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Reciprocity inthe Famiiy'and Developmental

Change During Young,Adulthood

',Kathleen M.1.1bite Joseph C. Speisman.

re

What is the-developmental history of caring and caretaking relationships?
Whar,d4 the PrdceSS by which oared .for infanisdevelop into caretaking' adults?

, As yet there is:littlelevidence, available for answering such,questian4'., 'Surely
the goal of co eptualizing attachment as a'life-span developmental process
(Antanuccii 19 must` include notions ,of attachment as a'reciprocal process
which Undergoe quaWative.chang0 as the individuals in theattachment
relationship t emselbes,undergo' qualitative 'changes in psychologicaIfOnbtioning.
In the Family elatiOnships Project, we dre'tiying.to contribute a2lewPieces
tathe puzzle y studying relationships between young adults and :their.parents.

I There, is same/research in reciprocity in,parent-childrelatianships.during
the infantlyeara.(411%,4197l; Harper, 1975; Kagan, 1971) . TherealSo some
research on relationshiOs:betWeen agiigfparents and their aiddle4ged:children
(e.g.,Hartup.ktempers, 1973)--Howeiier there is little evidedde:Cancetning'
reciproCity in/parent-child rela#646hips during the middl . .

Most of the ayailible work fact:se:1 either, on continuityaf values or attitudes
across the generations.(i.g., Fenk4r, 1973) or psychopathology, in!parent-child'
'relationships (see Biller IHDavids., 1973).

OVerallresearchconcerning:deyelopmeni. during the early anCmiddleadult
iyiars is scanty (NeUgarien 1974;.TiO11,1975)..; ResearCh on adolescentSis:More
i)leitensive but within that liZerature,consideration of adolescent faMily relation-
ships,is. limited and; tends to .focus on negative interactions. There is some
evidence that assOmeibungipeopleso,off to college,, get. Married, or have child-'
ren, relationships/with their parents change -.often in the direction of'greater
understanding an -talerance.-Thereis also some evidence that qualitative
hinges in the ys individuals canceptualize.about themselves, interact with
thers, and mak A44(mentsCOncerning:ethical issues, can..take place during
he early adult. years. The principal question being.asked'in the Family
Relationships .P ojOr is Are 0' . ,yoUng adult0Hwho haVe

.

ed into pos tiYorms,of reciprocal' caring relationshipd with their parents
ctioning at her stages of ethicil, psychosocial, and egodevelopment
n ComparableJgr5Ups:of young people 'who have not entered into such relation-

s 100?::,-In'thia ref/art we will present preliminary4ata aboUt both family
tionShip geCand:ego developmental; stages in'a sample of young adult.
;c4r

METRO

or purposes of.the present report, we selecied:120.men and women from a
.'Nlarge sample of over 300 subjects participating in a three year mixed design
study caMbininglongitudinaland cross-sectional components) being,sUppOrted
The Na ;Astitute of Mental Health. These 120 men. and women were drawn in
egua n bers three.. age groups (22, 24, and 26) and two marital .statUs.
groups inglei and Married.Without.childien). AlMost all-Subjects (4.2):. are

1
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living in separate dwellings from th it parent.. F4ty-nine of these subjects
.

.
,

I, have been living independentDyAof th it parents for ;years or, mare. !J

.

. \

-Although all snbjectsfare white, n& the sample S largely middle class,
we have been able to.achl:eve some breadth on a number Of dedographic.areas.
Seven subjects (5.8%) bad completed o y high school o-echnical school, while,
on the other .end of theAeducationarco tinuum, sixteen\subjeCti ,(13,3%).had
completed a graduAte degree. A.malori,y of subjects (7\4, or.61'66%) had completeda B.A. or B.S., with or without

some graduate education., Forty -.five subjects,
were either full' orlpart time students at,theime of their intergied.

P

.''.. \

t
.

) ,

.

\

Not surprisingly, among subjects' parents are many mothers and fath, s,with ldwer educational levels than their children's - although the'opposiie \ .

pattern holds as well. Fifteen. fathers (1 .5%) and 12 4iothers(10%) had failed
to complete higti school. Twehty-eightathers (23.27.) and 43 mothers (35.8%)\
had.finishe0 only high school or technical school. On Ehe'uiver level of
educationi, 29 fathers (24.2%) and 20 mothers (16.7%) had a graduate degree. -,=While 22 fathers (18.3%) were involved' in, skilled, semiTskilled or unskilled
labor, 29 (24.2%) were in the,,higher level professions.

Most of our subjects. came from intact homes. Ninety sets o
w4r stillvidtr4e1 and living together. Eleven subjects49.2%)
wet .divorced or separated: Eighteen subjects (15.02) had lost
pa eats: Most parents had)provided seme sort of religious upb
-children. Forty-seien subjects (3.9.2%) were reared.im CathOliv
were reared 4n. Jewish homes; and 23 0.9,2%) were reared in Pro
Although we do not have data on current reigious status for at
(43%) reported that they were non-pratticMgi agnostic, or atheis

n

Measures

k'

is (75%) .

is WhO
oih.

r,their
8, (31.6%11

es.
51.

A

,Each subject paiticipated in approximately 24,,hours oaf inac inc,lud-,,, ,,
ing White s Family Relationship Interview, Marcia's Ego Identity'Sta ';tmaxerview,
Orlofsky's Intimacy Interview, and Selman's Perspective Taking Intery . SuOjects
also completed approximately 24 hours,of qirestionnaite measurds inte to-tap'...*,

the same basic areas as the interviews - i.e., individual'developmentr ily -'
relationships, and dyadic interactions. Only two measures will be discussed here -
The'Family Relationships Intervievand Loevinger's,Sentence Completian Task4
2

,

/
, The Family Relationships Interview (FRI). Developed specificallY for the

purposes of th investigations the FRI is a semi-structured interview covering
four areas - current interactions°,.resolUtion of differences of opinion, advice.A

.. giving, andcaretaking. In each of these,areas, subjects are asked 'open-ended
,questions alput their current telationships with their parents, changes iA the
relationship over time, their view of their parents, their parents' view of them,
and the specific behaviorS that characterize interaction.

. Each area of the interview is scored separat4y.for,the:devej.opmental stage
of the'relationShip With'the Mother. andjwith-ehelather.' The stage scoring
system anges1Cam a totally unindividuaeed hierarChical relatiOnship itStage'l
to a totally MLitt'sl peer-like relationshipAt Stage 6. With the inclusiOn-of
transitionalStages,the stage scoring SyseaAtonverts to a seale scoring system
with a potential range of 1-to 11.:



Family Reciprocity

What is'unique about our scoring system is that What is being scored is nota dev,elopmental,,charecteristic of an individua.l.,,ybut a deVetopmental 611a-ratter:.istic of a mlatio'nship as perceived by'one party to. tha.t-relationship. Thereare three,'major conceptual components underlying' the.acOting of the relationship-7'young adtat'and parent infiliv.dUation; young adult and 'parent role-taking; and _,young adult awl., parent mutuality/. A detailed scoring manual is being developed,and adequate InterScorer reliabil4y between the priricipa investigator and.oneresearch assistant alreadY has bli33n achired.. A..brief summary of the defining4characteristics, of each _stage pravided,in,Table Thus far; only the currentinteractions portion; of ,the FR.;,,hah' been transcribed and scored, and it is these''sCor'es;Ichat were used for the Inalyses repotted in this paper..
The Sentence-Completion Test; Underiyikte,Loevinger's 36-iteM SentenceCompletion Teat, (Loevinger,-7 1966) is the assimption that there are.. potentiallyseiren. 'stages of ega delielopment, '.each mare'fpiniplex.tlan °the preceding oneAlthough these. stages,,forM':ati 4invariant:;seqUencee not all individuals proceedthrough all stages.. '.The stagl at whiCh an ifldividual stops in' the' sequence isexpected, to ,have implications'..for- a number ..of isRects. of ego developmentkr

including 'conscious preoccupations and interpers4na.l. style. Responsee to the 36-sentence stems 4feoLoevinger.:s test' are used to de-termine the prediminant orcare level of 'Ago develApment characteristic of :E he respondent. Although arguingfOr che need for fUrther. Construet'4alldatitin of-,the Loevinger measure, 'Hauser--(1974) reports :good interscorer reliabilitY. Hauser warns against expectinglinear: relations between ego development stages and other variables.. To -determinethe extent. to which Loevinger is correct in assuming' that the stagers' correspondto a range of character types, we need according. to. Hauser ; Stage `tpec if icstudies)...:,_k,g., studies designed to determ#e the correlates of 'particularLoevinger stages. In the present study, we are both administering the Sentence /4Completion Test. longitudinally" arid .etermining the conceptual and empirical over 7lap between Loevinger'.s mee7sUre and ours..,
.

Table 2 provide& summary of, the Conceptual parallels between Loevinger 's,

idataianalyses*As the assumption that the achievement of' Loge inger,'s Stage 3/4
ego development stages and White's family relationship' Crucial to our .

tranSition.., which marks the beginning of the ability to take a third person.perspective, would be' necessary but not sufficNnt for achievement of FRI Stage,3, characterized by the.individual's ability to show ..some perspective on the .parent. We reaSOned that some nonspecific perspective -taking, ability wouldprecede- the ability to apply that perspective to emotionally-laden, personallyinvolving relationships with parents:: We da not predict a linear relationshipbetweenhe two measures beyond. FRI Stage 3,/ because at that point further progreas'requires that the subject view :the parent as moving -towards. recognition andacCeptance of the subject, asan individual adult. We assume thereimay be caseswhere the. individital ego development of the subject, proceeds, .but the relatiod-ship with the parent is -"stuck" because of parental characteristics.
Procedures

Project participants were recruited thiough advertisements in several mews-papersa, on the radio, and on bulletin boards in 'a vari ety .olvsupermarkets and ..similar. 'establishments: Individuals interested in the project mailed a briefform with their telephone numbers to the project staff, and then .were called and
+7
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---, , ..
.provided with further..detail about project goals and procedures. Questionnaire,

packets (incruding detailed informed consent forms and Loevinger's sentencecompletion tests) ..were mailed in ,advance of the interview date to all respondents,
, fagreeing t 'participate.. ' ,...

; All *, jests participated
s

in, eape-recorded individual interviews with atrained interviewer, of their own. ex in the"Boston University Psychology Depart=meat. Th eyt received $51.00 an hour up to a maximum of $25.00 for their 'involve-7mcnt. ,,Its part of informed consent procedures, it was made clear that they werebeing askedl to participate in a three year project, and that they would bere- contacted insui5equent years'for further participation. Also as part of theinformed consent process we asked participants if we could send i questionnaireversion of, he Family,Re.lationship,Interview to their par,ents. Subjects either.agreed and Provided us ,with parent addresses, or checked .a. box on the InformedConsent Formi indicating}that they did not want a questionnaire mailed to theirparents..

> RESULTS

FRI stage stores our saMple of 120 subjects ranged-from-Stage 2 tto Stage4/5 (in transition'. frota tage 4 to 'Stage 5) ; scale scores ranged from 3 to 8.Factorial a4lySes of var ace with age, sex, and marital status as predictorvariables,a!,Oid FRI scores as the dependent variable, are reported tseparately.formother and'ifither in Tables 3 and 4. The analyiis of variance with stage scorefor mother Ielded 'statistically significant main effects for ag(F = 3.71, dfZ, p 01) and marital status (F =' 20.30, df 1, p < .0005) and a statisticallysignif icant,age by sex interaction "(F 4.72; df...= 2, p (.01). Although sedge-) scores with triother and father are highly'correlated (T = .86) , ANOVAs on stagescores with -father yielded only one findigg statistically significant: at the .05- i.e. ,1 marital 'status (F 23 :51! df a 1, p (.0005) .
At the time of this report, ego;. development, scores were availablii-only-forthe 60 women in our ,sample of -1204:, Of the 58 women' for whom we had both an ego' development score and a FRI stage score with mother,. only two subjects showed apattern inconsistent with our notion that a Loevingee'-score of 3/4.would be, °necessary but not suff tcient for an FRI score of 3 That Is, only two women hadar score' of 3or'above one ,FRI while having a score beloW 3/4 on the Loevinger(See Table 31 . Of- the 55 women scoring 3/4 or higher on the Ldevinger, aboutequal numbers scored 3 and 'higher' or, 2/3 and lower on the FRI.

. -To improve Bur ability to pred?lct FRI scores, We asked our'selves what otherocesses or experiences besides ability, t6 demonstrate the, third perion:perspec-ive on Loevinger's_ Sentence Completion Test might contribctte to a young woman'ersPecttive ott a paient, particularly ot her mother. We reasoned that'"enteringinto the marriage role might serve this function. To test this hypothesis, ;:we q.compared single* and married .women: scoring 3/4 and above on the Loevinger,to. 14ehow many Were 3 and above or "2/3'and below on the FRI. Consistent with ourhypOthesia, a chi ,square analysis (Table .6-) indicated thaj the married women weremore likely to score at FRI stage 3 Apersiective on mother) and above; wher'tasthe iinglie women were there likely to score at 2/3 7nd below. (X4= 13.87, df =1,p < An) 1
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lie continued our comparison of Loe'</inger and stage scores by

-5-

regrouping.
,

iubjects into those scoring 3/4 or above on the FRI ( dicating a participantbelief that the parents were just beginning to be le to put. themselves into
the participkne i shoei) of 3 and below (where the participant reports havingsome perspective an, thi parent but does not believe the process, is mutual). As. can .be seen in Table'4, onl ;14 of the women scoring .at Loevinger' stage 3/4 and-above also scored at FRI s ge 3 4 and above. When we .break the sample down by,marital status (Table 6), we find that 14 of the 15 subjects scoring 3/randabove on both measures are marri

.

,__,

1 IOf our 120 subjoct's,30 women and3i men gave us permission to send question-
,mire versions of the FRI to their parents Out of this groUp of parents,16

mothers and 13 fathers returned completed questionnaires to us. To determine theconsistency betwe4n our participants' viesAof.,..their relationships with theirparenti'and their parents' view of the relationship, we computed the correlation
between participant FRI scores with mother -and father, and mother's and father'sFRI ,scores with participant. Fri= the 27 cases where we had both 'a participant
score and a mother or father score, .a Pearsqn product moment hoiielation of .75 '

k....-

(p < .01) was o rained.
(

.

DISCUSSION

.Snapshots of the developmental history of intrafamilial caring relationships'
can be taken at any point in time and provide valuable insights into the exchanges
`which take place between .the generations. Our data indicate that during the earlyand middle twenties, many -young people - especially.unmarried young peoge - are
very involved in issues of individuation and are only beginning' to see 'their
parents as separate people with their own histories, 'Motivations, and cAlses for_behavior. . Inaage groups studied, the married womee seemed to have a greater
ability to put themselves 'in the shoes-of others - including their jEothers :'7

- than did single women. Moreover, across the three age groups,,--the N:ung women
showed more movement from lesser to greater perspective. on their parents thandid the young men, whose responses were more stable across the age groUps.

7" We assume - and our data :eeem consistent with thii assumtiod-- 0142/young
-people must see. themselves as separate people,oand begin to see their parents as
separate people, before they can perceive any'mutual recognition on the part of
their parents. Although we do, not have any direct empirical. :dupport, for this
perception, it: is also clear that where mutual recognition 'and -Onowledgement
of each other as separate aduits takes plape the young adults see theMseives asthe prime movers. That is, from-7theyoung.1-adul's perspeCtive, .the child becomes

.1ble tasee:the parent, as a "real perms" and.a peer before the parett-gbecames
able to seethe child from such a perspective.

-.- ,

4This repoit clearly represents only a:preliminary step in the construct
'validation of our measure andthe_-exploration df the development of caring
relationdhips. Future ,analysis of the data already obtained will allow us to
learn more about our participants' psych,d7--logical development, their inter-

.actions with their parentstand their clOge5t relationships with- peers. We
remain hopeful that our data will contribute to the evolution of a view of family
development that is anchored firmlY in the concepts and findings of develoOmental
psychology. .Moremier, we hope to obtain a fuller picture of the extent to which
adult caring relationshipseextending beyond .the .family of origin reflect'or divdrge
from relatiOnships with one's own parents;
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.; TABLE I

GENERAL S CORING STAGES,, - FRI INTERVIEW

1 . HIERA.RCHICA P -C RELATIONSHIPS . S HAS LITTLE CONCEPTION. OF SELF OR P AS
SEPARATE INDIVIDUALS. NO EVIDENCE THAT S TREATED AS A' PEER. k r

.

2 . INDIVIDUATION ON PART OF S S SEES SELF, AS GROWING UP, BECOMING SEPARATE
PERSON WITH OWN OPINIONS; SOME ABILITY 10 TAKE CARES OF S ELE THIS IS. DONEMTH& POSITIVE OR. NEGATIVE FAMILY ATMOSPHERE .

,2/3. THERE IS -EVIDENCE OF iitIVIDUATION PLUS SOME SIGNS TEAT S - BEGINNING TO HAVE
SOME (NOT VERY FULLY ARTICULATED) PERSPECTIVE ON P AND THEI7 POINTS -OP- VIEW
WHERE mance COMING FROM" .

3. INDIVIDUATION PLUS PERSPECTIVE.. EVIDENCE OF INDIVIDUATION PLUS ABILITY TO
PUT SELF IN .SHOES or P , SEE THINGS THROUGH THEIR EYES

3 / 4 . ;Ayr GNU CAN S)S EE WHERE P COMING FROM BUT THERE IS SOME EVIDENCE THAT S HAS
SOME IDEA (NOT VERY WELL; ARTICULATED) OF P's PERSPECTIVES PN S AS INDIVIDUAL.
SOME EVIDENCE THAT /3 SEES S AS SEPARATE INDIVIDUAL.

. INDIVIDUATION PLUS- RECIPRO PECTIVES INDIVIDUATED S. HAS WELL DEVELOPED
PERSPECTIVE ON. P PLUS CLEAR. PICTURE OF H P VIEW HER/HIM AS AN INDIVIDUAL.
MEANS THAT P CAN UNDERSTAND S BEING AD GIVER,' CARE GIVER, HAVING OPINIONS'OF OWN : NEVERLESS THERE IS LITTLE EVIDENCE' THAT S P BEHAVE LIKE PEERS
TOWARD EACH OTHER.,

4/5. ADD ON: SOME EVIDENCE THAT AT LEAST IN A FEW."SA3E" AREAS S AND.P BEHAVE LIKE

5. INCIPIENT OR P/k GMATIC MUTUALITY. THERE. TS EVIDENCE OF PEER-LIKE INTERACTIONS
. BETWEEN AN S 4ND P WHO ,SEE EACH. OTHER .AS. INDIVIDUATED PEOPLE BUT THESE ARE

EITHER VERY RECENT. AND/ OR :CONFINED TO RATHE$SUPERFICIAL OR SAFE. AREAS. IT'S
A. SUPERFICIAL, OR CAUTIOUS PEERHOOD AT BEST.

5/ 6.. THE RELATIONSHIP IS MOVING BEYOND THE S UP ERIFI CIAL SORT' OF MUTUALITY IN SOME,AREAS P AND C SAN BEHAVE: LIKE REAL PEERS .

6. -.FULL PEER - LIKE :MUTUALITY



TABLE 2

CONCEPTUAL OVERLAP. BETWEEN LOEVINGER AND'. FRI STAGES.:

LOEVINGER STAGES

SELF-PRO*ECTIVE'STAGE
CONTROL
FIRST,PERSON PERSPECTIVE

. A /3 TRANSITION

RESPECT
GOOD-BAD DICMOTOMI .ZING'

CONFORMIST STAGE
INfEREST IN OTHERS.POINT OPVIEW
PLEASING OTHERS
CONFQRMIST VIEW
LACK. ANTROSPEcTION

.

FAMILY'RELATIONSHIP.STAGES

INDIVIDUATION STAGE
INDEPENDENCE

.

EGOCENTRIC POINT OF VIEW
RIGHT-WRONG

2/3 TRANSITION
TRYING TO UNDERSTAND PARENTS
BUT DONE IN STEREOTYPIC TERMS'.

3/4 TRANSITION
ASII771TO TAKE THIRD PERSON
.PERSPECTIVE
SENSE OF MOTIVES:

INOIVIOUA IMPLUS PERSPECTIVE STAGE.
ABILITY TO PUT SELF IN PARENTS' SHOES
SBASE ulcrivEs FOR PARENT BEHAVIOR

3/4 .,TRANSITION . 16
PARENT 1BEGINNING TO VIEULCHILD AS,

.

SEPARATE PERSON



MALES
N=60.

FEMALES
N=60

TABLE 3

COMPARISON OF MEANS AND ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE
-OF THE FAMILY RELATIONSHIPS INTERVIEW SCALES CORE

WITH MOTHER BY AGE, SEX, AND MARITAL STATUS'

A.. MEAN SCALE SCORES

AGE

22. YR. OLDS N=40)' 24 YR. OLDS. (N=40) 26. YR. OLDS (N=.40)

-SINGLE MARRIED

,,

SINGLE MARRIED .S INGLE MARRIED

1r

4.40

4.00

'.SJO 4.10 5.30 4.67

6.-10

lACTUALgCELL SIZES RANGE FROM 8 T0.10 FRI
BECAUSE THE MOTHERS OF SOME SUBjECTS, ARE DEC
NUMBER OF MOTHER SCORES FOR 'THE SAMPLE OF 12

SOURCE OF VARIATION

SCORES PER CELL.'
SED, THE TOTAL
IS 107.

B. ANALYSIS OF VARIANCe RESULTS

MEAN .SQUik'RE DEGREES OF F VALUE
FREEDOM

SIGNIFICANCE OF
F VALUE

MAIN EFFEC

SEX

AGE

. MARITAL

T'40 -WAY IN

SEX BY

SEX BY

AGE BY

THREE -WAY_

SEX SY.

TS

STATUS

TERACTIONS

AGE

7.38

0.09

3.89

.21.31

;14 3.15

4.9E

MARITAL STATUS: 1..21

MARITAL. STATUS,. 2.22.

INTERACTIONS' '1.41

AGE BY MARITAL. 1.41'
STATUS

7.03:w

0.09

3.71.

1, 20.30

5. 3.00'

--4.72

1.15

.0005

.77

.03

.0006'

01x

29

Z13

.27

.27
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TABLE 4 I

\ .
I

COMPARISON OF MEANS AND ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE
OF THE FAMILY RtLAT/ONSHIPS INTERV EW SCALE SORE

ii WITH FATHER ,BY 'AGE; SEX, AND MARITAL STATUS

A. MEAN SCALE .SCORES

r.

mhigs,-
-

N20.-

'FEMALES
N=60 .

\ . AGE
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B. ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE RESULTS

SOURCE OF VARIAWN - MEAN 'SQUARE DEGREES .OF F VALVE
FREEDOM

MAI 3 EFFECTS

MARITAL STATUS.

TWO-WAY INTERACTIONS

SEX BY AGE
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SEX BY 1RIT.AL STATUS 0.63
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TABU 5

gin.

T. IS SNOWINGAOSPECTIVE*LOEVINER
S SENTENCE. COMPLETIO TASK NECESSARY DUT NOT SUFFICIENT

. FOR. SOK 'PERSPECTIVEJOWARDS
MOTHER ON'THE,FAMILY RE TIONSHIPS INTERHEe

DOES BEING MARRIED INCREASE THEJiKELIHOOR THAT WOMEN W LL SHOA
PERSPECTIVE.TOWARDS,THEIR

MOTHERS ON THE'FAMIb RELATIONSHIPS INTERVIEW?

DITRIBUTION OF EGO' DEVELOPMENT STAGE SCORES

AND FAMILY RELATIONSHIPS
STAGE'SCORES (058 WOMEN)

6SYRIBUTION OF FAMILY
RELATIONSHIPSSTAGE,SCORES OF

,

SINGLE AND MARRIED WOMEN SCORING 3/4 AND ABOVE IN

,EGO DEVELOPMENT (055)

FRI:::

( DOI,
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TABLE 6

I) ARE WHEN WHO SHOW
PERSPECTIVE ON LOEVINGER S SENTENCE COMPLETION TASK MORE LIKELY THAN' THOSE

WHO COI TO BE IN .TRANSITION TO A STAGE OF MUTUAL RESPECT THEIR .MOTHERS ON 'THE FAMILY'

RELATIONSHIPS 10iRVIEW?,

) . DOES BEING MARRIED INCREASE,THE LIKELIHOOD THAT WOMEN WILL BE IN TRANSITION TO A STAGE OF

MUTUAL RESPECT WITH THEM MOTHERS ON THE FAMILY RELATIONSHIPS
INTERVIEW?

D TRIBUilON OF EGO-DEVELOPMENT STAGE SCORES
DISTRIBUTION OF FAMILY RELATIONSHIPS

STAGE,SCORES OF

AND FAMILY RELATIONSHIPS
STAGE SCORES °(N=58 WOMEN)

SINGLE AND MARRIp
WOMEN SCORING 3/4 AND AGIVE'IN

EGO DEVELOPMENT (11!55)

/


