their mothers did when the men
returned from aﬂhuhiing party.

On the part of the American citizenry in general, as the studies
on the next pages will indicate, there has been a rather definite shift
away from rigid and authoritarian marriage role toward more companionate,
equalitarian role structures. Rainwater and Handel (1964) commented on
this trend:

The husband does not define himself as an independent agent, as
he traditionally tended to. . . . The couple tends to relate

. together as a couple. Within the family, the husband defines
himself as a more involved person; he expects to participate
more actively.. . . and leave fewer things up to his wife. . . .
He actually has more influence in what goes on at home because

he is there more and because he expects to cooperate with his
wife both in making decisions and in carrying them out. The
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wife, for her part, expects to consult her husband more
she is less likely to define herself as (by default or g

the person who must make all of the decisions around the
(p. 72). ‘

actively;
esign)
house

It was noted by Adams (1971) that in the past the ausband's
place of authority in the'family was derived from the economic function,

which was commonly exercised within the family milieu. Now the husband

typically goes to an office, factory, or store in the exercise of the

economic function for the family, leaving the wife at home as the

authority in the social-emctional roles,
The male has not so much simply lost authority; rather the kind
of authority he foxrmerly held within the family cannot now be

appropriately exercised because the family no longer engages as

a unit in the kind of economic activities over which men eXxercise
authority (adams, 1971, p. 242).

Nimkoff (1954) also observed the changing trend and pointed out

that both men and women expect different things of their mates than

formerly. Previously, women were most concerned to find a man who would

be a good provider, while men sought wives who would be good homemakers.

Due to increasing levels of female education and .employment, women are
no longer so econamically dependent. and due to the size and conveniences

of modern homes, men no longer need to have as much concern about hcme-

making mattérs. The result of the change is that both men and women are

now more free to seek mates who can best provide enjoyable companionship.

Since studies of marriage rolé expectations among the Indian

populace are lacking, it is not known to how great an extent this

changing role structure has affected their lives. It is a basic assump-

tion of the present investigation that to the extent the Indian has

progressed'in acculturation he will also have experienced the shift

toward more equalitarian marriage roles,
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Marriage Role Expectation Studies

As in the case of familistic attitudes, it is also true with
regard to marriage role expectations of Indian youths that no previous
studies have been reported. There have been a number of marriage role
expectation studies done with white subjects of high school and college
age. For information on Indian marriage role expectations it is necessary
to glean occasional references from works of an anthropological nature.

The transmission of authority patterns in the family was studied
by Ingersoll (1948), using a sample of 37 college seniors, all of whom
were married. It was found that these young married persons had tended
strongly to carry into their marriages the authority patterns they had
learned in their parental homes. Those coming from homes dissimilar in
authority patterné had tended to arrive at compromise positions that
were more equalitarian.

An interéenerational study was carried out .by Borke (1967) in
which she wished to discern how marriage role expectations are trans-
mitted from one generation to the next. Her study of interaction
patterns led her to conclude that

The evidence suggests that continuity in interaction and rela-
tionship pattems does occur from one generation to the next. . . .
The data also suggest that an individual may be similar to a
parent in one relationship and not at all similar in another.

For example, Randy's relationship with his wife closely resembles
his father's relationship with his mother, but both men differ
greatly in the way they relate to their children (p. 645).

An earlier intergenerational study, also by Borke (1963),

produced a similar conclusion:

Continuity over the two generations seemed to result primarily
from two forces: (1) the children's internalization of
selected patterns of parentzl behavior; and (2) the unconscious
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tendency of both parents to encourage their children to develop
pattexns for coping and relating similar to those they exper-
ienced in their original families (p. 299).

A random sample of 250 Mexican-American families in Tucson,
Arizona provided the basis for a study by Tharp, Meadow, Lennhoff, and

Satterfield (1968). While it is recognized that Mexican-Americans are

not to be equated with American Indians, the process of acculturation in
which both groups are involved provides scme commonality between them.
Tharp and his associates found that among the older, more conservative
persons, Spanish was still the predominant language spoken. bPattexns of
marital roles in this group wer; still holding true to the traditional
authoriéative form. The younger, more progressive persons spoke mostly
English and were markedly more equalitarian in roles and role expecta-
tions. Based upon their findings, these authors concluded that

Marriage role elements vary according to cultural orientation
and can be systematically observed even in bilingual groups
during the process of acculturation. . . . The more accul-
turated the group, the greater the marriage role change toward
an egalitarian-companionate marriage pattern. We are justified
in maintaining that family values henceforth may be consider=d
among the crucial and sensitive indices of cultural orientation,
along with language use, education, residence, etc. . . .
Mexican-American children, like children the world over, observe
the role relationships between husband and wife at a very early
age, and undoubtedly this is & major determinant of role expecta~-
tions as they are carried forward into the family of procreation.
Yet our data clearly indicate that the English-speaking group
have strikingly changed the concept of this role relationship
which they heave learned as children. . . . The alteration in
the case of the present group is decisively in the direction of
a companionate egalitarianism (p. 412).

Spiro (1955) also wrote with respect to the acculturation of
ethnic groups in America. The situation of the Indian differs in scme

important ways from the situation of the various immigrant groups. Yet

>

in temms of making an adjustment to the dominant culture, the Indian has
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much in common witﬁ such groups of persons. Like them, the fndian too
is required to learn a new language and a new way of life if he is to
function fully in that4§q¢iety. 5pi£o cited a study of Mexic;ns who

had migrated to Detroit and said,

Among the Mexicans of Detroit it was found that those who migrated
individually became acculturated more rapidly than those who
migrated with families. . . .. In all the immigrant groups

studied, the father traditionally was the authority figure and -
the disciplinarian; and in all these groups he has lost much of
these characteristics. If, in the normal couvrse of life, parents
are the agents of cultural continuity, in acculturation children
become the agents of cultural change. It is the children who
teach the new culture to their parents (1955, pp. 1246-1247).

A study of marriage role expectations was made in Hamburg,
Germany in 1964 (Pfeil, 1968) with a 1941 birth cchort, then age 23. The
sample, 122 males and 239 females, whose socialization was influenced by
P the war and postwar years in Germany, exhibited marriage role expecta-

tions leaning away from the traditional authoritarian paite:n. Women

working in unskilled jobs, or whose husbands were employed at unskilled

- m————_———

gypes of labor, and those having lower levels of educational attainment
were the ones who most st;essed the dominance and superiority of the ‘male
roles in marriage.

Mowrer (1969) with a sample of 1,180 housewives in a Chicago
suburb, sought to discover the contemporary pat-ern of husband-wife
roles in typical middle-class families. He concluded that the géneral -
pattern was cne of fluidity, determined more by thé exigencies of the
moment than by specific assignment of roles. Conflict in such!cases is
avoided by the fact that both §§ouses do not take the same role at the
same time. .

Regarding thie possibility of conflict, Hurvitz (1965) said that

when each partner acts in the ways the other expects him to, positive

FRIC zcn — e e — e
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‘feelings and a sense of comfort are generated. Wwhen a spouse does not
behave in-the expected way, feelings of discomfort, strain, and rejection
are generated.

At Indiana University, 674 studenﬁs were enlisted by Motz (1952)
to assist in developing a marital role conception inventory. Her pre-
liminary investigations revealed that some men and women had very tradi-
tional husband-wife definitions, while others had companionate concepts.
The students’ conce;ts of how a husband and wife should relate to each
other were thought of as applying to all married persons in general.
Motz found that the six areas where marital role concepts came most
meaningfully into action were housework, employment, financial support,
care of children, participation in community activities, and schoolang.

The effect of family size upon marital roles was studied by
Campbell (1970) with a sample of 1,242 women in Detroit who had zero,
one, two, or four chil&xen. Family decision making and task performance
were measured by 13 items on his questionnaire. The supposition that
as family size increases the husband's authority increases was not
bome ocut by this study. Rather, increased family size led toward
husbands becoming more involved in child-oriented decisions, while
wives became more involved in social decisions. All factors examined
showed low levels of magnitude indicating that variation in role

performance due to increased famil§ size was not significant. The

i
personal orientation and expectation of the parents seemed to be the

- important factor.

A Family Responsibility Inventory was developed by Geiken (1964)

and used to discover sharing of tasks by married couples and expectations
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of sharing by unmarried high school boys and girls. It was revealed
in this study that the most frequently shared responsibilities by the
married couples were in the area of authority patterns. Child-care
tagks were the second most shared, and housekeeping tasks the least
shared. The responses of the high school portion of the sample agreed
with the married respondents in the expectations they registered.

Dunn (1959) developed a Marriage Role Expectation Inventory and

used that instrument to investigate conceptions of marital roles held

by 436 high school seniors in northern Lonisiana. Her data revealed
that ; majority of the youths held equalitarian rather than traditional
marriage role expectatiops. Boys more frequently than girls held tradi-
tional concepts about family authority, care of children, pg:sénal
characteristics, and financial support and employmen;. Girls rated
more traditional than boys with regard to homemaking.

Dunn's Marriage Role Expectation Inventory was used by Moser
(1961) in a study of 354 high school seniors in southwestern Florida.
Here as in Dunn's study, the boys were found to be more traditional
than the girls in the area of authority. Boys in Moser's study rated
less traditional than the girls in financial surnort and employment.
Moser's study pointed out that in spite of a basic general agreement:“’m
disagreemént in certain specific areas was quite evident,

The Dunn Inventory was also used by Roehl (1962) with a group
of 333 Roman Catholic high schouvl seniors in lowa. Educational aspira-

tion was the only variable found to have a significant relationship to

“marriage role expectations.

Inha study of 200 college students at Brigham Young University

in Utah, Barber (1963) made use of the Dunn instrument. Here it was
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found that 99 per cenﬁ of both males and females held equalitarian
marriage role expectations. The other one per cent rated as traditional;
none had an zntermedzate rating.

Rezlly (1963) used the Dunn Inventory at Florida State University
to evaluate the marriage role expectatiohs of 98 freshmen and 79 soghomore
students. Testing the effect of a f#ﬁctional marriage course on the
students' marriage role expectations, it was found that there was a signi-
ficant change from authoritarian attitudes toward more equalitarian
attitudes. In this case, however, the changes were regisiered primarily
by the female students. The male students® experimental and control
data revealed no significant change in their attitudes.

A research by Rogers (1964) at the Ohio State {mzverszty was

similar to the Rezlly study in purpose. The Dunn Inventory was used to

measure changes in marri%ge role exgectations resﬁlting from a functional
marriage course. The 317rstudents in Eﬁis sample presented a trend of
shifting froq traditional toward more equalitarian attitudes. gowever,.
the direction of change was the reverse of that fouhd by Reilly. In-
the Rogers sample it was the males whose attitudes changed; female
attitude changes were found to be statistically znszgnzfzcant.

A slzghtly modified form of the Dunn instrument was used by
Walker {1964) at the Florida State University. With 82 undergraduate
students as respondents, the rel&tionship between religiousness and
marriage role expectations was examined. Although males were fouﬁd to

be more traditional than females to a significant degree in expectatxons,

the variable of religiosity was not found to be szgnzflcant.

Gould (1961) modified the Dunn Inventory in measuring the

marriage role expectations of 370 unmarried students at the California
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State Polytechnic College. Female respondents were found to be signi~
ficantly more equalitarian than males, but a majority of both sexes‘
rated as equalitarian or intermediate rather than traditional. Variabl;s
such as age, premarital status, place of residence, social cla-ss,

religious affiliation, year in college, and occupaticnal objectives

revealed no significant differences.

The Gould revision of Dl\xnp's Inventory was-used by Hanley (1967)
in a study of familistic attitudes and marriage role expectations of 748
undergraduate ’coilege students. - The students were from 12 colleges and
universities in four geographic regions of the United States. Marriage
role expectations were found to be significantly related to geogr.;aphic
region, employrent status of the mother, and family authority pattern.
Hanley concluded that his data were indicative of a definite movement

toward more ejualitarian conceptions of marriage roles.

B Sterrett and Bollman (1970) used the Dunn instrument in a study Co

of 100 senior boys and 100 senior girls from a midwest high school,

.

testing the relationship of marriage role expectations and such variables
as mother's enxpldyment, family social st;tus, sex and age of respondent,
family structure and birth order, grade adverage, and number of siblings.
Significant differences were found to exist in three areas: family

Social status, age of the respondent, and grade average. Equalitarian

_ ratings on the Inventory were related to higher social class, younger

age of the respondent, and higher academic achievement of the respon-
dent in his school work.
The review of the literature has revealed a substantial volume

of material dealing with the general topics of familistic attitudes
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and marriage role expectations. At the same time, it has revealed tha;:
writings relating these two topics to the American Indian are virtually
no;'l-existent. Themfoge, in addition to bringing together what is
currentlyiknown about familistic attitudes an’d marriage role expectations

of adolescents, the review of literature has also served to confixm the

need for a study of these topics with Indian subjects.
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CHAPTER III

PROCEDURE

Selection of Sample

The data were collected in December 1970 and January 1971 from

a sample of 285 Indian and white adoleécents in their junior and senior
_ year of high school,in 8 Montana towns (see Figure 1) . The 150 white
students were from Big Timber and Columbus, and the 135 Indian students
were from Ashland, Dixon, Harlem, Lodge Grass, Poplar, and Si. Ignatius.
In Big Timber aqd Columbus all ﬁeﬁbers of the junior and senior classes
weré white; therefore, all were included in the sample. In the six towns
from which the Indian students came, only those juniors and seniors who
were Indian were included in the sample. ‘

With the exception of Ashlaﬁd, In@ian students comprised less
than half the membership of their respective classes, even though all . ””
six communities are situated within the boundaries of an Indian reserva- -
tion. Harlem ;s technically an exception to this, since the northwest
‘corner of the Fort Belkfidp Indian Reservation is about 2 miles east of
town. It is, however, the only'town serving the reserv;tion area, and

is unquestionably the Indian center of northcentral Montana.

Description of Communities
Columbus, in-“southcentral Montana, is the county seat of

Stillwater County and has a population of 1,173 (U.S. Bureau of the

. Cen§%§, 1970). The economy of the area is purely agricultural, with T

S Y

beef cattle, hay, and small grains being the principal products. Some

=g

irriggggglfarmlands lie along the valley of the Yellowstone River which
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passes by just beyond the southern boundary of the town, but most of the
land in the surrounding area is dryland used chiefly for the grazing of
cattle.

Columbus® school population is divided quite equally between
those.who live in the town and those who are bussed into town from the
outlying farms and ranches. An attractive and modern addition to the
high school has égcently been put into use and the older portion of
the plané)was remodeled. Homes in the town are neatly kept, by outward
appearances, and are middle-class in character with very few exceptions
toward either eifigme.affluence or poverty.

Big Timber is slightly larger than Columbus, but very similar
to it in most respects. The county seat of Sweet Grass County, Big
Timber has 1,592 inhabitants (U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1970). It is
also situated on the Yellowstone River, 40 miles west of Columbus. The‘
valley is rather narrow, requiring that most of the farmland in the area
be managed on a dryland basis. Beef cattle, hay, and small grains are
the chief sources of income ‘for theé ranchers and farmers, and the town
exists primarily as a service center for the agricultural industry.

The high school in Big Timber is quate 61d and inadequate by
current standards. The. economy of the area does not differ from that of
the general region, in which mostV;ther comnunities have new or remodeled
school facilities. Like Columbus, in the town itself the homes appear
to be standard middle-class in character, with only a very few residences
seeming to be scmewhat above or Eelow the average in size or quality.

Lodge Gfass, located near the southwestern corner of the Crow

Indian Reservation, has a population of only 806 (U.S. Bureau of the

Census, 1970). Approximately half the population of the school, town,
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and surrounding region are Crow Indians. In the town itself a majority
of the bomes appear to be of medium quality, but a substantial minority
are éecidedly substandard.  With rare exceptions, these are the homes of
the Indians. The school plant in Lodge Grass is apparently fairly adequate
in temms of size, but is very old, unattractive, and lacking in many
modexn features,

Lodge Grass lies in the Little Big Horn valley, 15 miles south

of the Custer Battlefield National Monument. It is a fertile and pros-

et e

' perous farming region, but the land is worked almost entirely by white
men. Only 18 per cent of the land on the Crow Indian Reservation is
operated by indians (Thampson, 1970), so the Indians do not fully share
in the benefi;s of their land. The agriculture of the area produces
sugar beets, beans, hay, Small grains, cattle, and other livestock.

, Ashland is located 62 miles east of the Custer Battlefield on

the eastern border of the Northern Cheyenne Indian Reservation. It is

the ;ite of the St. Labre Indian School, a Roman Catholic mission project.

St. Labre is a boardgng school for children from kindergar;en through

high échool. Many children ccme there from considerable distances and

board there through the week, returning to their homes on weekends.,

Ashland itself has no more than about 100 inhabitants, but the total

school population is over 300, and is nearly 100 per cent Indi;n. St.

Labre Indian School is large.and very beautiful, with much new construc-

tion going on at this time.

" The countryside around Ashland is quite mountainous, and lumbering

is a major means of employment. The Northern Cheyenne operate nearly all

their own land, principally through selling their timber stumpage to
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logging cgg;xgg;g;s,?_nelatiyelgfiirtié;land on the reservation is open

and level enough to be under cultivation.

Dixon is some 35 miles north of Missoula in northwestern Montana.
and more than 500 miles northwest of Ashland and Lodge Grass. Located
near the southern end of the Flathead Indian Reservation? Dixon is nearly
a gﬁost town having at most perhaps 50 inhabitants. Nearly all the
students in the elémentary and high schools are bussed in from sur-
rounding farms and from the Indian Agency headquarters nearby. The.
lower Flathead valley is an area of mixed irrigated and dryland producing
cattle, hay, and grain. As with the Crow,;ggry few Indians are engaged
in farming; they mostly rent their farmlands to thé white man for a

share of the crop or an annual cash sum. Dixon's school buildings are
old and inadegquate by_any standards, but apparently the economy of the
area does not.permit new construction.

St. Ignatius is only about 12 miles east of Dixon, and is also
on the Flathead Indian Reservation. Its population is 925 (U.S. Bureau
of the Census,Al970). Although it is on the reservation no more than
one-third of the school's students are Indian. The sﬁrrounding land
is very fertile and mostly under irrigation. Fine crops of hay and
grain are produced, and there is a good mixture of dairy and beef
cattle as sources of income. However, it is a rarity to find an Indian
operating a farm himself,

While a majority of the homes in St. Ignatius reflect the normal
middle-class characteristics, there are a great many homes, particularly
in the southern portion of the town, which are far below the average in
size and quélity. These are the homes of the Indians. The school

buildings are new and modern, attractive and adequate.
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Harlem has a population of 1,094 (U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1970)
and is located 150 miles northeast of Great Falls, on the northwest
point of the Fort BelknaQwIndian Reservation. The Gros Ventre, Sioux,
and Assiniboin are the principal tribes represented in this community
just 40 miles below the Canadian border. Indians comprise less than
half the school population. The school plant is neither new nor ancient,
and is aéequate for present.needs.

The valley of the Milk River is utilized as irrigated farmland

on which sugar beets, hay, and grain are produced. But the valley is

rather narrow and the vast bulk of acreage is dryland on which spring
and winter wheat are grown.
Harlem, like the dozens of other small towns dotting the Montana
prairies, exisks méinly as a service center for the farms which surround
it, and has so basic industry of its own. The Fort Belknap Indian
Agency headquarters is about 2 miles east of the town, and provides a %
welcome economic asseﬁ to the community.
Poplar lies in the northeast corner of Montana, about 70 miles ' i
south of the Canadian border and 55 miles west of the North Dakota
border. A town of 1,389 (U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1970), Poplar is
the headquarters location of the Fort Peck Inéian Reservation on which
people chiefly of the Sioux and Assiniboin tribes reside. The Misséuri
River flows jusf south of the town but af;ords little irrigation for the
land, most of which is operated as dryland spring and winter wheat farms.
The school plant at Poplar is new, mcderh, and very pleasant.

Indian students comprise less than haif the school population. fThe

town ifself has a central core of comfortable and average middle~class
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homes, with only a few seeming markedly better than the rest. Around

- this central core, however, is an outer fringe of grossly inferior

dwellings, qccupied by Indians. Many of the Indians do not live in
town, but on farm; in all directions from thg town.

In Poplar as in other Indian communities, it is common to f£ind
Indians living on a farm but not operating the farm. Often they rent
the land to a white neighbor for a cash sum or one-third of the crop,
but retain the use of the farm home for themselves. Most often these
farm homes are very inferior and provide far less than‘adequate protec-
tion against the severe winter weather of that far northern region-on
the windswept plains.. Some Indians in the Poplar area have realized
small sums from the leasing of mineral rights on their land for oil
exploraticn. 'In a2 very few cases, some Indians have come into relative

wealth through the discovery of oil on their property.

Administration of Instruments

In all eight of the high schools the administrators of the

'schools were personally contacted by the investigator, and permission

was securel to administer the test instruments to the junior and senior

classes. The first three schools in which the testing wus done were ‘
Big Timbe:,.dolumbus, and Lodge Grass, with the investigator personally
administer:ng the instruments. In each of these instances it was noted

that at nc time did any student raise a question as to how the forms were

to be marz:zd; the instructions printed with the forms were adeguately
self-exglz-atory. For this reason, the forms were administered in the

other schc:lis by the principal, or the guidance counselor, who had been

given suff:cient directions by the investigator.
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This procedure enabled the schools to administer the instruments
without disruption of the students' class schedules. It appears to have
been a successful method; all forms were found to be properly completed,
with no distinguishable difference between those instruments administered

by the investigator and those administered by the schools themselves.

Instruments
A Personal Data Questionnaire, the Familism Scale developed by
Bardis (1959c), and the Marriage Role Expectation Inventory developed
by Dunn (1959) were the»%nstruménts utilized in this investigation.
Each is described below, and complete copies of each are included in

the Appendix.

&

Personal Data Questionnaire

This questionnaire form was devised by the investigator for .the
purpose of gathering information from the respondents with regard to

grade, age, sex, degree of Indian blood, tribal affiliation, place of

o 7

_residence, academic achievement, future educational plans, parents'

marital status, number of siblings, and language spoken in the home. -

Familism Scale

Bardis (1559c) constructed a Familism Scale, which was the instru-
ment used in the present study for measuring the students' familistic
attitudes., To devise the instrument, Bardis pretested 150 familistic
Stateme?ts witﬂ a population of somé 600 Michigan college students.

Digéiihinatory value was found in only 13 of the items. Bardis then

Presented these 13 items to 10 widely known authors of books dealing

has gy
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with family sociology, asking them to  suggest additions, deletions, and
mdifications. This resulted in some of the original 13 items-being o
slightly modified and 4 new ones being added. The 17 items were then
administered to a group of 100 Michigan college men and women. Internal
consistency was measured by comparing the teﬁ highest scores with the
ten lowest scores. One-item was excluded on this basis, leaving 16 -
items in the final form of the Familism Scale. Ten of ;he items relate
to nuclear family integration and six relate to the extended family.

The validity of the Familism Scale was tested by making compari-
sons of mean familism scores of three different groups. In each case
the difference between the means was found to be significant beyond the
.01 level. 1In southern Greece, 37 male and female students living in a
familistic community were compared with 37 male and female high school.
students in an industrial city in Michigan. The Greek students' mean
familisn score was 46.95 and the Michigan students' mean score was-
30.56. In the second instance the same Greek student sample was com-
pared to 36 Methodist students from a Michigan college whose mean

familism scores were compared to those of 30 Mennonite students attending

ﬁi midwestern Mennonite college. The Methodist mean of 22.23 as against

the Mennonite mean of 31.47 was found to be significant beyond the
.01 level,

Reliability of~the Familism Scale was also tested in several ways.
A .90 reliability coefficient was found on a 30-day pre-test p;ocedure

S

with a samplemof 37 Michigan colleqge students. The responses of 38

Greek male and female subjécts were examined by the odd-even comparison
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technique, yielding a corrected Spearman-Brown coefficient of relianility
of .77. The same procedure with a sample of 37 Michigan college students
produced a corrected coeff?cignt of .84. A split-half test among 34
other Michigan college men and women resulted in a raw coefficient of .68

and a corrected coefficient of .8l.

Marriage Role Expectation Inventory

Marriage role expectation data were obtained through the use of
the Dunn (1959) Marriage Role Expectation Inventory. This instrument
was devised by Dunn for the purpose of measuring the marriage role
expectations of late adolescents in high school. Originally a pool of
some 300 items was created by collecting responses of 232 high school
seniors on their conceptions of what the "good" husband and the “good"

wife does. Items weregrouped in the areas of authority patterns, home-

>

making, care of children, personality characteristics, social rarticipa-
tion, education, and financial support and employment. -

After editing, 176 iteuis were retained and were presented to
judges selected on the basis of their professional status and experience
in marriage role interpretation. 'The judges accepted 128 of the items.
Dunn then compiled a list of 111 of these items, including approximately
equal numbers of items expressing traditional and equalitarian concepts.
She also took care to include approximately equal numbers of items
dealing with the husband's and wife's roles, and had from seven to
ten items relating to each of the role areas listed above.

An item analysis done on 186 completed tests resulted in the
rejection of 40 items as being non-discriminatory between traditional

and equalitarian attitudes, leaving 71 items in the final inventory
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form. 1In Form M the 71 statements are so worded as to apply to mnles;
in Form F thei71 statements are so worded as to apply to females.
The validity of the Marrigge Role Expectation Inventory is based
upon the care with which Dunn compiled the 71 items in the instrument.

. Eachiitem'was studied by judges of recognized professional competence

|
‘ 3 and was determined by them to be stated in such a way as to elicit an
accurate reflection of the subject's attitude. The care that was taken
to Keep the instrument ig balance in terms of numbers of ié?ms relating
to traditional and equalitarian concepts, and in maintaining approxi-
mately equal emphasis on each of the seven vroles areas further assures
‘ the instrument's validity.
‘ Reliability of the Marriage Rolg Expectation Inventory was
de;ived by the splitrhalficémparison technique on scores of 50 respon-
dents. The correlation coefficien§ of .95 was elevated to .97 when

corrected by the Spearman-Brown formu’a, indicating a highly <v* ‘tantial

- level of reliability.

Scoring

The Familism Scale was scored on a Likert basis with each of
the 16 items having a possible score of 0 to 4 as follows:

Strongly Disagree = 0

Disagree =1 .
T Undecided = 2.
Agree = 3
- ’ Strongly Agree = 4

This is the same scoring procedure used by Bardis in his original applica-
tions of the instrument.

. . The theoretical range of total scores for the test thus is 0 to

64. 1lowar scores indicate lower degrees of familistic attitude an¢
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are suggestive of a more individualistic, equalitarian orientation. Higher
scores, reflecting higher degrees of familistic attitudes, are indicative
of mére authoritarian, traditional orientation.
The Marriage Role Expectation Inventory was scored on the same
five-point Likert scale as the Familism Scale; the same procedure Dunn used
in her original work with the Invéntory. The responses were weighted as

= - follows:

FETEN

Agree or Strongly Agree (Equalitarian Items) = <]

Agree or Strongly Agree (Traditional Itenms) = +]1

Uncertain, Disagree or Strongly Disagree (Any Item) = 0

Since the Inventory contains 34 equalitarian items and 37 tradi-
tional items, the theoretical range of scores was from -34 to +37. Lower
Scores represent more equalitarian marriage role expect;tions and higher
scores represent more traditional expectations.

7In the orig;pal instrumentVDunn assigned a plﬁs value to the
equalitarian items and a minus value to the traditional items. They were
reversed in the present investigation so that coméarison of Marriage Role
Expectation scores with Familism Scale scores would be more forthright.
By assigning a minus value to equalitarian items and a Plus value to ffa-
ditionai items, the scorlng on both instruments was such that more equal-

itarian responses produced .lower total scores on either scale, while

more traditional responses produced higher total scores.

- t
s——l

Analysis of Data . ’ -

Data derived from the Personal Data Questionnaire, the Familism
Scale, and the Marriage Role Expectation Inventory were coded and

transferred to electronic data processing equipment at the Montana State

University Computing Center.
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For the first hypothesis eaéh of the respondent groups: familism
and marriage role expectation scores were compared by means of the
Pearson product-moment coefficient of correlation. Hypotheses two
through seven were tested by the analysis of variance procedure, with
the F test applied to determine significance. When significant values

of F were found to exist on tests of variables having three or more lev-

s s e

els of response, the Duncan Multiple Range Test was used for identifying
the level which was the source of the variance.
The .05 level of significance was used throughout as the criter-

" ion for acceptance or rejection of the hypntheses.



CHAPTER IV

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Descripticn of Subjects

Farticipating in the study were 135 Indian juniors and seniors
in high school from ashiland, Dixon, Harlem, Lodge Grass, Poplar, and St.
Ignatius, Montana, and 150 white juniors and seniors from Big Timber
and Columbus, Montana. Table 1 provides descriptive information of the
sample, with the categories of variables derived from the Personal Déta

Questionnaire which each participant completed. :
Slightly over half of the sample was white, male, and in the -
junior year of school. a larger proportion of white adolescents (38.0%)

fhap Indian adolescents (25.2%) were in the youngest age group. The
t
proportion of students in the middle age group, however, was approxi-

mately equal (62.2% of indians, 60.0% of whites). Regarding place of
residence, 57 per cent of the Indian students lived out of town, and 56
per cent of the white students lived in town.
| In ac;éemic achievement the largest grcup of Indian students were
in the lowest level (57.8%), with only 11 students {8.1%) being in the
highést g;ade group. In the'whité,portion of the sample almost half
(45:3%) were in the middle group, with approximately equal numbers (28.0%
and 26.7%) béing:in the top and bottom rankings.

It is apparent from the table that Indian students' future edu-
cational plans are not Weli related to their academic achievement in high
school. wéil over half (60.7%) indicate they plaﬁ to go on to college

after completing high school. However, on the academic achievement

variable it was found that 57.8 per cent were in the lowest grade

50
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TABLE 1

*

DESCRIPTION OF SUBJECTS

(Indian N = 135; white N = 150)

(Percentages shown as per cent of each portion of sample)

Mostly Non-English

[+
Indian White

Variable Classification No. % No. %
Grade Junior 74 54.8 82 54.7
Senior 61 45.2 68 45.3
Age 16 or less - 34 25.2 57 38.0
- 17 or 18 84" 62.2 90 60.0
19 or older .17 12.6 3 2.0
Sex - Male 71 52.6 78 52.0
Female 64 47.4 72 48.0

Race Indian 135 100.0 - -
White -- - 150 100.0

© Tribal Affiliation  Crow N 26 19.3 - -

Northern :he¢2nne 17 12.6 - --

Flathead 14 10.3 -- --

Sioux 21 15.6 - -

Assiniboin 17 12.6 - -

Other Tribes 40 29,6 - --
Place of Residence In town 58 43.0 84 56.0
Out of town 77 57.0 66  44.0
Academic Achievement Mostly A's & B's 11 8.1 42  28.0
Mostly B's & C's 46 34.1 68 45.3
- Most C's or lower 78 57.8 40 26.7
Future Educational College 82 60.7 87 58.0
Plans Trade- school 43 31.9 47 31.3
’ None 10 7.4 16 10.7
Parents' Marital Neither divorced 78 57.8 125 83.3
Status One divorced 37 27.4 15 10.0
Both -divorced 20 14.8 10 6.7
Language spoken in  Only English 88 65.2 143 95.3
"‘the Home Some Non-English 32 23.7 7 4.7

15 11.1 -- --
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grouping, making it appear that many of those Qho plan to go to college
are not earning the kind of grades commonly required for success in
higher education. Among the white youths in the sample future education-
al plans seem to bear a more realistic relationship to their acaéemic‘

achievement.

E Table 1 shows that there is a marked difference be;ween Indian
and white adolescents in terms of their parents' marital status. 1In
only 16.7 per cent of the white cases were one or both of the parents
previously married and divorced; in the Indian portion of the sample 42.2
per cent of the students had one or both parents with a pievious mar-
riage.

From the table it is evident that the language spoken in the

home is a potentially significant factor. Over one-third (34.8%) of the
Indian students spoke arnon-English language at home scme of the time

(23.7%) or most of the time (1l.1%). Among white students there were

. none in whose home a non-English language was spoken most of the time

{14 only seven cases (4.7%) where another tongue was spoken scme of the
time.

Tribal affiliation is self-explanatory with the exception of the
"Other Tribes" category. 1In this groupin§ of 40 youths were representa-
tives of a number of different tribes, but with too few of any one tribe
to place them into aAseparate classification. Each reservation, in
addition to having one main txribal group, always seems to have a few
members of other tribés. Included among the "Other Tribes" group were
youths claming relationship to the Shoshoni, Kootenai-Salish, Chippewa-

Cree, Gros Ventre, and Arapaho tribes.
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» Examination of Hypotheses and
Discussion of Results

Seven hypotheées were examined in the‘study. They represented
three general avenues of inquiry: (a) correlation of the scores of each
respondent group on the two attitude scales; (b) testing of certain vari-
ables for significance of influencé on the Familism Scale; and (c) test- _
ing of certain variables for significance of influence on the Marriage
Role Expectation Inventory. Hypothesis 1 dealt with the correlatic; of the
two test scores; hypotheses 2, 3, and 6 tested the influence of certain
vatiabieskon the Familism Scale; hypotheses 4, 5, and 7 tested the influence
of certain variables on the Ma?riage Role Expectation Inventory.

Scores on the Familism Scale ranged from 10 to 50 (theoretical
limits, 0 to 64); scores on the Marriage Role ﬁxpectation Inventory
ranged from -31 to +10 (theoretical range, -34 to +37). On the Famil-
ism Scale higher scores indicate more traditional authoritarian atti- — -
tudes, while lower scores reveal more individualistic, less familistic

Mattitudes. Tﬁe highest score (50) represents a very highly familistic
attitude; the lowest score (10) is indica;ive of a highly individualistic
attitude. High marriage role expectation scores similarly reveal moré
traditional viewpoints. The highest score (+10). suggests a strong atti~
tude toward authoritarianism and role diéferentiation, while the lowest
scorxe (QSI;AQEQe; evidence of an intensely equalitarian attitude toward
marriage roi;s.

Indian adolescents and for.white adolescents for each of the variables

and classifications tested.

~
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TABLE 2

MARRIAGE ROLE EXPECTATION INVENTORY
(Indian N = 135; White N = 150)

Indian White

Variable Classification FAM MRE FAM MRE
Grade Junior 35.3 -12.3 27.6 -16,0
Senior 34.0 -13.6 26.6 -16.7
Age 16 or younger 34.5 -14.4 28.2 -16.8
17 or 18 34.6 -13.4 26.6 -16.0
19 or older 35.7 - 7.2 23.0 -16.3
Sex Male 35.4 -11.6 27.2 -15.4
. Pemale 33.9 -14.3 27,1 -17.3

Race Indian 34.7 12,9 wa -
White -- -- 27.1 -16.3°

Tribal affiliation Crow 41.9 ~-11.9 - --

Northern Cheyenne 33.7 ~9,9 - -

Flathead 43.0 =10.9 - -—

SiOux 3307 -1400 hadnd -

Assiniboin 34.4 -18.8 - -

) Other Tribes 31.9 <12.4 - -
Place of residence In town 32.6 -14.0 26,3 -16.3
. Out of town 36.3 =12,0 28,3 -16.3
Academic Achievement Mostly A's & B's ) 3l.4 -18.8 26.1 -20.4

- : Mostly B's & C's 35.0 -12,2 27,2 -15.6

Mostly C's or lower 34.9 -12.4 28,0 -13.2

Future Educational College 35.8 =13.2 27.0 -16.4

Plans Trade school 33.8- «13.6 27.3 -14.8

None 29.7 - 7.6 27,7 -12.%

Parents' Marital Neither divorced 34.8 -13,0 27.0 -16.4

Status One divorced 34.2 -12.6 27.7 -14.3

Both divorced 34.9 -13.1 27.s -18.1

Language Spoken in Only English 32.3 -13.0 27.2 -16.6

the Home Some Non-=English 37.1 -13.4 26.0 -11.4
Mostly Non-English 43.4 -11.1 - -




55

It should be noted from Table 2 that all Marriage Role Expec-
tation Inventory mean scores were in the negative, even though the upper
limit was +37. This indicates that in spite o?ithe significant differ-
ences which were found in examining the seven yypotheses, the general
leaning of scores was in the direction of equalitarian conceptions of
marriage roles. On both the familistic attitude and marriagé role scales
the white sﬁbjects registered somewhat m;;; equalitarian mean scores than
did the’Indian subjects. The overall mean familism score for white
youths was 27.1 compared to 34,7 for Indian youths; the mean marriage
role expectation score for white youths was -16.3 compared to -12.9

for Indian youths,

Table 3 shows the distribution of scores on the Familism Scale

for the students in this sample.

H

TABLE 3

DISTRIBUTIONHOP SCORES--FAMILISM SCALE

White Adolescents Indian Adolescents
Score N s N %
48 - 50 ‘ -- -- 5 3.70
45 - 47 -— - 7 5.19
42 - 44 - - ’ 21 - 15.58
39 - 41 4 2.66 8 5.93
36 - 38 16 10.67 21 15.55
33 - 35 13 8.67 26 19.26
30 - 32 - 23 15.33 14 10.38
27 - 29 29 19.33 15 11.12
24 - 26 19 12.67 4 2.96
21 - 23 22 14.67 6 4.44 .
18 - 20 8 5.33 . 3 2.22
15 - 17 . 10 6.67 S 3.70
12 - 14 S 3.33 - -
9 - 11 : 1 67 -- © -

Total ' ) 150 100.00 135 .100.00

v
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It can be observed from Table 3 that 33 Indian students (24.4%)

scored 42 and above, while none of the white students' scores were in

" that high portion of the total range. On the other hand, scores of

20 or lower were received by 16 per cent of the white students, as com-

pared to onl& 5.92 per cent of the Indian students. It is quite appar-

ent that the familism scores of thg Indian adolescents tenéed more toward

the high end of the scale than did the scores of the white adolescents.
In Table 4 is shown the distribution of scores received on the

Marriage Role Expectation Inventory.

TABLE 4

DISTRIBUTION OF SCORES--MARRIAGE ROLE EXPECTATION INVENTORY

" white Adolescents Indian Adolescents

Score N % N %

9 - 11 - - 2 1.48

6 - 8 - i - 1 .74

3 - 5 1 .67 1 .74
0~ 2 4 2.66 3 2.22
- i =--=3 2 1.33 7 5.19
-4~ -6 5 ) 3.33 12 " 8.89
-7 ==9 10 6.67 16 11.85
<10 - -~12 16 10.67 23 17.04
=13 - =15 22 14.67 22 16.30
-19 - =21 21 14.00 14 10.37
=22 - =24 23 15.33 12 8.89
=25 - =27 12 8.00 4 2.96
-28 - =30 2 0 1.33 2 1.48

-31 - -33 1 .67 - R
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_ __Hypothesis 1. There is a significant positive relationship between

Familism Scale scores and Marriage Role Expectation Inventory
scores for ’

a. Indian and White Adolescents

b. Indian Adolescents .

c. White Adolescents e
d. Crow Indian Adolescents

e. Northern Cheyenne Indian Adolescents

f. Flathead Indian Adolescents

g. Sioux Indian Adolescents

h. Assiniboin Indian Adolescents

i. Other Indian Adolescents

The Pearson product-moment coefficient of correlation was used

‘to test the strength of relationship of the two sets of scores for each

of the groups of adolescents. As the hypothesis indicates, it was anti-
cipated that in most cases there would be a relationship between the
scores on the two scales--that a tendency to score high or low on one
scale would be accompanied by a similar tenéency on the other scale.
This hypothesis was supported t; only ;Uvery limited degree by the data
in this Qtudy. Only one of the nine comparisons, that of the total

bample, was found to be significant. Table 5 shows the test results.

TABLE 5

CORRELATIONS OF SCORES ON THE FAMILISM SCALE AND MARRIAGE
ROLE EXPECTATION INVENTORY

Correlation Level of
Sample portion N Coefficient Significance

Total Sample 285 .18 .01
All Indians 135 .10 n.s.
All Whites 150 .07 ’ n.s.
Crow Indians 26 .13 N.S.
Northern Cheyenne ' )

Indians 17 .25 ; n.s.
Flathead Indians’ 14 .14 n.s.
Sioux Indians 21 -.09 n.s.
Assiniboin Indians 117 .27 ’ n.s.

other Indians 40 T .06 n.s.
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In éhe case of the total sample the hypothesis was supported;
there was a digtinct tendency for a student who scored high on one scale
to also scbre high on the other*scaie, or for a low score on one to be
accomganied by a low score on the other. Although in two instances (the

Northern Cheyenne and Assiniboin) there were larger correlation coeffi-

PN

cients, they were not found to be significant.” This is due mainly to

[
o — e g

the fact that the groups were small. The significant correlation for

oo e ke <

the total sample is possibly attributable to the relatively large num-

ber, since none of the individual subclasses had significant correla-

tions. !

It is interesting that the Sioux Indian adolescents' scores
reveal a tendency toward a negative correlation. Though it did not
reach a significant level, thére is the suggestion of a trend for the
score on one scale to increase as the score on the other scale dimin-

ishes,

With eight of the nine correlations failing to show significance,

only Hypothesis la was held tenable. Parts b, c,d, e, £, g, h, and i

were rejected. There is a significant positive correlation of scores on '

.
the two scales for tie sample as a whole, but not for any of the indi-

vidual subclasses.

Hypothesis 2. There is a significant difference in the Familism
Scale scores of Indian and White Adolescents on the ‘basis of

a. Tribal Affiliation and Sex

b. Tribal Affiliation and Grade in School

C. Tribal Affiliation and Parents' Marital Status
d. Tribal Affiliation and Place of Residence
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This hypothesis and all the zemaining-h&potheses were tested by
analysis of~varian;é. In each case an F value was computed, and when an
F was found to be significant that particular subclass was then tested
by‘£he Duncan Multiple Range Test (Duncan, 1955). The F test is'powér-
ful and extremely useful in determining the significance of va;iances;
However, when there argwmore than two levels in a given subclass, F does
not reveal which of the levels is the source Qf the variation.

The Duncan Multiple Range Test is suited for this fun;;ion. It
is usable when’subclasses are unequal, and yields a comparison of egch
mean in a set to eveyy other mean iﬁ the set. Means are ranked so that
in addition to providihg knowledge of which means in a §roup have sig-
nificant variances, the relative power of each ﬁean is made evident.
Eésentially the Duncan test makes use of the error (within) mean squares
divided,by the average number of cases in each level or subset. The
square root of that quotient is extracted and multiplied by the table
statistic for the desired level of significance.

With the Duncan test applied following the diséovery of a ;ig-
nificant F, it is-'possikle to get much additicnal information from the

subclass set of means. Where there arernly two levels in a subset the

procedure is of course pointless; the significant F has already shown

that the two means differ significantly.
The basic results of the testing of hypothesis 2 are shown in
Table 6. Hypothesis 2a, b, ¢, and d all were sustained by the data

derived from the analysis of variance tests.
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TABLE 6

AFFECT OF TRIBAL VARIABLES ON THE FAMILISM SCALE SCORE

Variables Variables F Value Level of
Compared Significant Computed Signifiéance
Tribal Affiliation Tribe ) 8.48 .001

and sex Sex 9.39 © .01 B
Tribal Affiliation Tribe 9.05% .001

and Grade

e ) .7

Tribal Affiliation Tribe 4.79 .001

and Parents' Mar-

ital Status
Tribal Affiliation Tribe 7.07 - 001

and Place of Resi~ Place of Res. 5.28 .05

dence

Tribal affiliation is obviously a highly -significant factor
since it proved to be significant at the .001 level in all four parts
of the hypothesis. A detailed examination of the Duncan test Aata will
show which of the groups within the tribe class produced the variance.

In these tests of tribal affiliation the white youths were in-

cluded as though they were also a tribe, so that comparisons between

white and Indian adolescents' scores would be more direct. Rankings of
familism scores are shown in Table 7 for each of the four analyses in

this second hypothesis.

For each of the four variables under scrutiny in this hypothe-
8is, it is evident that there is considerable internal consistency.
The Crow Indian youths registered the highést familistic attitudes cn

all four variables; the white youths had the lowest ranking on~all four.

The remaining groups were also quite consistent in the »-'nks they
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TABLE 7 ) -

TRIBAL AFFILIATION FAMILISM JANKINGS
(1 = highest, 7 = lowest)

Parents® Mar- Place of

Rank = Sex Grade ital Status Residence
1l Crow Crow Crow Crow

2 Assiniboin Assiniboin N. Cheyenne Assiniboin
3 Sioux N. Cheyenne Assiniboin N. Cheyenne
4 Other Ind. Sioux Sioux Sioux

S Flathead Flathead Flathead Other Ind.
6 N. Cheyenne Other Ind. Other I:id. Flathead

7 White White White White

attained on each variable. From the table it is evident that the Crow
Indian adolescents possess the highest degree of familistic attitudes,
with the Assiniboig Indian youths quite definitely second. The white
adolescents in each instagce were found to have the lowest degree of
familistic attitudgs.

Possibly the most interesting matter revealed by the Duncan
Hultiple Range Test is that for each of the four analyses in tiic hypoth-
esis it was found t;;zﬁ;here were significant differences between the
means of almost every tribal group as ccmpared to every othértribal
group. The variance thus was not caused by one group being especially
high or especially low on the scale; there were significant variances
throughout the subclass. Table 8 shows the significant differences that
were found between tribes when tribal affiliation and sex were compared.

Familism Scale means of the Crow, Sicux, Assiniboir., and white

adolescents differed significantly from all other group means; the

"Other Indians" grcup differed at the .95 level from the Northern
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Cheyenne and Flathead group:  The only lack of significance found was

between the Northern Cheyenne and Flathead.

TABLE 8

TRIBAL AFFILIATION AND SEX: FAMILISM SCALE
—_ _.___ SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES BETWEEN TRIBES

-istic. -

Differs .0l Differs .05 Fails to
Level from Level from Differ from
Tribe Mean - Tribe No. Tribe No. Tribe No.
1. Crow 41.92 All None None
2. N, Cheyenne 30.68 1,4,5,7 6 3
3. _Flathead 30.82 1,4,5,7 6 2
4. Sioux . 33.80 all None None
5. Assiniboin 36.23 All None None
6. - Other Ind. 31.94 1,2,4,5,7 3 ' None .
7. White 27.13 Aall None None -

In the original analysis of variance the test on tribal affili- L
ation and sex revealed that sex was also a significant factor influenc-
ing the Familism Scale score. Males' mean score was 35.11; females'

mean score was 31.32. On this comparison, males were significantly

-

more familistic than females (.01l level).

Hypothesis 2a was,strongiy supported. There were significant

differences in the Familism Scale scores of Indian and White adoles-
cents onﬁfhe basis of tribal affiliation and Sex. Males in this saméle
were‘gpiéwfamilistic thén females, and Indians were more familistic
than whites, Of the Indiﬁns, the Crow Indian yquths were the most fa-

milistic of all and the Flathead and Northern Cheyenne the least famil-

J—
——

- AL‘ ’ v' i ) -
Next the hypothesis tested tribal affiliation paired with grade

in school to detemmine the extent to which either or both may affect

7 one's score on the Familism Scale. Grade in school was gound not to be
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RA T LN :
a differentiating variable, but tribal affiliation again was signifi- |
cant at the .00l level. Table 9 shows the significant differences in |
subclass means as revealed by the Duncan Multiple Range Test. . ;
TABLE 9 - |
TRIBAL AFFILIATION AND GRADE: FAMILISM SCALE
> SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES BETWEEN TRIBES
Differs .01 - Differs .05 Fails to T
Level from Level from . Differ from
Tribe Mean Txibe No. Tribe No. Tribe No.
1. Crow 42.12 a1 None None
2. N. Cheyenne 33.83 1,3,6,7 * None 4,5
3. Flathead . 32.36 1,2,5,7 4 6
4, Sioux 33.51 1,3,6,7 None 2,5
5. Assiniboin 34.20 1,3,6,7 None 2,4 -
6. - Other Ind. 31.88 1,2,4,5,7 None 3 .
7. White 27.09 a1l None None

— 2

Tribal affiliation was found significant on all four ;ests in .
this hypothesis, but it is not possxble to 111ustrate the slgnxflcant . o
‘ differences by tribe in just one table. The relationships change some-
what when tribe is compared to different variables due to the meﬁhod of

unweighted means used in the analysis of variance, which was necessi-

tated by the fact of having unequal numkters of cases in the various"

subclasses.

iny éhe Crow and white adoiescénts' mean fémilism scores dif-
fered éignificantly from all'bther means. The Northern Cheyenne meanl
did not differ significantly frem that;ofrthe Sioux or Assiniboin
youths, nor did the Sioux and Assiniboin differ from each other. The
Other Indians group did not differ significantly from the Flathead,

while the Flathead and Sioux differed at the .05 level of significance.
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Here again it is seen that the Crow adolescents were the most
- familistic and the whites the least familistic. The least familistic
Indianv tribe was the Other ‘Indiax}_s_g_z};u;;, followed closeéely by the S
Flathead. 7 '

Tribal affiliation and parents' marital status were tested in

A

- hypothesis 2c to ascertain their affect, if any, on the Familism Scale

[

scores. Parents' marital status was not found to be significant, but
. : " tribal affiliation again was highly significant. The results of the

Duncan test are displayed in Table 10.

B R S -

TABIE 10

R ETIY

“TRIBAL AFFILIATION AND PARENTS' MARITAL STATUS: FAMILISM SCALE .
) SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES BETWEEN TRIBES T

1
— 2.

Différs .05 Fails to

- ’ Differs .01
) Level from Level from Differ from
Tribe Mean - Tribe No. Tribe No. Tribe MNo.
1. Crow 40.85 a1l None None
2. N. Cheyenne 38.41 All None None
3. Flathead 33.21 1,2,7 None 4,5,6
4. Sioux 33.81 1,2,6,7 None 3,5
5. Assiniboin 34.05 1,2,6,7 None 3,4
6. Other Ind. 21.48 1,2,4,5,7 " None 3 -
7. White 27.42 aAll - None None

e B - ——- — ~— Crow, Northern Cheyenne’,':”an'd'whi‘te*‘gcg_c_:_l;escentsh £am5:i~ism~means :
differed sign@ficantly frem the means of all other groups. These two
Indian gtoués both registered high familism scores, while the white
youths again had the lowest scores. The‘remaining four groups of o

Indian students were rather closely grouped in a middle range of scores.

Their means differed siénificantly from the top and bottom groups, but

tended mostly not to differ significantiy from each other. No -
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differences were found at the .05 level; eiih;r the differences were
significant at a higher level oi‘the§ were not present at all, There
was no middle ground evident. han
For hypothesis 2d an analysis of variance test was dong on

tribal affiliatiqgraané;ace of residence, with' the result that they

Place of residence being a~Variable with only two levels (residing in

B .
town or out of town), the Duncan test is not applicable. Students

living in town, including both white and Indian, had a mean familism
score of 31.77, compared to 34.49 for thosi living out of town. Al-
though the iowns in question, even ihe largest among them, are decideély
small towns, there is a measurable significant difference in scores
with those living out of town being consistently more familis§ic thaqii
those who live in town. C

Significant differences between tribes when the Duncan test
wasiagplied to the tribal affiliation and place of residence data are
shown in T;ble 11. ’

Only the Crow Indian and white youths, representing the high-~
est and lowest mean familism scores, differed significantly from all
other groups. The five remaining groups were all clustered rather ) i
closely in the middle range, 31.80 to 33.87. Again there were none who
differed at only the .05 1e§él of significance: differéncés either did
‘not exist, cr reached the .01 level.

Hypothesis 2, in summary, was éui;e solidly supported. 7Paf£s

a, b, ¢, and 4 were all held tenable. The variables of grade in school

and parents' marital status did not prove to yieldAsignificant differences

SN

RS [

were found to be significant at the .001 and .OSllevels, respectively. ——— T

e

—— -~
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TABLE 11

TRIBAL AFFILIATION AND PLACE OF RESIDENCE: FAMILISM SCALE
SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES BETWEEN TRIBES

Differs .01 Differs .05 Fails to
Level from "Level from Differ from
Tribe Mean Tribe No. Tribe No. Tribe No.
l. Crow 41.05 All A None None
2, N. Cheyenne 33.58 1,3,6,7 None 4,5
3. Flathead 31.05 1,2,4,5,7 None 6
4. Sioux 33.30 1,3,6,7 None 2,5
5. Assiniboin 33.87 -T1,3,6,7 None 2,4
6. Other Ind. 31.80 -1,2,4,5,7 None 3
7. White 27.25 All None None

in influencing one's score'o? the Familism Scale; but tribe, sex, and
place of residénce were significant. In each of the four analyses
tribal affiliation was significant at the .091 level{ indicating that
it is a very powerful sociological variable. ﬁot only were there sig-
nificant differences just between Indian and white youths, but same

very marked differences were found to exist between Indian tribes, -

Crow Indian adolescents were the most strongly familistic of all

groups in each analysis, and white youths the least. Males were more

familistic than females, and those who lived in town were less familistic

than those who lived out of town. Based on this information one would

certainly predict a'high familism score for a Crow Indian male who lived

 out of town, and a low score for a white female living in a town.

Hypothesis 3. There is a significant difference in the
Familism Scale scores of Indian and White Adolescents
on the basis of

a. Race and Age
b. Race and Sex
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C. Race and Academic Achievement

d. Race, Academic Achievement,

and Future Educational
Plans

For the purpose of th1s hypothes1s all Ind1ans were placed in a

single category, making an Indian-White comparison possible and elimi-

nating the tribal factor. Table 12 shows the results of the analysis

of variance tests for this hypothesis. The test data failed to reject

hypothesis 3a, b, ¢, or 4.

o ‘  TABLE 12

AFFECT OF RACIAL VARIABIES ON THE FAMILISM SCALE SCORES -

‘Variables . Variables 'F Vaiue ) Level of
Compared Significant Ccnmputed Significance
Race and Age ; Race 28.63 .001
"Race and sex Race 73.25 .Obl )
Race and Academic" Race 36.45 .001

Achievement
Race, Academic Ach- Race 6.74 .01

ievement, and Fu- Acad. Ach. 4,95 .01

ture Educ. Plans Educ. Plans 3.07 - .05

In hypothesis 3a, b, and ¢, race was the only variable foung to

significantly influence the subjects' Familism Scale scores. Race was )

also significant in hypothesis 3d, but at the 01 level instead of the

.001 level. and in hypothesis 3d the other two variables also were

r—

shown to be significant. .

On the race and age test, the Indian mean familism score was

34,91 compared to 25.93 for the white adolescents. The race and sex

test y1elded racial means of 34.64-for Indians and 27.13 for whites, and -

the race and academic ach1evement test showed a mean for race of 33,78
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for Indians and 27.13 fér white youths., Finally, the race, academic
achievement, aﬁd future educational plans test revealed a racial mean

for Indians of 36.73 and a mean of 26.47 for whites. All four tests

found thé Indian portion of the sample scoring significantly higher in
familistic attitudes than did the white portion.

A very different relationship is seen when race,'academic A

achievement, anq future educational plans are considered together as

shown in Table 13.

TABLE 13

RACE, ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT, AND FUTURE EDUCATIONAL PLANS: FAMILISM
SCALE =~ SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES IN ACADEMIC ACHIEV-
MENT AND FUTURE EDUCATIONAL PLANS
o

] Differs ,01 Failé to
Variable Mean from Differ from
Academic Achievement:
1. Grades mostly & and B~ 25.11 2,3 None &
2., Grades mostly B and C 29.42 1,3 None.
3. Grades mostly C or lower 31.26 1,2 None
Future Educational Plans:
l. Go to college © e 30.91 2,3 None
2. Go to trade school 28,93 1,3 None
3. No further education 25.96 1,2 None . B

‘For both variables, all means differed significantly from all
other means. Obviously, it makes a real difference in one's familistic

attitudes if he does well 6r poorly in school, or if he hésrhigh, medi-
. . - ] e

um, or low future educational aspirations. The differences observed in
I - .

: {
academic achievement means for the three levels are what one might ex-

——

pect; familistic attitudes become somewhat less strong as academic
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achievement rises. But the differences found on the Duncan test of
future educational plans are the reverse of what one would expect to
find. Higher mean familism scores were found to go along with higher
educational plans; the lowest familism mean was for that group who had
no plans for further education.
:} i .
If familism is considered as a measure of individuality when a

low score is registered, or as a tendency to identify oneself in texms

of the family group in the case of a high score, it could be inferred _—

,from™ these data that high academic achievement and not planning to go to

~college or trade school are both indications of an expression of indi-

viduglity.
Hypothesis 3 was fully supported; significant differences were
found in each of the four analyses. Sex, age, and academic achievement,

when considered singly with race, were not significant as influences on

»

the familism score. However, when race, academic achievement, and future

educational plans were inéluded together, all three achieved a level of

significancé. B
N S

Hypothesis 4. There is a significant difference in the Mafriage
Role Expectation Inventory scores of Indian and White Adolescents

on the basis of

a. Tribal Affiliation and Sex

b. Tribal Affiliation and Grade in School

c. Tribal Affiliation and Parents' Marital Status
%. Tribal Affiliation and Place of Residence

g

“This hypothesis repeated the process of the second hypothesis, .
but used the Marriage Rnle Expectation Inventéry as the basis for compar-
ison instead of the Familism Scale. White youths again were included as

though they were a trii:e, to allow for compar.:isons' of white and Indian

’

scores as well as comparisons between tribes of Indians.
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Hypothesis 4a, b, ¢, and 4 were all held tenable by the analysis of
vafiance test results.

Tribal affiliation rankings in marriage role expectation mean
scores are shown below in Table 14. There are some strik;ng differ-
ences between this table and the Tribal Affiliation Familism Rankings
in Table 5 (p. 57). In that table, the Crow Indian adolescents had
sole possess1on of the highest rank, with Assiniboin youths second, and

the white youths ir. last place, with the lowest degree of .familistic

attitudes. -

S vt

TABLE 14

TRIBAL AFFILIATION MARRIAGE ROLE EXPECTATION RANKINGS
(1 = highest, 7 = lowest)

) Parents' Mar- ‘Place of
Rank Sex Grade ital Status Residence
i
1 Flathead N. Cheyenne N. Cheyenne Crow
2 Crow -Flathead” Flathead - N. Cheyenne
3 Other Ind. - Crow Crow Sioux
4 N. Cheyenne Other Ind. ‘Other Ind. Flathead
5 Sioux Sioux - Sioux Other Ind.
6 - White White White White
7 Assiniboin = Assiniboin - Assiniboin ‘Assiniboin

In the Marriage Role Expectation'Inventory, the lower scores

are related to more equalitarian, less authoritarian attitudes. Table

14 shows that in every category the ASSlnlbOln Indlans had the most

equalitarian attitudes, lower even than the white youths. The Flathead

and Northern Cheyenne adolescents seem to share first and second place,

having the least equalitarian attitudes, While the Crow Indlan young

people exhibited the highest degree of famlllstlc attltudes, they were
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approx}ma@ely in third place with regard to authoritarianism in their
marriage role expectations.

The differences in rankings of various tribes on the marriage
role expectation test as compared to the familism test poznts out once
again the lack of relationship that wasnindzcated in the fzrst hypoth-
esis, It ;ould seem logical to expect that a group scoring high on’
familism would also score in the direction of more authoritarian con-
ceptions of marriage roles, but this did not oceur in the sample for
this investigation. The white adolescents were the most conszstent,
scoring the lowest of all groups on famzlzsm and next to lowest on the
Marriage Role Expectation Inventory rankings. But the Assiniboin Indian

adolescents, with the most equalztarlan score of any group on the mar-

"riage role expectatzon scale, were the second highest group on the

Familism Scale. ) ’ -

TABLE 15

AFFECT OF TRIBAL VARIABLES CN THE MARRIAGE ROLE
EXPECTATICN INVENTORY SCORE

P

" - . e Y o S S S s e A oy 'y ¢ R R L

Variables, : - Variables F Value Level of

Compared Significant Computed Significance

Tribal Affiliation Tribe 2.32 ) .05
and Sex

Tribal Affiliation  Tribe . 4,42 .001
and Grade

Tribal Affiliation Tribe —— . 4.96 .001
and Parents' Mari-
tal Status

Tribal Affiliation Tribe 4.42 T L.001
and Place of Res- ©Place of Res. ) - 3.65 .01

idence
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The pattern that was established in the second hypothesis, in
which these same variables were studied in relationship to the Famil-
ism Scale scores, continued to hold true when the Marriage Role EX- ...
pectation Inventory scores were analyzed. Sex, grade in school, and
parepts' marital status failed to be significant factors in exerting

an influence upon the Marriage Role Expectation Inventory score. Place

of residence was again found to be significant, and of course the tribal

affiliation variable continued to show up as a powerful determinant,
reaéhiﬂg the .00l level of significance on three of the four tests.

In hypothesis 4a tribal affiliation and sex were tested to see
if they had an influence upon the Marriage Role Expectation Inventory )
score, Tr1ba1 affiliation was. sxgnlflcant at the .05 level, and the

results of the Duncan Multiple Range Test are presented in Table 16.

. i ' . TABLE 16

TRIBAI, AFFILIATION AND SEX: MARRIAGE ROLE EXPECTATION
INVENTORY - SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES BETWEEN TRIBES

» @ —m

Differs .01l Differs .05 Fails to
- _Level from Level from _ Differ from
Tribe Mean Tribe No. Tribe No. Tribe No.
: Crow -12.04 4,5,7 None 2,3,6
2. N. Cheyenne -12.81 3,.,7 None 1,4,6
3.__Flathead__ _ _=11,02 4,5,6,7 . _None 1,2
4, Sioux -13.77 1,3,5,7 None 2,6
5. Assiniboin -18.18 all None None -
6. Other Ind. -12.70 3,5,7 None 1,2,4
7. White -16.35 All None None -

The Assinipoin and white subjects were the only groups whose
mean marriage role expectation scores differed significantly from all

other groups. Both of these groups had scores that were more strongly
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equalitarian than the rest. The othei. .°ve groups had scores that
tended to cluster about a middle range, which means that in this in-
stance the variance was not due to extremes at either end, but to the
divergent scores of the Assiniboin and white groups at the lower end of
the scale.

There were no differences which attained only the .05 level of.

significance. Those which failed to differ at the .01 level also failed

~to differ at the .05 1level. ’ ) -

Hypothesis 4b made a test of tribal affiliation and grade in
school to ascertain how they influence the marriage role expectation
score. Grade in school again was found not significant, while trabal

affiliation reached theffBOI level of significance. Data from the

Duncan test are gaven in Table 17 for differences between tribes.

TABLE 17

TRIBAL AFFILIATICN AND GRADE IN SCHOOL: MARRIAGE ROLE
EXPECTATION INVENTORY -~ SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES BETWEEN TRIBES

Differ: ,01 "Differs .05 Fails to
Level from Level from Differ from
Tribe Mean - Trika No. Traibe No.. Traibe No.
1, Crow ~11.86 4,5,7 2,3 6
2. N. Cheyenne ~10.08 4,5,6,7 1l 3
3. Flathead -10.93 4,5,6,7 1l ’ 2
4. Sioux ~13.89 all None None
5. Aassiniboin -18.93 . all None ’ None
6. Other I: 1.  -12.40 2,3,4,5,7 None 1l
7. White -16,35 All None - None

Means of the Sioux, Assaniboin, and white groups’of young people

each differed significantly from all other means, and each of the other

groups' means differed significantly from three, four, or five of the

Fe

: b
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groups. There is a rather thorough variation among the groups in this

aalysis, indicating that differences do not exist just on the basis of

one or two divergent group means, but upon variations ‘throughout the

. set cf means.

Table 18 shows the Sighificant differences found by the Duncan

priver sy
k3

test on hypothesis 4c, testing tribal affiliation and parents' marital

-

status. Here again, only tribal affiliation proved to be a significant

variable.

TABLE 18

>

TRIBAL AFFILIATION AND PARENTS' MARITAL STATUS: MARRIAGE ROLE
EXPECTATION INVENTORY - SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES BETWEEN TRIBES

- )

Differs .01 Differs .05 Fails to
Level from Level from Differ from
Tribe Mean Tribe No. Tribe No. Trike N9,
l. Crow -11.29 aAll None None
.2. N. Cheyenne - 8.48 1,4,5,6,7 None 2
" 3. Flathead - 8.38 1,4,5,6,7 None 2
4. Ssioux -13.95 1,2,3,5,7 None 6 _
5. Assiniboin -21.40 All None None
6. Other Ind. «13.36 1,2,3,5,7 None 4
7. White -16.26 All - None None

_ Table 18 approaches the ultimate in variances of group means.

Three of the groups' means differed significantly from all other means,

while each of the remaining four groups differed from all but one other

group.

The mean marriage role expectation scores of the:Assiniboin and

the Northern Cheyenne adolescents represent the most egqualitarian and

the most traditional group means found in any test in the study. There

were extreme scores at both ends of the scale,_but

nificant differences among those groups scoring in

* groups.

there were also sig-

between the extreme
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The final test (4d) for the hypothesis was made with tribal
affiliation and place of residence; both were found to be significant
influences uponrthe marriage role expectation score. Those who lived
in town had a mean of -14.35 andlthe'meahvfor those residing out of
town was -12.05. The difference between these two means was signifi-
cant at the .01 level, which means that the adolescents who lived in-
side a town were significangly more egualitarian in their concepts of
marriage roles than were those who lived qut in the country.

Table 19 lists the findings with regard to: tribal affiliation

on this test.

TABLE 19

TRIBAL AFFILIATION AND PLACE OF RESIDENCE: MARRIAGE ROLE
EXPECTATION INVENTORY = SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES BETWEEN TRIBES

Differs .01 Drffers .05 Fails to
level from Level from Differ from
Tribe Mean - Trite No. Trike No. Trike No.
l. Crow -9.71 3,4,5,6,7 None 2
2. N. Cheyenne -10.61 3,4,5,6,7 None 1l
3. Flathead -12.30 1,2,5,7 ¥ None 4,6
4. Sioux -12.12 1,2,5,7 None 3,6
S. Aassiniboin -18.96 2all None . None
6. Other Ind. -12.39 1,2,5,7 None 3,4 .t
7. White -16.32 all ] None None

At the lower end of the scale once again were the Assiniboin

and the white youths, whose means differed significantly frem all other

- group means. The least equalitarian group means were those of the Crow

and Northern Cheyenne Indian youths. However,'neither the highs or

lows in this particular test were as extreme as those in the r receding

— it

ok T T

test '(Table 18).
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Hypothesis 4 in 3l1 its parts (4a, b, ¢, and d) was supported by

" the evidence of these analyses. Significance was found in each of the

four tests, although the variables of sex, grade in school, and parents'

marital status did not prove to be significant in affecting the Marriage
Role Expectation Inventory score. Place of residence was significant,

and in all four tests tribal affiliation showed strong significance.

—

- . There is a good reason to believe, on ‘the strength of these data, that

real, measurable, and significant differences do exist not only between

P —

Indian and white adolescents, but between adolescents of différent

Indian tribes as well.
Hypothesis 5. There is a signifitant difference ir the Mar-
riage Role Expectation scores of Indian and White adoles-
cents on the basis of

a. Race and Age )
b. Race and sex ) . -
C. Race and Academic Achievement .

- g d. Race, Academic Achievement, and Future Educational '
# N Plans . - - . - - R S -,
Analy%is of this hypothesis paralleled that of‘hyéothesis 3, _

with the exception that instead of the Familism Scale the Marriage Role o

Expectation Inventory was under scruﬁny to see if these variables exerted

A - . - - ¥ T,
an influence on how a person wdhld score. Once again the several Indian

< groups were combined into one, so that direct Indian-White-comparisons

. éou;d be made more reaﬁily,
~ Table 26 shows the‘iegults of thé.anaiysis of variances done in
7Aéonnectién with this hypothesis. Tesg results fgiled £o reject hypoth-
esié‘ga, b, c; or d. ‘

Neither age nor future educational plans were found to be sig-

=

—- " nificant influences upon the Marriage Role Expectation Inventory score,

- - ke e e o - [
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whilé race, sex, and academic achievement were significant. Race,
highly significant when paired with sex and age, was not significant
when paired with academic achievement or future educational plans. The
evideﬁce suggests that a student's level of academic achievement iz im-
portant in determinin§ his marriage role expectations, and that in these

instances the racial factor is submerged by a more dominant factor.

TABLE 20

AFFECT OF RACIAL VARIABLES ON THE
MARRIAGE ROLE EXPECTATICN SCORE

-

Variables . Variables - F Value Level of
Compared - Significant Conouted Significance
Race .and Age Race 8.47 .01
Race and Sex  Race . 15.82 ’ .001
Sex \ 7.00 i T W01 -
Race and Academic - —— o .
Achievement Acad. Ach. -17.75 .001

ievement, and Fu- -
ture Educ. Plans : -

In the test on race and age -(5a) the racial group means were

- =11.67 for Indians and -16.38 for whites. Testing race on the race and

sex analysis, racial means were -12.95 for the Indian subjects and Ty !

-16.35 for the white subjects. In both instances the white adolescents

had scores that were significantly more equalitarian than those of the
Indian adolescents. When testing race and sex, sex was also found to

show significance. The mean for males was ~13.52 compared to -i5778 for
1. R .

females, meaning that girls were significantly more equalitarian in

’ - ,“ - v K3 'h
their conceptions of marriage roles than were boys in this sample.

e -

v —
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Academic achievement was round significant in both tests where
it was used as a variable. The Duncan test was applied to both of the

significant variances, with the results as shown in Table 21.

TABLE 21

- RACE, ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT, AND FUTURE EDUCATIONAL PLAfJS. MARRIAGE
ROLE EXPECTATION INVENTORY - SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES - .-
IN -AGADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT i -

[}

: — Differs .01 Fails to P
Variable Mean Level from Differ from :
Acudemic Achievement (on Ra"e) : - ’ ; © e
= '1’.,' ‘Grades mostly A and B -19.52 2,3 None
"~ 2. Grades mostly 3 and C _ -13.94 1,3 i None
3. Grades mostly C.or lower - =12.79° 1,2

None ) ] -

Academic Achievement (on Race and Future Educational Plans) -

1. Grades mostly A and B -19.57—f 2,3 ) None
2. Grades mostly B and C -12.74 1 (3 at ,05) None ] T
3. Grades mostly C or lower -11,59 1 (2 at .05) None ]

In both of these tests all three achievement levels had s19mf1— -

cant dlfferen"es with all other 1eve1s. In the second test of Table 21

the medlum a.hzevement group only differed from the lower achievement

-

group at the .05 level, while all other differences were at the -01

level of significance.

. In both tests it was found that more et.ualrtanan marr:.a.ge role
expectations were related to higher achievement dn school _Similarly,
more tradztl.onal marnage role expectations were related in this sample . -

to lower achievement in school 7 o . ! "‘

With at least one element yieiding si*gvﬁificance in each of the

four_tests, hypothesis 5a, b, ¢, and d were Supported. Indians were . -
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""Eh‘&m to be more traditional in marriage role expectations than whites

in this sample; males were more traditional tian females; and low

achievers in school were more traditional than high achievers.

Hypothesis 6. There is a significant differexiée in the Pam-
ilism Scale scores of Indian Adolescents on the basis of

a. Language and Place of Residence
b. Language and Parents' Marital Status
c. Language and Age ——

—— ——— [

d. Language and Sex ) -

The purpose of cthis hypothesis was to test the affect of lan-
guage on the familistic attitudes of students, and to attempt to deter-

mine its strength as a sociological variable by placing it in analyses

with several different factors which might be expected in themselvés

to be signifi¢ant influences on a person's familistic attitudes. It
"Mwas‘known to the'investigator from the beginning that among many Indian

families English is spoken only rare}y. Others speak thgir Indian

tongue some of the time, but _aléo rely,cornEiéerably on Enéli'sh. Still

otflers have almost ceased entirely to spéak' an Indz.an tongue. It was
not known t;o what extent this tariation in tﬁe use of languages by the

Indians in this sample would affect their sccres on the Familism Scale;

-~ -~

- 'nc previous studies we}e discovered which might have been helpful in

determining the strength and nature of tl;;. influence of language on the

familism score.
The ‘hypothesis that language would be a significant variable

- was soundly supported, attaining the .00l level of significance in each

of the four tests (6a, b, ¢, and d) , as shown in T;b;e 22.

+ - . . » -
- - - - -~
- —
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TABLE 22

INFLUENCE OF LANGUAGE USAGE ON FAMILISM SCALE SCORES

Variables ‘ Variables F Yalue Level of
Compared s;gnificqgtr Computed Significance
Language and Place Language 14.06 .001
of Residence -
Language and Parents' Language 10.72 ' .001
Marital Status .
Language and Age ' Language 8.56 .001

Language and Sex Language 16.40 -001

7 Plaée,of ré%idegcé, parents’ marital status, age, and sex all
were found ﬁon-sig&ificant when testad against language usage. Lan-
guage was presented as a three-level variable in terms of the - language
spokgn in tﬁéfhome.-rhé‘levels Qere (1) only English is spoken; (2) a'i
non-ﬁnglish language is spoken scmé éf:the time; and (3)7a non-SngllsH
1énguage is spoken most of the time. It was nec;ssaty to eliminate the
white adolescents from the ianguag; ;.esur';g because éll three languag‘e‘ —
levels were not present in thatrgortion of the sample. Of 150 wﬁite

students, 143 spoke English exclusively, seven spoke another language —

’6cca§ionally, and none spoke anﬁther language at home moét of the time.

Language means and significant differences rfor each of the four

tests in the:-sixth ﬁypothesi§ are shown in Table 23.

It can be seen from the table that in all cases higher levels

of familistic attitudes were associated with non-use of English in the

/

home. Thosé who spoke only Englisy at home had the lowest familism

»
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scores in three of the four tests (6.a, ¢, and d); those vho sPoke a ’

non-English 1anguage most of the time at home had the-highest Familism

<
mean Scores in all four tests.
—— TABLE 23 . i
IANGUAGE MEANS AND SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES- FAMILISM SCALE -
(1 = Only English; 2 = SOme non-English; 3 = Mostly non-English)
’ - : Language Differs .01
Test . Mean Level from
Language and Place of Residence 1. 32.33 ) All
2. 36.55 All
. 3. 44.12 - All P
Language and Parents®' Marital Status 1. 32.10- . All
. : 2. 27.25 * All
3. 42.57 All
Language and Age ' 1. 32.71 - .a1l . 7 i
2. 37.90 . all - .
3. 43.73 - au '
Lahguage and Sex ) - l. . 32.25 R All
2. 36.86 All
’, - 3. 43.50 a1

A Hypothe51s 6 is ve:y substant1ally Supported by these data.

Know1ng the language use pattern of an Indlan adole:cent in th1s sample

'gzves significant xneozmatlor as to how he

Wlll score on the Familism - "
\ N

Scale. C o

Hypothesis 7. There is a 51gn1f1’ant difference in the

Marrizge Role Expectation- Inventory scores of Indian S )
Adolescents on the basis of - ]

a. Language and Place of Residence

, b. Language and Parents' Marital Statnus
6. Language and Age
d. Language and Sex -
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fhis hypothes:s is identical to the preceding one with the ex—
ception that in the present instance the variables were tested against
the Merriage Role Expeétation'iﬁventory instead of the Familism Scale.
The results, however, differed greatly. In the previous hypothesis

language was strongly significant in each test. In the present case

language was significant only in one of the analyses, and that was only
at the .05 level, whereas the .001 level was attained in all four tests

on the Familism Scale. Hvpothesis 7b and 73 were rejected; hypothesis

- *

7a and 7c were held tenable.

Findinge of the analysis of'eariance tests for the hypothesis
are ﬁresented_in Table 24. ‘While lenguage usage was a strong predictor
of how the subjects in this sample would score on the Familism -Scale, —
it seemed to show little affect on the scoring'in the Marriage Role Ex-

pectation Inventory. This is in harmony with-the findings in the first

- ) - B 1
~ ; * /

LI . fy . . .
hypothesis, in which no significant correlation was -found between the
" Pamilism Scale scores and Marriage Role Expectation Inventory scores of

Indian adolescents.

-~

Language’ and age, the only significant variables in the four
/ - . ~ - .

tests shown in Table 24, were subﬁected'to the Duncan Muléible Range

. f
Test to discover at which levels there were significant dlfferences of

means in marrzage role expectatzon scores. In Table 25 the results may

be seen. .

’ . The langrage variable did not dlfferentzate between those who

*

spoke only English and those who spoke another language occaszonally,

but it dld dszerentlate clearly for those who spoke another language
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TABLE 24 T

INFLUENCE OF LANGUAGE USAGE ON MARRIAGE ROLE
- . EXPECTATION INVENTORY SCORES OF "INDIAN STUDENTS .

PR vériables Variables F Value Level of
Compared ) Significant Camputed Significance
Language and Place Language 3.38 .05

_ ) of Residence

- Language ana Parents' None . -— oo
Marital Status -

Language and Age = Age ' - 7.52 - .001

Language and Sex None : - —

) ' " TaBIE 25

E et

SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES BY LANGUAGE USAGE AND AGE FOR INDIAN
- STUDENTS: MARRIAGE ROLE EXPECTATION INVENTORY 7

| — <

Variables v o ~ Differs .ol Fails to
Tested ) Mean Level from - Differ from
Language: -
l. Only English spoken . -13.01 ° 3 - 2
2. Some non-English spoken -13.68 3 ’ 1 R
- 3. Mostly non-English spoken - 8.17 1,2 ) None
' i
Age H .
T 1. Age 16 or younger - =15.24 all : None -
2. 2ge 17 or 18 -12.99 all ' None
- 3. Age 19 or older : - 5,47 all None

at home most of the time. Again, non-use of English was related to more .

traditional conceptions of marriage roles.
In the age variable a distinct progression may be noted. The

younger students held the most equalitarian views of marriage roles;
: yyane
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the second group was somewhat less equalitarian; and the oldest group

- was decidedly less equalitarian than either of the other groups.

e —

~~~"Agéording to the data in this sample, it could be said that the older

N

the adolescent, the more traditional his marriage role expectations.
v L3

Hypothé§is 7a and 7c were held tenable on the basis of these

. »
- data, while hypothesis 7b and 7d were rejected. Although language

usage was found to be quite decisive in influencing scores on the

Familism Scale, it appeared to be relatively unimportant as an influence

upon the Marriage Role Expectation Inventory scores.

e et s i ]
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General Implications and
Suggestions for Further Study

This study of Indian and white adolescents in eight Montana

conmunities suggests caution and hesitancy in. making generalizations

“tn a larger population. Many sighificant differences were found to
- exist between Indianfand white youths in this sample, aanbetween
Indian youths of different ttibes. That so many -differences exist in
spite of the numerous factors of homogeneity in their environmental
framework indicates that generalizing to other populations may beitalse__*
and misleading. - .
Evidence derived fromrthis studyysuggests'that the Plains

Indian of Montana is not a white man with»a'red’skiﬁi He is not just

it - - -

- in poorer health, economically deprived, and less well-educated than .

. 3

X 7 the white man; he isrfuﬁdamentally different from the white man. He

does not share the white min's basic values and goals in many instances.

With such pervasive differences‘existing between tribes -having

a common historic background and rootage and currently living in the

same area, one would surely hesitz.e to apply the findihgs of the .

e T / . . 4
present investigation to Indian adolescents of the southeast or any

other geographic region; The most one might fairly say is that real

and measurable differences do exist between tribes and that these dif-

,ferences would most likely be found between any tribes one,might study.

- ' Perhaps one of the most important contributions of this study

relates not to.any specific findings but to the study itself. Although

Indians have long been the object of much interest, observation, and
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“Speculation, empirical Studies of Indians are rare. 5till iore rare
LN _

“are empirical studies having any relationship to Indian home and family
life. There is a great need for "hard data" with regard to the American‘

Indian. It has become less worthwhlle to delve deeper into the Indian's

colorful and hlstorlc.past. We need tﬂ know what the Ind1an is like at

’

~ this tlhe, and substantlal facts are much more to be desired than spec-

ulation and Supposition. The Present 1nvestigation is an exceedingly
modest beginning, and it raises many more questions than it ~hrwers, but

1t does indicate that empirical studies of the Indian famlly & - Indian

e

attitudes about the famlly,are possible,

In the United States at the bresent time there 1s much interest

.

_ _ in the Amerlcan Ind1an. People want to know if the Indian is different,

- milieu that surrounds him.

=

in what ways he is dl‘ferent, and why he is different" from the white
man. To gain this information, it is doubtful there ig any more- fruit-
ful area of 1nvestagat10n than the family. Just as any other person,
the Indian's basic Sset of values, his character, and his life style

are shaped by the home a and fam11y in which he is reared and the social

/

-

Indian adoleséents in this study were found teghe more familis-
tic than white adoleSCents, more tradltlonal in their marrlage role
expectations, lower in academ1c ach1evement, and h1gher in future edu-
cational aspiratlons. Divorce -was more prevalent among the parents of
Indian youths than among the parents of wh1te youths by a ratio of

nearly three to one, Males were more traditional than females, and

older adoleSCentsrmore traditional than younger adolescents.

Saa b,y AN amar L e e w - - - vamemo
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Although these findings are inéeresting, they raiie other ques-
tions which are even more pertinent. Research is needed to provide some

answers to questions such as these:

What are Indian attitudes regarding marriage and divorce? ) e

e What are the patterns” of Indian marital interaction? !

What are Indian child-rearing practices?

What are Indian housekeeping, dietary, and hygienic know
ledge and practices?

What are Indian attitudes and knowledge regarding family
planning and contraception? ,

What is the Indian social and econamic philosophy?

The present study suggests that it is possible to research
3 :

questions such as the above, and to produce some reliable data in answer
£l ~ - o r———"

to them. ?

To gain a wider peispective on Indian attitudes to&éi:/figgiagu
L and the family it would be helpful‘qutlhe present study to W€ repli-
cated in other geographic regions of the nation. Also, .any studies

R kk*undertaken with respect to the preceding list of questions wculd need

f ’ to be repllcated on a regional basis. ) 7

[

ﬁ N Many.of the needed 1nves§igggigns of the Indian family are such

~— p— -~

that they could most effectively be done through personal 1ntexv1ews.
' Indlans, at least the Plains Indlans, tend to be somewhat reserve:d and

] ',

- -uncommunicative toward most:whité persons unless they have had a long

» . -

-* acquaintance and trust has been established between them. This suggests
that a researcher would have to live ar-ng the Indian people closely

/' : - -
-~ and establish rappgrt~withftheé. It also suggests the possibility of

——

.
* .
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having trained and skillful Indian persons interviewipg*the'suﬁiécts
as a means of bypassing the trust barrier.

Research on reservation Indian families requires the full co~
oéération and support of the tribal agency and headqugrters personnel.
It is important to establish with the authorities the fact that a pro~
posed research projecf rep:esentsnmore than mere curiosity and will in
some way genefit the tribe through greater self-understanding, improved
communication wiFh the total soc}gty, and the like.

Regarding actual findings of this study, probably the most im-
portant among them is tﬁat when paired with just abouF any va;igbié on
éitﬁér the Familism Scale or the Mar:iage Role Expectati?n Inventory,

Pr—

the racial and tribal factors were found to be highly Significant.

different feelings, values, and conceptions of marriage, the family,
and the home. 1In addition, youths belonging to one tiiggqhive some
significantly different ideas about hcme, marriage, and the family than
do white youths or Indian youths of other tribe;.

The most curious finding in this investigation ;as that of the
Jaw‘mean score in marfiage role expectations of the Assiniboin Indian
youths. Obvious1§ one tribal group had to ve lower than a:l other
tribal groups, but it was surprising éo find an Indian tribal group
with a lower mean score fhan that of the white adolescents in the sam-
ple. Whether any of the possible explanations is the true‘cause of

the difference is a matter of conjecture a: this time. ——

One possible éxplanation is that the Assiniboin_Indian group

in this sample does not truly represer: the attitudes of all Assiniboin
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youths, and that it: snother sample were drawn, the marriage role ex~
pectation scores would not be lower than the scores on the white ado-
lescents. A second possibility is that this finding is a true refre-
sentation of Assiniboin youths' attitudes in the present time, and that
those who are ne‘ring‘ completion of high school have experienced a
dramatic shift of opinion away frcﬁ the triba} folkvnys of’ﬁaeir ’people.
While such strongly céu'al}tarian.viewg. regarding marriage roles wmay not
be the norm for Assiniboins in general, they could vez-y well be acc;;:-

ate with respect to the Present generation of educated Mc.i.niboin

. 7 'rheiu:iniboim :,;vx; 7in the plains of northermn Montana, which

is a prosperous/ wheat and cattle zegien,__'ro a greatex deqree than the . -
other tribal groups. in this ctudy, with the ;xuptio of the Sioux, the 7
hciniboin Indians are—:m cloce contact with an affluent,, white society

which they might choose to emulete. But to actept this altcmative - . -

mld then raise the question of why the Sioux have not shown a similar :

responn, since they live on the same rese:vationc as the As:im.boins.

Until some further data can be gathe:ed, the mvestigator

chooses to accept the second oxplanatzon. A new and well educated gen-

PR S
|
v

'gxat.ion of young pecple ay have vqlues and behefs markedly- different
i'r’om those-held by tl)eir éuents and grandparentz. In the total prccess 7

of Indian acculturaticn it is reascnable to suppose that occasionally

,there will be some major shifts and transfomations even though the | |

" over-all progress is slow, - 7 ] _

Onc way in which these data may be intezpreted is in tems of

rid

cultural cont:muity. Although for three or four generations the Montana

N a w wk
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Plains Indian has been living in a predominantly white society, and has

adapted himself in many ways to its material culture, he has retained

7

| : many of his most basic values, beliefs, and ideals. It might be con-

Jectured that the differences in values between .the Indian and the white

man have grown less over the years; there is no reliable data to support

-
“

or refute such a supposition. But it can be said with some certainty

N

that there do exist at this point in time, some measurable and signifi-

cant differences between white and Inaian youths in these eight Montana
communities.
The reservation system is ide§1;§ suited to the perpetuation of 7

“Indian-ness” and it seems readily apparent that those Indians who have
*  left reservations to make their living would have made a fuller accom.;-

dation to the standards of the whité society. Some valuable research

could be done in this area, comparing the attitudes of mafriage and the

fanily,hetween’a grbup of non-reservation Indians with Indians of the

same tribe who have remained on the reservation. 7

A There is a great need for competent empirical reséarch.}:o be
done with Indians in the area of marriage and the family, Althougi{ the

American Indian has been studied a~ great deal in most reépects‘our store

of knowledge aktout him is very small in the realm of family relations.
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CHAPTER V
SUMMARY

This research had as its major purpose the exploration of fa-

~ === milistic attifﬁdes and marriage role expectations of Indian and white

——

adolescents in relationship to the soczologzcal variables of grade, age,
) . sex, race, tribal afle:.atxon, Place of residence, academic acluevement,
future educational plans, parents' marital status, end language spoken
in the home. T
Subjects for the investigation were 156 white adolescents from
Big Timber and Columbus, Montana, and 135 Indian adolescents from the
Montana communities of Ashland, Dixon, Harlem, Lodge Grass, Poplar, and
St. Ignatius. All subjects werer juniors and seniors in high school.
The sample was qt;ite evenly Givided between the sexes with 149 males
end 136 fewmales. Both the white ‘aad Indian portions of the sample were
approximately 52 per cent male. ‘
A Collection of data took rlace in December 1970 and January .
1971 at the various schools tl}e subjects attended. Each student com~
pleted three instrum;ﬁt; : 7 A Personal Data Questionnaire designed by
_.the investigator; the Bardis Pamilisfn_“écale;'and the Dunn Marriage Role
Expectation Inventory. All of the test instruments were evaluated
and scored by thne investigatcr, and the data were coded for transfer-
ring to electronic data processing equipment. -
Seven hypotheses were forn;ultated and tested. 1In the first
=

hypothesis the correlation of scores on the Pamilism Scale and the

Marriage Role Expectation Inventory was tested, using the Pearson

91
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e e product-moment coefficient of correlation. All other hypotheses were ) -

P

£

tested by the analysis of variance technique with the F tést for sig-

nificance of variances. When a significant variance was discovered in

a sociological variable of three or more leve}s,'the Duncan Multiple.
Range Test was applied in order to determine which of th; levels was
the éod%c;‘of the variance. Variables such as sex, ra?e; grade, and
place of residence had.only tw; levels, anéd in,those cases the analysis

1 of variance alone was able to sufficiently explain ;hg“source of the

Ak e Bam B ke o s B

variation in group means. o RN
- e

The .05 level of significance was set as the criterion for the R

icteptance of rejection of the hypotheses throughout. .

On the basis of thé statistical procedures outlined above, the
results of the'examinagioh of the hypotheses were:.. s .

7 1) when the total sample (N = 285) scores on the Familism
Scale and Marriage Role Expectation Inventory were correlated, a posi-
tive correlation was found, significant at the .01 level. Hypothesis
la was held tenable, while hypothesis b, ¢, 4, e, £, g, h, and i were
réjecte@. Correlations of'scores*af1yhtte*subjects7‘Indiaé subjeéts,
aﬁd Indian tfibal groups gll failed to achieve significance.

2) Hypothesis.Za,‘b, c,xané d Qeré ;ﬁéQn fen&ble by the data.

I3

Familism Scale scores were sigﬁificantly influenced by tribal affilia-
R 7

tion (.001 level), by sex (.0l level) , and by place of residence (.05

level). White yéuths were included as though they were a t}ibe, for

purposes of direct comparison. Crow and Assiniboin Indian adolescents

were found to be the most familistic. The Flathead youths were the

least familistic Indian group, but the white youﬁhs were the least
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familistic of all. Males were significantly more familistic than fe-

males, and those who lived out of town were more gamiiistic than those
who l;ved in town.

3) The data failed to reject hypothesis 3a, b, ¢, or d. Fa- _
y}lism Scale scores w;re found to be significantly influenced by race,
academic achievement, and futdEe educatiénal plans. Race was found
significant at the .001 level in three tests and at tﬂeA,OI level in
the fourth tést. ‘On ali four test; the Indian youths' scores indicated
higher levels of familism than did the scores of the white youths. It
was found that higher familism scores were relgted to lower academic

achievement. With regard to future educational plans it was found that

the group with the highest mean score on the Familism Scale was the

" group with the highest educational plans, while the group with the

lowest mean familism score was the éroup with no plans.for further edu-

cation.

4) Hypothesis 4a, b, ¢, and d found support from the data in
the analyses. Marriage Role Expectation Inventory scores were signif-

icantly influenced by tribal affiliation. In three tests tribal affil-

_iation achieved significance at the +001 level, and in the fourth test

at the .OS’ﬁEQef. The white adolescents were included as a tribal

group for ready comparison. Northern. Cheyenne and Flathead Indian

youths held the most tradztlonal marriage role expectations. The
Assiniboin Indian youths had the most equalitarian expectations of any

group, moreso even than the white youths. Place of residence was found

to be significant as an influence upon the maryiage role expectation

WML ¥ sk e e e e ok v ool e e
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scores, with those gho lived in town evidencing more equalitarian views
than those who lived out of town. o
o S) :izace, sex, and academic achievement provedmto be szgnzfz-
cant factors affecting the Marriage Role Expectatlon Inventory scores.
Indian subjects had decidedly more traditional role expectations than -

x

white subjects, and males were more traditional than females. 15 aca-
demic achievement it was found that tradit;;;;i role expectations were o
related to lower achievement in school; the highest achievement group
had the most eqnalztarzan mean scores on the Marrlage Role Expectation
InventgziijOn the bas;s of these data hypothesis 5a, b, ¢, and d were
all held tenable. 7

6; The testing failed to reject hypothesis 6a, b, ¢, or 4a.
For Indian-sybjects, the langqage spoken in the home was shown to be
highly sigﬁificant in affecting scores on the Familism Scale. Each
test indicated that higher levels of familistic attitudes were related < -
to.non-use of Englzsh in the home. Those who spoke only English had A
the least familistic scores; those ‘who spoke another language some gf
the time at home had szgnzfzcantly higher mean famzlzsm scores, while
those who spoke a non-English tongue most of the time at home had a
Mean familism score significaqtly higher than all the rest.

7) Hypothesis 7a and 7¢ were held tenable, but 7b and 7d‘were
rejected. Language and parents' marital status, as well as language
paired Yith sex failed.to show significance as influences on the Mar-

riage Role Expectation Inventory scores. For Indian adolescents lan-

guage and age were shown to be significant variables in affecting mar-

riage role expectation scores. However, the only group whose mean score
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varied significantly from other group means was the persons who spoke
a non-English language most of the time at home. Age was found to be
a significant differentiating factor, and there was a sharp increase

in traditional expectations as age increased. The youngest group held .

the most equalitarian marriage role expectations, and the oldest group
held very much more traditional views of marriage roles. »

Grade in school and parents' marital status were employed as

variables in several tests, but failed to show significance in influ-

i

encing the scores on either the Familism Scale or the Marriage Role Ex-

P

pectation Inventory. Age was also used as a test~variable several

- t

times but- was found to have a Significant affect on scores in only one

- e

instance (hypotheSis 7. .

Tripal affiliation,Erace’and place of. residénce.were used as
variables in several tests, and in virfually every case proved to be
"highly significant ihfluences,onjboth the Familism-.Scale and the Mar-
w;riagernole Expectation Inventory, although their level of significance

on the latter test was sometimes lower than on “the Familism Scale. Sex

was a siggificans;yariable in one test of familism and one test of mar-

riage role expectations. Academic achievement likewise proved signif-

icant on one test of each scaie,‘while future educational plans reached
significance only once, on a test of familistic attitudes.

The picture that emerges overall is that whether examined by
tribal groups or on the broader Indian-White perspective, the Indianr
youths in this sample consistently appeared as being more traditional
in their familistic attitudes and more authorifarian in'their marriage

role expectations than were the white adolescents. The single exception

=
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to this was the Assiniboin Indian students,-whose mean ﬁarriaée role
expectation scores were more equalitarian than all other tribal groups,
and even more equalitarian than the mean score of the white portion of
the sample.

Déta from the analysis of the hypotheses support the conclusion

— . that among the adolescen£s in this sample, males were more familisiic
%md more authoritarian in marriage role expectations than females;
- those who lived out in the-country were more familistic and more author-
itarian in marriage'r;le'expectations than those who lived ;; town.
The older Indian students. held stronger famiiistic attitudes and more
authoritarian marfi;ge role gipectatipns than did the younger ones.
Lesser degrees of familistic attitudes and more egualitarian concep-
tions of marriage roles were related to higher academic aéhieveﬁent and
to more to;al usage of thé English language for communication at home.
With reference to this samplé it can be said that there were’
not only differences between Indian and whiie‘adolescents, butvalso
differences bgtween Indian youths of diffeérent tribes as regards their
_qéggilistic attitudes and harriage role expeétations. The family seemed
moré important, more of a cohesive force, armong-the Indian students than
among thé?whitersﬁudqnﬁsg And the Indian ;tudénts in broad general
" terms seémed to fégl'mbre inclinea than the white students to perpetu-
ate the traditibnal‘conceptions of marriage roles.
Therattitude toward éhe family expressed by an aged Pomo

Indian in northexrn cCalifornia (Aginsky, 1940) serves well to summarize

the general feeling that emerges from this study:

P
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What is a man? A man is nothing. Without his family
he is of less importance than a bug crossing a trail. e e
A man must be with his family to amount to anything with
Us. . . . The family is important. If a man has a large \ -
family and a profession and upbringing by a family that is ‘
known to produce good children, then he is somebody and
every family is willing to have him marry a woman of their
grouwp. . . . In the white way of doing things the family is
not so important. .The police and soldiers take care of = -
bProtecting you, the courts give you justice, the post of-
fice carries messages for you, the school teaches you.
Everything is taken care of, even your children, if you
die; but with us the family must do all of that?
Without the family we are nothing, and in the old days
before the white people came the family was given first
consideration by anyone who was about to do anything at
all. That is why we got along. We had no courts, judges,

‘schools, and other things you have, but we got along better

than you. . . . we were taught to leave people alone. we
were taught to consider that other people had to live.
We were' taught that we would suffer from the devil,-spirits, —
ghosts, or other people if we did not Support one another. :
The family was everything, and no man ever forgot that. )
Each person was nothing, but as a group joined by blood
the individual knew that he would get the support of all
his relatives if anything “appened. , , ,

. But the white people were different from us. They
wanted to take the world for themselves, My grandfather
told me that the white people were hameless and had no
families. . , ., They had no manners. They did not know how
to get along with other people. They were strangers who
weére rough and common and did not know how to behave. . . .
They do not help one another when they are in trouble,
and they do not care what happens to other people. . . .
We would not let a person die of starvation when we had
plenty of food. We would not bury our dead with no show,
« e . ‘we world not treat a Stranger the way they treat
their own brothers and sisters. Your people are hard to
understand, . , . -

With us the family was everything., Now it is nothing.

We are getting like the white people. and it ig bad for the
old peoblg, ‘We had no old people's hames like you. The
old people. were important. They were wise. Your old ’ Vel
people must be fools {p. 43-44),
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PERSONAL DATA QUESTIONNAIRE

School: Grade:

Age: Date of Birth: Sex:

Race: Indian Tribe White

Degree of Indian Blood: Full-blooded Half or more

) Less than half

Place of Residence: In Town Not in Towm

Academic; Achievement: For -the"last two years of school, which of
: the following most resembles your grades?-
- - C3

Mostly A's & B's Mosgly B's & C's : Mostly C's & Lower

Educationai Plans: When you finish high school do you plan to:

Go to cdilege Go to a business or trade school

Not go on to any kind of school
‘ ~

-

Parents' Marital Status: Neither pffmgqu;ents\has been divorced

>

One of my parents had a Previous marriage
Both of my parents had a Previous marriage -
Family Size: Counting yourself, there are children in the family

Langauge.at Home: Only English is spoken ifi'my home

A non-English language is spoken at home some of the time
A non-English language is spoken at home most of the time
Home Life: Which of the below tells how you feel about your home 1life?
Very GoodA____pood —_Average . _Poor ____TYery Poor

Marriage: How would you rags your parents' marriage?

Very good Good Average Poorxr Very Poor

i

e e s e —————— g e




100
A FAMILISM SCALE

Below is a list of issues conce
‘your own. Please read all Statements w
of them on the basis of your own true b
other person. Do this by reading each

the space provided at its left, on
1, 2, 3, 4. The meaning of eac
. 0: strongly Di
1l: Disagree
2: Undecided
3: Agree
4: Strongly Ag
For research purposes,
they are, without modifying any

I———

Children below 18 sho
their parents,
Cnildren below 18 sho

- brothers and sisters.
A person shouldAalway
a whole more importan
A person should alw
against outsiders e
safety..

[
*

2.

w
L2

ve

each of its members c

A person should alway
. disapproves.

A person should alwa

The members of a fami

Ct——
Ct——
e 3
e Y
7*-
S———
. Snn——
R ——
—

N

Children below 18 sho
A person should alvay
his younger brothers

A person should alway
are in need,

The family should con
first cousins) concer
At least one married

parental hcme.

A person should alw \'¢
are in need.
A person should alway
aunts, or first cousi
A-person should alway.
law if they are in ne

o
IS
*

[
w
*

[
&
*

[
n
*

'
o

IR

you must consider all st

The family should have

¥S be complete

political, ethical, an

ly one of the followi
h figure is: ’
sagree

ng numbers:

ree
atements as
of them in any way. )

uld give almost all their earnings to
uld almost always obey their older

S conside; the needs of h
t than his own.

is family as

ays be expected to defend his, family

n at the expense of his own personal

the right to control the
cmpletely.
S a

behavior of

ly loyal to his family,
y should be expected to hold the same
d religious beliefs: .

1d always obey their parents,
help his parents with the support of
d sisters if necessary. -
support his uncles or aunts if they

1

u
S
an
]

Sult close relatives (aunts,
ning its important decisions.
child

.

S support his parents-in-law if they

uncles,

s share his home with his uncles,
ns if they’are in need.

s share his home with this parents-
ed, .

in~

void every action of which his family

should be expected to live in the
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MARRIAGE ROLE EXPECTATION INVENTORY
Form M

In an effort to do 2 better job of helping young people to prepare
for marriage and family living, we need to know what they expect of
marriage. On the pages that follow you will find statements about
such expectations for husbands and for wives. Please think in- terms
of what you expect of your own marriage as you read each statemant.
This is not a test and you are 5ot to be graded. There are no right
Or wrong answers because each of uy is entitled to his own opinion.

Encircle the symbol that rcpresents your opinion of each statemen:.
PLEASE ANSWER EVERY QUESTION.

Key

SA--Strongly "Agree
A--Agree
- U==Undecided
D--Disagree
SD--Strongly Disagree

IN MY MARRIAGE I EXPECT:

SAAUDSD 1. that if there is a difference of opinion, I will
decide where to live. .

SAAUDSD 2. that my wife's opinion will carry as much weight as
mine i money matters.

SAAUDSD 3. to help my-wife with the housework.

SAAUDSD 4. that it would be undesirable for my wife to be better

‘ educated than I.

‘SAAUDSD 5. that if we marry before going to college, my wife and
I will do our best to go on to earn college degrees.

SAAUDSD 6. my wife to combine motherhood and acareer if that

) ’ p=oves possible,
SAAUDSD 7. to be the "boss" who says what i; to be done and what
" is not to be done.

SAAUDSD 8. that my wife will be as weli informed as I concerning
the family's financial status and business affairs.,

SAAUDSD 9. to leave the care of the children éntirely up to my
wife when they are babies.

SAAUDSD 10. to be as interested in spending time with the girls
as with the boys in our family.

SAAUDSD 1l1l. that if my wife prefers a career to having children
we Wwill have the right to make that choice.

SAAUDSD 12. that for the most successful family living my wife
and I will need more than a high school education.

SAAUDSD 13. it will be more important for my wife to be a good

" cook and housekeeper than for her to b€ an attrac-

tive, interesting companion.
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SA A

SA A

SA A

SA A
SA A
SA A

SA A

SA A

SA A

SARA

SA A

-SA A

SA A

SA A

SA A
SA A
SA A
SA A

SA A
SA A
SA A

SA A
SsA A

D SD

D sD

D SD

D SD
D SD
D SD
D SD

D SD

D SD
D SD

DSD

D SD

D SD
D SD
D SD
b‘SD
D SD
D sSD

D SD
D SD
D SD

D sSD
D SD

14,

15.

l6.

17.
18.
19.
20.

21.

22,

23.

24,

26.
27,
28.
29,
30.
31.

32.
33.
34.

35.
36.
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that being married will not keep me from going to
college,

that the "family schedule" such as when the meals will be
served and when television can be turned on, will be
determined by my wishe$ and working hours.

that my wife and I will share responsibility for house-
work if both of us work outside the home.

that keeping the yard, making repairs, and doing out-
side chores will be the responsibility of whoever has
the time and wishes to do them. .

if as a husband I am a good worker, respectable and
faithful to my family, other personal characteristics -
are of considerably less importance. '

that it will be more important that my wife has a good
family background than that she has a compatible
personality and gets along well with people.

that I will decide almost all money matters.

that my wife and I shall have equal privileges in such
things as going out at night. ) .

that my major responsibility to our children will be
to make a good living, provide a home and make them
mind. -

that since doing things like laundry, cleaning, and

child care are "woman's work,” I will feel no respon-
sibility for them. .

week-ends to be a period of rest for me, so I will not
be expected to assist with cooking and housekeeping.
that if I help with the housework, my wife will help
me with outside chore§ such as keeping the yard,
painting or repairing the hnouse.

that my wife and I will have equal ‘voice in decisions
affecting the family as a whole.

that after marriage my wife will forget an education
and make a home for me. .

that my wife will love and respect me regardless of
the kind of work that I do. )

my wife to work outside the home if she enjoys working
more than staying.at home. )

that both my wife and I will concern ourselves with
the social and emotional development of our children.
it will be just as important that I am congenial,

love and enjoy my family as that I earn a good living.
that it will -be equally important that my wife is
affectionate and understanding as that she is cthrifty
and skillful in housekeeping.

that it will be my responsibility and privilege to
choose where we will go and what we will do when we
go out.

to manage my time so I can show a genuine interest in
what our children do. ,

that my wife will let me tell her how to vote.

that my wife and I will take an active interest
together in what's going on in our community.

-

e v

TR T RORAMSIL W MK S e BN e B Ppm N
|




SAAUDSD

SAAUDSD -

SAAUDSD

SA A U D.sp.
SAAUDSD

SAAUDSD

SAAUDSD

SAAUDSD

SAA UDSD
SAA UDSsD
SAA U D sp
SAA UD sD
SAA UD sD
SAA UD sD
SAA UD sD
SAA UDSD
SAA UD sD
SAA UD sD
SAA UDsD
SAAUDSD
SAA U D SD
SAAUDSD

SAAUDSD

103 -

that if my wife can cook, sew, keep house, and care
for children, any other kind of education for her is
unnecessary.

that having compatible personalities will ke consider-
ably less important to us than such characteristics

as being religious, honest, and harg working.

it will be only natural that I will be the one con-
cerned about politics and what is going on in the
world.

my wife to accept the fact that I will devote most of
my time to getting ahead and becoming a success,
that being married should cause little or no change in
my social or recreational activities, |

that my wife will generally prefer talking about some-
thing like clothes, places to go, and “"women's interests™
to talking about complicated international and
economic affairs.

_that my wife’s activities outside the home will be

largely confined to those associated with the church.
my wife to stay at home to care for the children and
me instead of using time attending club meetings and
entertainment outside the home.
that an education is important for my wife whether-or
not she works cutside the nome.
that my wife will keep nerself inform 1 and active in
the work of the comrunity, -
that since I must earn the living, I can't ke expected
to take time to “play” with the children.
that it is my wife's job rather than mire to set a good
the family goes to church.,

oortant that as a husband I am ambitisus
and a good provider than that I am kind, understanding, -
and get along well with rFeople. )
it will be equally as important for my wife to find time
to enjoy our children as to do things like bathing,
dressing, and feeding thenm.
my wife to fit her life to Mine, .
that managing and Planning for spending money will be a
joint progosition between my wife and me, .
to manage my time so T will be able to share in the care
of the children. -
that having guests in cur home will not Prevent my lending
2 hand with serving meals or keeping the house orderly.
that we will permit the children to share, according to
their abilities, with the parents in making family
decisions.
to help wash or dry dishes,
entire responsibility for earning the family living,
that staying at home with the children will be my wife's
duty rather than mine. . ’
that an education for me will be as important in making
Mmeé a more cultured person as in helping me to earn a
living.
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to feel equally as responsible for the children after
work and on holidays as my wife does. )

to make most of the decisions concerning the children
such as where they will go and what they may do.

that it will be exclusively my wife's duty to do the
cooking and keeping the house in order.

that I will forget about an education after I am
married and support my wife.

that my wife and I will share household tasks according
to individual interests and abilities wrather than
‘according to "woman's work" and’ "man’s work,®

as .far as education is concerned, that it is unimportant
for my wife or me if both of us are ambitious and hard
working. .

to earn a good living if I expect love and respect from

- w family.

whether or not my wife works will depend upon what we

as a couple think is best for our own happiness.

that if my wife is not going to work outside the home,
there is no. reason for getting a college education;

as our children grow up the boys will be more my res-
ponsibility while the girls are my wife's.

that my wife and I will feel equally responsikle for
looking after the welfare of our children.

that my wife will take full responsibility for care andg )
training of our children so that I can devote my time to
my work. o
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MARRIAGE ROLE EXPECTATION INVENTORY
Form F

In an effort to .do a better job of helping young people to prepare
for marriage and family living, we need to know what they expect of
‘marriage. On the pages that follow you will find statements about such’
expectations for husbands and for wives. Please think in terms of what
you expect of your own marriage as you read each Statement. This is not
a test and you are not to be graded. There are no rigkt or wrong
answers because each of us is entitled to his own opinion.

Encircle the symbeol that represents your opinion of each statement.

PLEASE ANSWER EVERY QUESTION.

Key -
SA--Strongly Agree
A--Agree
U~-Undecided
D--Disagree
SD--Strongly Disagree

IN MY MARRIAGE I EXPECT:

SAAUDSD 1. that if there is a difference of opinion, my husband
- will decide where to live. -
.SAAUDSD 2. thatmy opinion will carry as much weight as my husband's
in money matters.
SD 3. my husband to help with the housework.
sD that it would be undesirable for me to be better educated
: than my husband.

SD ~ that if we marry before going to college, my husband and
‘I will do our best to go on to earn college degress,

Sh to combine motherhocod, and a career if that proves -
possible - -

sD « My husband to be the "boss" who says what is to be done
and what is not to be done.

SD that I will be as well informed as my husband concerning
the family's financial status, and business affairsy—

SD my husband to leave the care of the children entirely
up’'to me when they are babies, -~~~ ————— - - -

SD my husband to be as interested in spending time with the
girls as with the boys in our-family,

SD that if I prefer a career to having children, we will
have the right to make that choice.

SD that for the most successful family living my husband
and I will need more than a high school education,

SD it will be more important for me to be a good cook and
housekeeper than for me to be an attractive, interesting
companion. -
that being married will not keep my husband from going
to college.
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that the family "schedule" such as when meals are
sexrved and when the television can be turned on will
be detemined by my husband's wishes and working hours.
that my husband and I will share responsibility for
work if both of us work outside the home.

that keeping the yard, making repairs, and doing out-
side chores will be the responsibility of whoever has
the time and wishes to do them.

if my husband is a good worker, respectable and faith-
ful to his family, other personal characteristics are
of considerably less importance.

it will be more important that as a wife I have a good

family background than that I have a compatible personality

and get along well with people.

that almost all money matters will be dec1ded by my
husband.

that my husband and I shall have equal privileges in
such things as going out at Tnight.

that my husband's major responsibility to our children
will be to make a good living, provide a home and makée
them mind.

that since doing things like laundry, cleaning, and
child care are "woman‘s work", my husband will feel no
responsibility for them.

week ends to be a period of rest for my husband, so he
will not be expected to aselst with cooking and house-

“keeping.
that if my husband helps with the housework, I .will help

with outside chores such as keeplng the yard, painting
or repairing the house.

that my husband and I will have equal voice in decisinns

affecting the family as a whole.

that after marriage I will forget an education and make
a home for my husband.

that I will love and respect my husband regardless of
the kind of work he does.

to work outside the home if I enjoy worklng more than
staying at home.

that both my husband and I will concern ourselves; with
the social and emotional development of our children,
it will be just as important for my husband to be
congenial, love and enjoy his family as to earn a good

1living,

that it will be equally as important that as a wife I
am, affectionate and understanding as that I am thrifty
and’sklllful in housekeeping.

that it will be my husband's respon51b111ty and privi-
lege to choose where we will go and what we will do .
when we go out.

to-manage my time so that I can show a genuine interest
in what our children do.
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that I will let my husband tell me how to vote.
that my husband and I will take an active interest
together in what our children do.
that if I can cook, sew, keep house, and care for
children any other kind of education for me is
unnecessary.
that having compatible personalities w111 be con-
siderably less important to us than. such character-
istics as being religious, honest, and hard working.
it will be only natural that my husband will be the
one concerned about politics and what is going on
in the world.
"to accept the fact that my husband will devote most
of his time to getting ahead and becoming a success.”
that being married should cause little or no change -
in my husband's social or recreational activities.
that I will generally prefer talking about something
like clothes, places to go, and "women's interests"
to talking about complicated 1nternat10nal and
econonic affairs.
that my activities outside the home will be largely
confined to those associated with the church.
to stay at home to care for my husband and children
instead of using time attending club meetings, and
entertainment outside the hcme.
that an education is important for me whether or not
I work outside the home.
that I will keep myself informed and actlve in the work.
of the community.
that since my husband must earn a living, he can't be
expected to take time to "play"-with 'the children~
that it is my job rather than my husband's to set a
good example and see that my family goes to ‘church.
it will be more important that my husband is ambitious
and a good provider than that he is kind, understanding
and gets along well with people.
it will be gqually as important to find time to engoY
our children as to do things like bathing, dressing
and feeding them.
to fit my life to my husband's.
that managing and planning for “spending money will be
a joint proposition between my husband and me.
my husband to manage his time so that he will be able
to share in the care of the children.
that having guests in our home will not prevent my
husband's lending a hand with serv1ng meals oxr keeping
the house orderly.
that we will permit the children to share, according to
their abilities, with the parents in making family
" decisions. ) -
my husband to help wash or dry dishes.
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my husband to. be entirely responsible for earning the
family living for our family,

that staying at home with the children will be my duty
rather than—my husband's. )
that an education for my husband will be as important
in making him a more cultured person as in helping him
to earn a living. "

children after work and on holidays as I do.

my husband to make most of the decisions concerning the
children such as where they will go and what they may
do. — " A )

that it will be exclusively my duty to do the cooking
and keeping the house in order. : .
that my husband will forget about an education after he
is married- and support his wife.

that my husband and I will share household tasks
according to individual interests and abilities rather
than according to "woman's work" and "man“s woik."

as far as education is concerned, that it is unimportant
for either my husband or me if both of us are ambitious
and hard working.

my husband to earn a good living if he expects love and
respect from his family. .
whether or not I work will depend on what we as a couple
think is best for our own happiness.

that if I am not _going to work outside the home, there
is no reason for my getting a college education.

as our children grow up the boys will be more my
husband's responsibility while the girls will be mine.
that my husband and I will feel equally responsible

for looking after the welfare of our children.

that I will take full responsibility for care and
training of our children so that my husband can

devote his time to his work.
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APPENDIX TABIE ‘1

TYPES OF ITEMS IN THE MARRIAGE ROLE EXPECTATION INVENTORY

—

Items Number

Husband's &

28 6,11,29,67

Sub~Scale Husband's Role Wife's Role Wife's Role
A. Authority .
) Trado 117,20,61 51 hadad
Equal. - - 2,8 21,26,52,55
B. Homemaking :
Trad, 23,24 . 15,62 T -
Equal. 3,54,56 25 16,17,64
C. Care of Children . ’
Trad. 9,22 58,71 69
Equal., 10,53,60 34,50 50,70
D. Personal Characteristics
Trad. 18,49 . 13,19,48 38
Equal. 31. 32 -
E. Social Participation
Trad., 33,39,40,41,47 35,42,43,44 -
Equal. - 46 36
F. Education i
Trad, 63 i 4,27,37,68 65
Equal. 14,59 45 5,12
. G. Employment and Support .
Trad. ’ 57,66 - -
Equal ° -

Total, 71 Items; Equalitarian, 34; Iraditional, 37.
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VITA
Robert William Lind was born July 31, 1929 at Custer, Montana,
the sixtl'f child of Peter W'illiam Lind and Mildred-Judd Lingd. He was
married to Carol Jean Dover at Chinook, Montana,on April 4, 1948, They -
have four children: Janice Kay, Kathie Anne, Robert Edwin, and

Douglas William.

Mr. Lind attended public elementary schools in Dayton and
Polson, Montana,:and'graduated from high school at Polsér;, Montana
in 1946. After serving an enli;tmen}: in the Uniteq States Army, Vhe
received the B, A, degree witix a major .m education 7in 1954. 1In 1957
he receivedj_tf;;‘f;ster of Theology degree from the Iliff School of
Theology (Méthodist) in Denver, Colo?ad:.m '

Mr. ‘Lind's professional experiences include four Years of
teaching in Montana public elementary schools, and fourteen years of
service as a loi::al church pastor of Methodist Churches.

Ir; 1968, Mr. Lind came to Montana State University to kegin
preparation for an advance-d degree, and in Septemper of 1969 he

_entered the doctoral bProgram in the Department of Home and Family

Life at the Florida State University. While there he was a graduate

teaching assistant in chilq development. -
Mr. Lind is the author of a book and has had several articles

published in Methodist periodicals. He ig a member of Omicron Nu, and

University, School of Home-Economics,r Bozeman, Montana,
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