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- FOREWORD .-

]

 The Status of the American Fa&zily Policies, Facts, 'Opinions; and Issues is

the outcome of action directed by the 1978 NEA Rgpresentative Assembly. Data.

" in tite report have been gathered’ from' a variety of sources and studies, many of -
which'have been reprinted here. Other sections of the report have been written. to

ensure that the internt .of the Representative Assembly would be carried out,
'specifically the resourte mformatton on multicultural issues and minority fami-

lies: No attempt has been made, however, to analyze the . sxmilantxes or dxfferences -

among the many types of families and conditions Nlat exist in’ our society.-

The report is orgamzed mto fi\re séctmns Dr Peg Jones and Dr Carol Ann

No;man—codnrectom of the project—are responsxb!e for the-material in Sections'1.
- through IV. A special acknowledgement for Section V, Culits and the Family, is
made to Sharhe West, who experienced the events descnbed in “One Family's

" The intent of S:ctmn is to aljvt teachets’and parents to the pogentxa} x
It groups and.the previously undefined

consequences of iowermg the lega! age from 21 to 18. This was accomplished in = -

~damages associated with. some of the

1971 ‘with the passage of the Twenty-Sixth Ameéndment to the U.S. Ccnsptutxon

“The change in the age of majority has had certain negative as well as positive L
- ramifications, as'many families who have lost one or. fnore of theix children to a _
. cult gmup well know. The realization that their 18-year-old is no longer I€gally a ~

xpefiende’ an‘d had the Loumge "to put.them in writing. .~~~ pe

child is reached with great traume when they attempt to take legal action to

régam their chzldren Hx;.hhghtmg this fagj—as we do in Section V-will perhaps

* he¢lp lead to greater awareness and sensitivity, and the petent:al pmhlems of the

lower age of ma_;onty may be avmded .

* I

“Frank W. Kovacs

< Julv 1979 N ‘_ ; S -« Djrector of Research
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word fam:!y isa complex subject of great concern to our socxety

- 'It is'on this basis that Mnxlxes w1th chxldren will- be

developing literature on-

d INTRODUCTION

- ' T o C
. e ‘.‘A i .

,(
Thmughout the past ﬁve years spemal inter groups natmnal councxls*f

individual scholars, experts, demographers, federdl licymakers, the media, and

- the public have all focused widespread attention on the status of the American

family. Research reports, conferences, popular and. scholarly’ Joumals, and media
specials have covered a’ variety of approaches to describing and dacumentm‘g
information about the family, It has become increasingly obvious that the sxmple

«

4
Views ghout the. status of the. fam:ly are’ often controversxal conﬂxctmg,

cdnfusmg, and inevitably emotional. In part, this is because current information is -

mcomplete -and ;open 'to a variety of mterpretatmns But perhaps more to. the

individual. Culture, traditions, morals, ethics, religion, values, and attitudes all
come mtq play in matters. concerning the family. While these intense emotxcms
make the ‘sorting of facts from feelings a problem, the signs of caring are im-
portant. They may sxgnaba somety shrugging off its apathy in the face of Yapid
technological changes an prepanng for a new stage of matunty m confrontirtg

© the deeper meanmg of chqges in ousociety. ' R o s

s There are those specxalxsts who believe that the real nmportance of‘ changes in
the structures and roles of families goes far beyond matters of statistics, forms, and

functions. Perhaps, they say,” the miore. profound implications for- “schobls and
society lie in the changmg values and attitudes which accompany this changing

family. status. If this is so, it may be only a matter of time until children assimilate
“these new values and attitudes. Then, the challeng¢s to schools and society will be' _
of a social-psychological as well as af intellectual nature. Whatever the case,.this
, report includes information. whxch descnbes developmients in all these areas.

Itmhould "be understood at the outset that special emphasis will be gwen to

 facts,-opinions, and feelings concernipg families containing children. This is done

with full knowjedge that family advocates frequently express the view that other

_interest advocates weight presentations of information away {rom families as a

unit to concentration on children’s issues. Nonetheless, schools and teachers are

particularly concerned with family environments as they might affect the experi-

ences and development of children who come to jhetg for teaching and learning.
the major but not exclusive

jcus of this report, “ o ‘ e

In an effort to make the most cffective and eff' c:ent use of the rapidly

lthe famxly, selected ‘reprints of exxsqng articles/reports.

have been included in thexr entirety. In other cases, the most appropnate portions

- point is a/basic condition which affects almost all of us. Family is not just a .
~ concept. lt is a deeply personal experience which arouses strong feelings in, every ‘



. Lo ‘of already pnbhshed works have been anstracted Dwersity and vanety are pro- . T R
_ vided by the inclusion of tcchmcal informgtion, opinion pol!s, commentanes. and '
a vignette. - : .
copT Among the many c}ategones of mformatxon highhghted for review are th '( .
- followmg . ]
‘ ® Pohcy 1ssues and resources for pohcy-related actmtxes thh pamcu r
' emphasis on the role of the federal government in creating and majn-
taining policies and programs which impact the family : ‘
o N Aﬂalysis of national trends in the American family: strengths and wea
_ o . nesses
- R & Facts, figures, and results of opinion pnlls on families and chlldpe
. : e  Multicultural issues surroundmg_the family resources for stu
' e .Cultsand the famxly SR
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j . SECTIONI. FEDERAL rorrcr_rssuesANDTﬂ_E FAMILY
- PR \\‘ - - . ' . . o R, ‘

-about the status of \the American family. It was his expressed intent to call a
‘White House Conference on the -Family similar to Whife:House Conferences on .
Children which have, occurred every ten years since the Theodote Roosevelt
adminigtration in’ 1909 It was alsa well reognized that Vice-President Mondale
~ had acted as an advocate in the Senate for family and children’s issues by support-
ing legislative initiatives. Family advocates looked forward to a Carter admmxstra-
tion which would showcase family polxey as a social concern. v

R L .
. ; ‘
: .

Adrocafes’ Hopes and Majq)r Coneems L D

Durmg his ean: 5n for the presrdency, Jimmy Carter expressed hrs coneem

Lt

Addmonal hope was generated because of President Carter's expressed mten~

' tron to champion welfare reform. Family and child advocates had long expressed
their dissatisfaction with existing legislative policies. and federal programs ‘under
welfare and social rehabihtatxve services. It was’ their view that among other
weaknesses, the following major shortcommgs should be corrected: income provi-

* sions for. the poor. should be increased; eligibility. requlrements~for childrep’s.

3. benefits which promoted disruptions of the famdy unit by mandating the abgnce
‘of fathers should be %ltered; and support semges for. health, nwtrition, and

psychologigal H’eeds of” famrly memibers should® be expanded There appeared

to be consensus among many advocates smeqd%mg these* generel ‘needs for -

unprovements e e .
- ‘Minorities and women, often overrepresented in the ranks of. poverty
because of historical discriminatory practices, had high concerns about additional -

areas of negative impact ynder social welfare policies. They expressed more exten- -

* -

sive reasons why ‘existihg® services tended to” weaken .rather than strengthen

families. Among the: conditions which they cited were the followmg tendencies

‘to remove children during times of family crisis ahid to keep them in madequate '

foster homes or institutions over unnece®arily long pegjods of time; provision of
inadequate incentives and services for low-income fam&es to become eligible to
adopt children; and general bureaucratic insengitivities to multicultural dxfferences
in values, attxtudes, and mores.- :

A -

All together, these factors were some of the major reasons why famrly advo—

-+ cates had high hopes for a new administration which might initiate actions to
bring about welfare and socral services reform dt“the pohcy Ievel for families and
children. . N .

' Research Reports e T R
. * . t . .

“To buttress these claims of advocates, two specral research reports emerged

- Both dealt extenswely -with the social and economic conditions which. place
today’s families in jeopardy, and both advocated” policy reforms at the federal,”
state, and local levtls through hew and corrective legislation. The first publicatiof,
Toward 'A National Policy  for Children and Families, is available from the
Nauonal Aeadem@ of Sciences in Washington, D.C. The second report, eomprled

2

.}
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by the Camegie Cauncil on Cluldren chaired by Kenneth Kemston is entxﬂed All
Our Children: The American Family Under Pressure, and a reprint of its ﬁndmgs
is included in this section, (This publication by Harcourt Brace Jovanqvich is now
available in Harvest. paperback - through local bookstores.) To accompany- the

Camnegie Council report, an action guide, the Children’s Political Checklist, was
disseminated by the Coalition for Children and Youth (815 15th Street, N.W. in

:Waslungton, D.C.). This publication suggests methods of carrying out netds assess-

ments concerning the employment status of parents, as well as health and social -
services at the state/local levels. Lists of orgamzauons and resources whicfx can be
of assmtance in thm tasks are also provided. -

&

.

‘g Whitel-louse Conference on Familla 1981 .,,7 o - | ,,

" In addition to- these mports another important event occm'red shogtly after ,
the president took office in 1976. The Carter admmxstrahon scheduled a White
“House Conference on the Family to be held in 1979, responsxbxlify for which was
placed in the Office of the Secretary of Heelth Educatxon, and Welfare, headed :
by Joseph Califano. , . ,

- ‘. ~

By 1978 neither an Advxsory Councxl nor an Executwe Director for the -
 Conferepce had been selected as mandated. Further, minority groups expressed

" discontent because of their beliefs that multicultural views and issues were not .

. sufficiently represented in planning activities. As a result of" a congressional over-
sight hearing scheduled by Senator Cranston, chairperson of the Special Subcom-
mittee on Human Resources, the title of the Conference was .changed the same
year to the White House Conference on Famxl:es and the schedule was changed to
1981., . iy : ..

‘ Shortly after the heaxi:ig: it was annotnced that fdﬁner,‘seéretary of Health,
.Education, and Welfare Wilbur Cohen would be chairperson of the National

" Advisory Council, and Ms. Patsy Fleming, formerly -of Congrésswoman ‘Shirley

Chisholn’s office, was selected as;chairpersori of the, White House Confererice on
Families. Within two weeks, after the announcement of their selection for these
positions, both resigned— —Dr. Cohen because of ill health and Ms. Fleming alleged-
ly becalise of the additional appointment of a codirector. Most recently, in April
1979, former Congressman Jim Guy Tucker of Arkansas was ndmed chaxrpersan
of thé White House Conference on Families,

"‘Politicalhimatemid%glm | 0 N
& Rl Lo

- Over this period, congressional movement on social legislation has been
slow. Superordinate concerns with. the hudget energy, and mtematxonaj affaxrs.

~ have dommated the Iegxslatwe agenda

~

.) At the same time, right wmg ultracpnseqvatwes have organized strong propa-

k ganda and political opposition to all legislation concerning families and children.
~ Such activities are patterned after the attack leveled at the ill-fated Child and

Family/Services Act of 1975 sponsored by Mondale-Brademas. A special repost on-
that attack has been dssued and is available under the title Background Materials

Conceming the Child a:nd Famzly Seryites Act,of 1975 H.R. 2966 (prepamd by
| "y | .

R Y
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/ the Subcommxttee on Select Educatmn for the Committee on Education and
f -« . . Labor, House of Represeéntatives, 1976). The importance of this report lies in the -

fact that similar unfounded rhetoric is removed from the shelf and “packaged” o '

"* ., with only slight alterations to accommodate any new family or <hild législation
o at hand. Advertising, fund. raising, and letter-wiriting campaigns are mgmcdmtely‘ .
mounted to counteract any federal legislative activities associated family,or
_children’s issues. If and when' the content of the legidfation is e , pllega:
“tions are based on the sgme themes, which rarely have any facty fmmdat»mn .
Smce many people do not take the time ta investigate or read p. sed- legisla-
T ' tion, emotional responses become numerous and high. The tone of opposition’
R ‘ mail. suggests that the.content and format of letters for attack campaigns are sup-
S - "plied, since the usual themes show slight variations of the following untrue, aibent .
s alarmmg, allegatmns '
. .. Communist. Apspiratxons are behmd moves to remove. cl'uldren from the
- , influence -and authority of their parents and.the church by providing
“ee - v day-care services which amount to a state takeover and unconstitutional .
~ intervention into the: rights of the family. (This attack was used against
o _the International Yéar of the Child as well.) =~ -
¢  Federal legislation will give children the support and right to sue their
parents if children are disciplined or required to take on household
‘ choressuchastakmgoutthe garbage D . , .

What mxght otherwise seem humorous in such extremes has been taken qulte
- seriously by unbelievable numbers of protestexs Indeed, the fears of many legis-
lators as a result of these attacks -have led them .to avoxd activities involving " -
fanilies or children. The political “risks appear high in compatison to the vote- .
~ gathering attributes of such social reform legislation. Then, too, family, children,
and women’s advocates have not yet masterel the skills of broad-scale coalescing -
for the- purposm of supportive legislitive activities of mutual concemn to all.

o ) o lepslatwe progress appear limited.

4

'l

’ o Current Act:vitks .
. Whﬂe leglslatlve poheymakmg actmtnes have been few despxte former high

‘hopes, research and study activities are still- quite numemus It is not unusuatl to

S see experts and researchers enter the arena of a partlcntar social issue which shows

‘ promise of becoming a polxtmal priority atsthe policy level. How long thése

- activities will sustain themselves in the absence of action at the federal level has

* yet to be,determined. For the moment at least, private support from foundations

L has' contributed much to the ongoing policy research and study which is being

- .*. ', “conducted. Whether-such résedrch will come to -fruition in the form of new

- . federal roles and policies remams to be answered in the future. For now,dts focus

aa and recgmmendatibns can pmwﬁe mslght into wﬁat are vrewed nahonaﬂy as
famﬂy issues. S . ) :

' ~ . ] -« .

' : - ® Two repnnts ‘which fnllaw are examples of. the kinds of pohcy-related.
s research activities which are cufrently being conducted. The Appendix contains
: - additional sources of such information, togéther with- pchcy-rel’ateiresourc& on
two quortant family 1ssues—Adolescent Pre@ancy and Vlolence in. the Famﬂy

A
-
——t

" Couple these @ndmons with a stringent econormc chmaté and the prospects for- o
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or Hurting Families? -

byA Sidney!ohnsan.mand‘l‘heodomj Ooms .. ,-‘r

. v ‘The Fam:ly Impéqt S;:mmar grew out of
- heqrings held in 1973 by the Senate Sub-

commiittee on Children and Youth, cha:red
by then-Senator Walter Mondale. The
Seminar's goal is to make government
programs. more résponsive 1o families’
needs. Initiffly, they are assessing where
we stand now, loaking at federal ledisla-

tion already in place or pending, and'

amlvzmg mg impact on families.
A ‘.

t is héc.emmg mcreasmgly clear

“that a
licies |

-«

ve direct and sometimes

cy at all. lavels has responded to
chafiges in the family and may have

“inadvertently created or added impetus
to others. We do not know nearly enough -

about the ways it which governmentat

actions are makmg famlhes‘ lives easier’

or more

- Our analysis of the 1,044 federal pro-
grams in the Catalog on'Federal' Domes-
tic Assistance revealed 268 exxsting pro-

grams that have potential dxmct impact.

_ neous assumption: “It is true,’

ide range of government .

profound ffects on families, Poli-

on fami!ies.’ This’ am:lysns‘ did not even
include a review of the impact on fami-
liés of tax policies, nor of the much wider
range of state and local government pro-

grams and the many coun decisions that

profoundly affect farilies. - .
Faced with .the fact that over 200
" federal programs potentially affect fami-
lies, some observers fall back on an erro-
' they say,
“that therg are federal programs directly
affecting families, but they don't affect
tnost families. They are just those pro-
grams in the Department of Health, Ed-
ucation, and Welfare «designed to help
poor- families. .. programs like’ welfam,,
and Medicaid or food stamps jn the
Department of Agriculture.”
fasts refute this statement. It is, of
course, 1tue that HEW has many pro-
grams“directly affecting families. Our
mvemery reviewed 119, But the invento-
Iso showed that a majority of pro-
gr ms with pofential direct impact on
families—149 to be exact—are adminis-

A. S&bwy}ahms. m'asm#thcﬁzmﬂy.
Impact Seminar at George Washington Univer-

sity and consultant to HEW Secretary hA
Califano, Jr. and Vice President Walter F
dahﬁtmmhmnsmﬂmmmmm

Senator Mondale and a Special Assistagt fo

HEW Secrctary Wilbur Cohen. He serves on the
Board of Dérectors of the CoahmnfarChﬂdfm
MYamharniduComsdeoaal%rk
Education.

]
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Theodom J. Qomis, Asseciate Director of the

. Family impact Séminar at George Washingto
Um\érsny holds a master’s degree from Qxfary

University and is a Certified Social Worker.
knﬂerb'Coardbmmrakanmeekasaﬂdaf
the Preschool Prevenition Project of the

phia Child Guidance Clinic, she has practiced
family therapy and served as consultant to the
Child Abuse Jeam at Phdadelplua Ciuldvms

12.

. Hospital -

N

But the -

‘

tered outside of HEW and as a general

rule are not limited. exc[uswely to poor
‘families, These family-related programs
are.found in 16 gther depariments and
agencies, inclu the Veterans. Atintin-
istratiore. and the Depariments of Hous-

ing and Urban Affairs, Labor, Interior,

~ Justice, Treasury and Transportafon.
It is truc that tnlike many other na-

tions, we do not have a Departiment on-

' Families or a Family Ministry in our

¥ g

~~ .

go"frcmmem Sxm:lar!y, we have not

adopted an official gational family. poli-
cv. In fact, our Constitution does not

_include a §ngtc rcference m famihes
h )

N * .
PRMG. S =

Key Questions \

Y

What is meant by "pmemml direct -

irnpact on families”2 To'us it means that a
policy has been reviewed in terms of the

‘fuiluwmg four key qutstmm Initial re- .

sponses ta these questions indicate
whether a more thorough family impact
feview should be undertaken! ‘
1. What effect does the program have on

family membership and stability?.

» What incentives or disincentives are a

provided for couples to marry, have
- children, separate or divorce; for

family members to live together or

live independently? .
2. How does the program affect the
_ ability of families to meet their eco-
nomicneeds? . .,
" Does it increase or decrease zhe

t

" JCPenney educational materials are. avnhble as a public service from
local Penney stm'e mmagers. ‘ :

L]



L

level of economic resources avail-

. gble to families?’

®» Does it provide incentives or disin-
scntives for work?

» Do some fam:ly members ggt
greater opponunmes for work than
others? s

3. How does the: pmgmm affect the
- nurturant, heaith and socializing
ctions of families?

“® Does it ‘supplement and’ suppon
families’” efforts to provide these
services to members, or does it sup-
plant the family and: provide these
services independently? '

4. When the program is aimed at an-
 individial In need, does it reflect a
clear understanding of the roles that
other family members may play In

- = contributing to the individual's need

or problems?

» Does the program reflect undér-

. standing of the roles that other .
family members—including family
members not living in the house-

- hold—may be able to play in alle-
viating the need or helpmg to svlve
the problem?

.

Hew Do Three Hn*er Govomment
?rg!rms Impact Families Now?

By asking the four key questions out-

" lined @bove, we can begin tp analyze the

. impact of government programs on fam-

iltes. Let us briefly examine threc major,

long-standing programs which have im-
pact on almost every family. '

1. Health
The Medicare law, for example, provides

financial assistancé to patients who are
cared for in a nursing home foliowing

T spitalization. No-assistance, however,

* : *

is allowed io,cc}ver the costs of a home
gg;mh aide if hospitalized patients retum

““home after a short stay in a nursing
.or do n& go to a nursing home at all.

Impect

This provigion provxd&s a tremendous
financial disincentive to family and
health aide care in the home. Homio dare - -
is less expensive, and as.most doctorss will
verify, often offers patients the greatest -
opportunity and motivation for rehabili-
tation and recovery.

2. Federal !ncmo Tax Code
At certain levels of income, the total
dediiction available to a married couple

' is not equal to the deduction they would

receive if they were livmg together un-,
married. For example, in 1975, if a man
earning $10,000 a year married a woman
Who also earned $10,000, they paid dn .
extra $340 in taxes.

Impoct

The se-called "marriage penalty,” in the
income tax provides a disincentive to
some couples to marry. A careful study

to which these provisions cause cguples

to postpone or avoid marriage, or cause
£

married couples to divorce. Nonetheless,

these provisions, intentionally or other-

wisg, constitute a tax disincentive to

‘marriage in certair circumstances and as

such, have a possible family impact.’

3. Soclal Security

- First and foremost, social security has
- provided financial assistance, health care

and dignity to millionis of elderly fami-
lies. In so doing, it has given them the
choice of living with their children or
living independently. But-there are other
family-relafed aspects of social security
which must be questioned. For example,
regulations which affect wives who are

o

‘A -
.
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full-time homemakers include:

» There is no recognition of the value of 2
housewife’s ‘work until the husband
retires, in which case he receives 50%
more than if he were single.

» Under secunty. a hoysewife has
‘no disab

»ifa housew:fe has been married less
“than twenty years, then gotten di.
vorced; she is not entitled tova share of

her hushand s retirement beneﬁts at— .

age 65. [

Hiring a hememaker to keep the. famxly
of a hospitalized mother together can be
véry costly; ofteq the children have to be
placed outside the Home with relatives. .
triends or strangers. A foster-¢ study
in one state showed that the reason al-
miost 40% of the children were placed in
foster homes or institutions was the hos-
pitalization !the;r mothers. Measured
at market vgltie, the value-of a mother's
work becomés quite evident when'a
housewife is sick,

- would be needed to establish the extenimmd : | .

SR
Notes :

1. Tmuan; an Inventory of Federal Programs

* with Direct Impgct on Families, Staff Re-
pun—Family‘%pac! Seminsr February
1978.

2 :After completing the lnvent Qur Seminar
chose the following 1hmeuglicms for in-
depth family impact analysis: foster care,
teenage pregnancy, and policies affecting
work scheduls. We are preparing “pilot
family impact statements” on epch. We are
also developing a set of basic family impact
questions on these three policies and in the
areas of education and heslth which wﬂlbe
available to individuals and
who want to examine these
terms of family impact.
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. ow chi you find out hdw ~Step 2 (dejn?iy which (nstitutions or
. . families jp your community  services: stand ouf as being the mioat

" are being dffected by local

tions and resources? Be-

needs and functions, there are clearly an
. almost infinite variety of waysin which a
particular community may be supportive
. .of or destructive to family féhctioning.
“You may be concerned about ghe im-

_ pact of the quality and quantity of health,
edutational and social services on fami-

. and zoming patterns affect familles in
_ positive or negative ways? Has some-
thing changed the nat@re of your com-
‘munity recently? - .

~ Whether the change is perteived as
* positive or negafive or the ‘conditions or

resources are a resit of public or privatp -

- policies, you can determine how.selected
- factors are shaping the families in a
. community. . ‘

A great-deal can be learned from an

examination of agenciet and organiza-
tions at a, community level. Groups of
families and/or professionals who staff

the agencics are often in the best position

1o know and describe very important
aspects of “impacl.” The Famfly.lmpam
Seminar is currently attempfing to de-
velop sample resourge matenals fo help
.community groups dd selective commu-
nitv level impact assessment, which in-
volves some of the steps described/below.
These steps are illustrated in the activity

on page 7, “How Do Your Ccfnmunitg o

‘Schools Shape Egmilies?”

" ‘Step 1. Determine the kinds of families -

and federal policies, indtitu- .

dause of the complexity of families'™

5 fect.

dominant in the group. of families you

are focusing on. g o
Step 3. Agree upon and. make explicit

your own value assumptions, to serve as
3 guide In assessing impact. . .
” Description and evaluation of impact
. involves some subjective value judg-

" ments. For example, with regard to

issues affecting teenage pregnancy; .

some would value a teenager's right to

privaey gyer the parents’ right to in-

. formation. With regard 10 weifare, .

some prefer services “in kind” such as
food stamps rather than a direct cash

aid. T . e

- Step 4, Read what some of the experis.in

this arca believe are important fmpact ~

Issues On vour topic.. - - :

JStep §. Interview and survey ‘cmuﬁn&s

“ of the services, staff at all levels in the =

agency/institution, and other interésted
community persons. R

The Family Impsdct Seminar is devel:
oping a.checklist of ‘specific family
impact questions which rhight serve
.as @ guide in designing vour survey.

This checklist will be available in the .

summer of 1979,
Step 6. Identify the level of policy re-
sponsible for a particular important ef-

.
‘For example, are the visiting rules in
" . ¢he, hospital a result of state regula-
* tion, .informal professional prefer-
¢nce, or an official hospital policy?

_Describe and discuss both the policies

and practices which you conclude are
supportive of families and “those which *
arc not in vour final report.

The federal, state or local officials and
administrative stalf of the ageney o

progiam should be informed of tHind-
ings and intolved in a dialogue concern- 4

. who live in the community under study.
. Considér diversity in size, member-

a - \Pcmnmmsmngfsw;gg_gg

ship, structure, socio-economic, racial

and ethnic background. For example,

are there lgrge numbers of single

. parents, two-earner families, first

generation immigrants who have dif-

* ficulty with the language, young fam-

ilics” with pre-schoolers, older fami-
lies?

14

ing recommendations. I posible, s
group or organization which conducted
ahe assessment should monitor the ex.
. fent 1o which changes are made, O, if the
group is not ongolng, those members

* ‘with particular interest might volunteer

:‘%}wntinuc their commitment to the
crommended changgs.” :
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detor s Note: The F amxly meact Semmar sugges’ls the fouomng asc begmmng model tor
~ developing your own_survey. The Seminat's b
family/s¢hool relcxtxons}np':s defined: Questions i¥each category are aimed at determin-
¢ing: whether this value is reflected in a particular community’sischdol system. Before’

sic value assumption regarding the -

developing survey questions, your group members wdl need-fo 1dent1fy thexr owp basic
value cxssumphon on any topic to be assefsed.” } 2

o

4 : . ' . . ‘e -
. mrnﬁyzsmmump R )
\ Basic Value Fill in your basic value mmmminn about tha !mmlymdmd
. The family/school relationship :hould he ccnmxmd of as an mlatxons!ﬁp or &nother mpnc that cqneems P _ ]
' equal partnership, based on a mutual respect and support for - : t N
. each other's expertise, role and silities, and o mutual N
understanding that quality education requices the involvement N . - v
of both teachers und ﬁmnly members . o - s =
o , , ' -
- ' , S Whatquewonsmllymaskmmdyomleculschmls(orother
L Poreni? Scheol m ; . mstitunom or pohcxes) are in line with your vaim on this topick:
~ 1. What are the various channels of communication in both P P G
directions between parents and school stalf? . ‘ . ;
3. What kinds of training—both co!lege and in-service frain- 2, B , v t . R
. » \ng—-do teachers get in techniques of tclking with and .
i hstemnq to parents? pry
- . o . . ' ) Ny «
. 3. What flexibility are teachers allowed (or encouraged to t N, A
demonstrate) in arranging to meet or communicate with : . .
‘parents? Are copferences held only during.work days. even . « o
. though, 1n incfeasing numbers cf families, both parems or - o - ‘
the single parent work full-time? : ' SAT -
. 4. Are lathers, other {amily members and/or the students A P g
themselves included in schoal emmfe’rences? e e o .-
S.Other quesnons S e B S S S —
I Family/Schost Suppoct e L .
L To what extent are parents involved or qctive in school' l._._A_.,_. v i e ——
affairs through- PTA school board. commijiees or \folumeer e . e
" activities? l.. 3
" & Are emplayed parents kept informed of school eyents or T o 4
. activities so they can make plans ta attend? T e e - ' * t -
: 1. To what extent is the schoel supportive.of kmnhes of qn. E U T - - -
types with mgurd to vacations, aiter-school heurs emer- ' .o eem - - .
gency snow days or in-service days? . f g et e
4 Oih'er questions . i ‘ ] .
. P . . ‘ B
N | , | R ‘ SRR SR
" HL Curriculum and School Stracture ] ‘ i
1. To what extent dre parents informed about the curriculum | PO e S
i -7 ond given a signilicant role in decisions about its content? R . o
2 What aspects of the school curriculum materials in the: o o ‘ T o
schoo! library teach about. lamily lile, child and family T T T T T T T e e e e
development; family responq.‘hhhea and sex education? T e
3. To what extent do these maferials (and teacher attitudes) N
Present realistic or stereotyped views of family lile, sex mles . o . * N
and the diversity of {amilies today? . : . \&’
4. To what extent does the schookattempt to break down | "9 A T
\ intergenerational boundares or to treate family-like rela- oo T - e o
‘ tionships within the school. for example ‘by éncbwraging 4 .. e B L I I RS
oldet children to ‘work with younger childrén; senior aitizens - . i e e e
{grandparents) to volunteer in the classroom; or Jibranes 1o L. T
prowide multi-age grouping or recreational activities? . ) . . / :
5. Other questions . ‘ e e B e
. o - .
. By assessing the ways msmqnons and policies affect {he everyday lives' af families in your commumty we all-
become more prepared to seek chdnges in policies and attitudes that exert unneceéssary pressures on
{amilies. To the extent to which these etlorts are successful, they will contribute to the health and well-being
+of iamxhes and of socxety as a who}e For, as Margaret Mead said so well, "As families go, so goes'the-
_ nutxon , . . v r
l: KC Suggested Resource Saru Lawrence Worlds Apart Relationships-between Families and Schools (New York: L;qhﬂaot Basic Books,
1978)

ek T i : AR 15
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o7 AllOurChildren: . .
- - U - TheAmencan Fa y ‘ L

o+ UnderPressure ~ o
“ - byKenneth-Keniston A

-
[ .
'Y .
s ..

e » " This article is asumnlary of the first Qeport of.the Camnegie Council on Children, published by "
L D Harcourt Brace Jovanovich, New York,.1977. = - [ v T '
L e . The Camegie Council ol Children was creatéd in 1972 by the Carnegie Gorporation of New'
. o .7 7 York to undertake a broad investigation of what American society is doing to and for children,
: ' - -“ . . and what government, business, and individuals can do to prqtect and support family life. .
An independent.study group, the Council was headed by Kenneth Keniston, the psychologist -
» noted for his studies of dissenting youth and social change. Its membe formed one of the most
v . 4+ diversc groups to study children in recent years with professional interestSranging from education
: and medicine to law and economics. [ T
The results of the Council’s five years of work are incorporated in All Our Children: The
A . -American Family Under Pressure by Kenneth Keniston and the Council, published by Hyrcourt
LA o . Brace Jovanovich. ) . o0t E . E
' e S ‘Beginning with a succinct historical apalysis of the American family and its evolving funcfions,
- ". Kennetk Keniston examines the effects of a complex technological society on family life. \Con-
sidering everything from TV and food, additives. to unemployment rates and the incom¢ tax
structure, he reveals a series ﬁ(»myths which hinder families and our ability to think clearly dbout
their needs.’ . : . e ‘ I
" These myths obscure the overall social-and economic system that exer® a crucial influence
on what happens to parents and children. Keniston argues that until policy makers and planners
_in both the public and private sectors pay serious attention to the broad social and economic
pressures on children and their parents, our public policies will be-unable to da much more than
help'individuals repair damage that the environment often inflicts. o

[

. Thisee myths which hinder " The myth.samei . o . ?
© - clesr thinking sbout @ [amilies are Self-Sufficient ' | o -
children and famifies in Contrary to popular ideas that families dre seif-sufficient dnd solely tesponsible for their

Artferica.

-

own problems, the parent today, says Keniston "is usually a coordinator without voice
or. authority. d maestro trying to conduct an orchestra of players who have never met
and who play from a multitude of different scores, each in a notation the conductor can-
R : not read. 1f ‘parents are frustrated. it is no wonder: for although they have the responsi-
- ) bility for #heir children's lives, they hardly ever have the voice, the authority; or the power
to make others listen to them.” ‘ . : :

, ‘ ) o } @ The United States Provides Equal Opp?zﬂunjly to All . ' .
- . " Despite some advances in the past decade, according to All Qur Children, one child ouf of
o ’ four.in Amegica is “being actively. harmed by a ‘stacked deck’ cteated by the failings of
o . ‘ - our society. To try to change those childrem who are born unequal is to avoid the moré
' ' important task of changing the structurat forces that keep them that way. Schoels, the in-.
stitutions traditionally  called upon 1o correct social inequity, aré unsuited to the task;
without economic opportunity to follow educational opportunity, the Myth of equality .-
~ can ngver become real. Far more than a hollow promise of future opportunity for their
' 'chi!dr&\.' parents need jobs, income, and sorvices. And children, whose'backgrounds have
stunted itheir sense of the future need to be taught by example that they are good for more
. than they da;ed to dream.” - : . o
@ Goveriment and Business Generally Stay Out of Family Affairs e
. Finally. the book notes that the supposed *neutrality” of government and business towards
family related matters is frequently misperceived. In fact these institutions ace powerful
factors in the lives of children and families, oftén positive, sometimes negative, but worthy
. D - of more careful attention. y '

Al
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, / Dmﬁ/m on this analy\s:s of pioblems facmg us Aatmn. The Carnegre Councu on ‘Children * ° “" Tt
o develaped the following séries .of recomendauonswhxch {orm the cme of a pmposed natn(mal .
<L pohcy.for chxldren and thieir families. -~ - N :

' APolicy for Children and Families ' - a&g,f
e Here in a brief review is the national program-. the hmad integrated, exphm farmly pohcyA '

Cwe believe public adyocates sho d supfmrt for the sake of clu!dren : i

i

1) .Publn: admmres sixauld mpport mas Jor parents and a decent living stangard for ali fanulxes. f . Needed: Jobs for mmm o
/we need to adopt a new *‘decency standasd” for thinking about psverty -a line based, inany  including.. .- D
o ggven 'yéar, on 50 percent of the median income of-a family of four. No children in the nation o . o
s zhcutd have to live in a household with significantly less income-than this. T} means‘(u achtever_i - S
‘ his ar¢le h - - e
O We'need to reduce uncmplagment for heads of households to no more than 1 percent or 1% .. fullcmployment - .-
O percent..\l;nngmg the genergl unemployment rate down. 1o between 3% percent and 5 pefeent. o “.. 0
. o do this, the government should consider a m:xture ‘of policies: mcreasmg the amount of = ' *‘ ‘
‘money in circulation” for econemic stimulus when the economy is operating far below capacity, . _ .
giving busmess an incentive to hire moré people, and providing mcuves for industries to move‘ o _ “ .
into areas where there are high concentrations of unemployed persons. . - A - " .
As a back-up, the fgderal government should provide guaranteed work, at wages of at lcasl - '
half the average for industrial workers in that yegr, for at lcast one parent in.every fapily that con- ‘ L
tains a child if the parent has been without employment for over three months. B S T ' X °
In national economic planning»full employmentahould be considered as important as keepmg S =
prices stable, and 2 major effort should be made to develop and perfect regulations and admin- s

“istrative structures that ‘can effechvcly control mﬂatmn by some means ather than allowmg un-' . e
employment to rise.. ~ i A
We must reduce job bamers and job Le:hngs for racial minorities md women. Everyone s k

. . fair employment
porting children should have a chance at the best rcwards for hard wurk and all childrén should T
* have a decent future Y0 look forward to. :
pecific charges of job- dlscmmmtmn can be dealt with by improving the enforcement of our :
cﬁem faws and regulations, in particular by specding cases through the courts and giving the gov- |
ernment more flexible remedies than, total cutoff of gevemmcnt contracts with employcrs who S
+show evidence of job discrimination. : . '
Decper reaching job discrimination can be auacked through cmouragmg affirmative action.
Funhcrmorc new legislation is needed to change the usual methods of recruiting empluyccs and 2
es!abhshmg job qualifications. New regulations are needed to give a government agency that is ‘
not already saddled with handlmg specific complaints the responsibility for instituting lawsuits -
o whercvcr there is reason to believe that a broad-based pattern of discrimination exists. : ,
= The country should provide a back-up system to full cmpk)ymem that puts an income flobr .. a decent minimum o T
under every American family. income fevel for al, '
‘ Such a system would incorporate or reform elements of the fcderal income tax system, wel- .
 fare, food sumps workmen's compensation, and veterans’ benefits. [t should maintain incentiyes
ta work by reducmg its benefits gradually as income from work goes up. Such a system would
- support the wmkmg‘buur as well as the unemployed and very poor. - .
A parent with the _primary responsibility for raising young children should be guaranteed a
" passable fdmxly income if she {or he) decides to stay at home. Adults should not be eligible for
" income suppuris however, if tiu.y are capable of working and not actively sccking a job or taking
- care of young children; such a work test would apply to_ the wealthy as well as the poar. Neither .
should benefits go to absent parents with a source of income who do nm make contributions tor P ‘ .
suppurnng their thldmn . . ‘ ‘

]
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A sample system ofsincome supports worth considering is & credit iricome tax. Replacing the
current system, it would tax virtuafly all income, allowing deductions only for the costs of earmning -~ .
income, including child-care ‘ekpenses, and-for charitable‘contributions. All taxpayers, whatever |

if they had no other source of support or in a credit applied agdinst the taxes they owed if they -
* did have income.  The example shown in Chapter § in the full Report of the Carnegic Councilon
Children would tax almost all four-person families with.incomes under $18,000 lesS than the pre-
Yent system. If a credit tax is not immediately feasible, similar results coutd be obtained by modi-.
. fying our present tax and transfer-payment systems.. | “ ‘ ' A
[ " . ' - . . Ny

2 “Priblic advocates should support mmjkxibb"w#ki&g conditions;

conditions including... ..~ The demands of a parent’s employment should conflict as little as_ypbssible‘w‘im'ﬁ\\e needé of

the family . . T o w“ v

Working hours should be made flexible whenever possible so that parents can sometimes

manage family affairs during the day, and so they are not forced to leave their children in the care

.of others at times whei they would rathernot. . .~~~ T

. “Flextime” the system under which employees can determine the hour§they work on any
given day so long as the weekly hours add up to.a required total in any given period ‘is vne.in- -

novation that government and private employers'should try more widgly. Part-timé jobs should

~ be upgraded and structured with full guarantees of job security bengfits, and they should provide

- equal wages fog equal work.. Federal and state Jegislation should require governmenits to set an

. . .expanded pregnancy
L hedves

Needed: Integrated family
services including. . .

! A

.. .stress on prevention

.. Mquality audits”

example by creating botk flextime scheduling and, part-time jobs for their workers. - S
Pregnancy leave should be expanded and protected. American cmployersshould be requited - *
to grant mothers, and possibly fathers, a twelve-week leave of gbsence to be used in any propor-

. their income, would pay the same flgt percentage and all wouldbe entitled to d tax credit, in éash .

tion they choose before and after the birth of a baby, without losing senjority, advancement . -

. privileges, oi job security.

.
A

L

-

i

Longer leaves for child _reé_ring need to be jprotected, too; ﬁenevenpossibie, par.ems'should.‘;j a

.. Jonger child rearing  not fose seniority when they .také several yearg off for child rearing. The easier it is to reentera
SN - leaves  job after tinie.off,the freer parents will feel to choose whether to stay at-home with their children

€

‘or go out for wages on the basis of what suits the family best.. . ‘ o

*

3) Public advocates shoukd support an igtegrated network of.family services.
All families need services. The nation needs to help families get them. ..

J Services should have black and white children, middle-class and poor in the same program’as
often as possible. \The services should be easy to find and get to. There should be a wide range of
services for familiés to choose from, gr)d parents should play a strong role in the scrvices them-
selves.  Above all, family services stfould
clinie for a mild problem as to go to-an emergency room after-the problem has become serious,
and as easy for a court or government agency $o providé a homemaker o help a rroubled; family

* with its children as it is to put the éhif8ren in foster care or an institution, ' :

¢ - : . )

Federal standards for quality and fairriess should be enacted for all services, public or private.

To see thiat-they are meeting these standards; sewvices should be subject.to “'quality audits” com-
missioned by local- consumers’ councils. . The cauncils would also survey needs and coverage in
.. their areas., Both at this local level and above, data on service needs and coverage inust be r‘adica.lly

improved; ‘as must state plans for services. i x , - . _ ‘
Government doespot Nfed to provide all services directly to all families. But it does need to

pay for surveys of need%, coverage; and ithpact, for start-up costs in many cases, for test programs,
for the consumers’ councils to'mehitor local services, and for establishing serviges in areas that can-
‘not afford to set them up. - - - :

stress prevention, making it as easy for a family togotoa - o
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" 4} Public advecares should support proper health care for children. B . Necded: Proper health
- We need fo recognize that children's hiealth dependsfas much on 'incgme,'enviré‘;mem; and . arcforchildren - 7
" diet as jt does on hospitals, nurses, and pediatricians. 4 R . _ 0. isduding. .. '

We need nationaltrealth insurance fo guarantee that all childrei gethealth care, and we feed L S
to recrganize the system to emphasize prévention and primary care -the Simplest kind of checkups - | .pational health insurance
and treatment. ' : - : _ Sy e T
. Federal.and state legislation should creatt a network of community health agencies (CHAs), ™. . _ :
built on existing public health departments or. the recently created state Health Service Agencies, . .. Community Health =
~and~dogiriated by laymen. CHAs should be given the authority td coordinate both private and  Agencies . .
public heaith services, preventing overlaps, controlling costs, maintaining consistent records,.amd”

] \ )

" holding service providers to account for what titey do.

_ We need better public data on health-care providers, so parents can select care more thought- o ~
fully and so that monitoring groups can keep services up to the mark. Education forfarents and « .. hcalth education fos -
children should be increased so they can interpret,their own medical records and lear to perform . parcnts. ' \'

- minor health procedures such as taking throat -cultures and usingotoscopes. Communjties should : ‘
have twenty-four-hour telephone services to answer medical questions, and health professionals : . (’,

- should be trained to increase their coljaboration with parents.
. K ~. : . g 7 : :

- 5) Public advocates should support improved legal protection for children ouiside and inside  Necded: tmproved fegat - -
: : o ' ‘ L . protection for childien . .-
The law should make every .effort to keep families together,. No child should be removed ee T
from hbme at either the court’s request or a parent’s without a clear showing that the child will be |
- better off elsewhere. and that less drastic solutions, siich as therapy or special education, would not . ., keeping famitics
“relieve the problem: Courts and' social agencies must make eveiy effort to return a child who is fogether
removed; or. when this is, still impossible after over a year, speed adoption procedures in a new '
" family. T e - T . -
" Placement of any child in any institution should be reviewed regularly, with the burden of P
proof always on those who argue for maintainingghe child®at the institution. All institutions should

- ensure. children reasonable civil rights as well as rights to {reatment, rchabilitation, protection, ‘ v
 and a mini standard of care, o B ‘ - , © - e
~ Childrei® rights to make theit own decisions about heslth care and whether to leave schoo! .. expatided children’s”  * - .
“to work should be expgnded. T ' rights to self-determination

~ Students’ rights in relation to schools ‘need protection. Schools should seek the return of
_{ruants instead of accepting théir absence, and truants should not be referred fo juvenile court. 4
Restlessiolder adolescents should be allowed. to drdp out of school for a year and come back with- | " ‘ \
.out penalty, at least-up to the age of twenty-one* School suspensions should be severcly limited ' o \_/
and.permanent expulsion eliminated altogether. Students’ privacy should be protected and their T
records should be open only. to them and their families. Schools™ ability to assign students to spe- -
cial classes Qr require that hyperactive children be given drugs should be restricted. S

We need-to develop various ways to protect children from the assaults of thestechnological .. protecting children -

environment, including children’s compensation laws and child-impact statements. - Sromasultsof the *
.. Finally,"wé need to give all the support we can to lawyers, ombudsmei, agency monitors, and wchnologicsl envidonment
“children’s advoggages, who are often pursuing at a broader level the goals we-commend to all indi- Needod: More support ..
vidual adults, parghts or not, who care about children. : ’ : - for children's advocates
: . '. @\ ' : ] . : . ~+ inevery field. '
C '\,,:‘ \ . . ' - T : . ¥ . o
] '\: \" X _ . . ) . . , ) . X
+ t%’“* - ' < - » o '
Reprinted with pemlssiod?b&f\h_& author. . . . ] ) . ( . -
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' Standards of family conduct

.af

B MYTHSANDREAU:HESABOU’I‘FAMIL‘
L CHANGE AND STABILITY |

FOR THE SCHOOL CURRICULUM

- L A

S The family in one. form ot another exxsts in all socxetles Most huﬂ&an bem_gs ;.
"are bomn into family gromps and spend ther.r lives within a network of fashily,
- relations, They may marry and’ produce sons and daug.hters and so,perpemate the '
_ffanirly system, - :

- -d
. -

Comp'nsed of parents and ot‘fspnng, the family is a ﬁmque social group

-";,'Pnedonyantly within the family, genetic strains meet and project the older gen-. -

eration\ into tHe new, the process of socializing the young begins, and aspects of a

“-cultural heritage are transndftted. The family influences personality development.:
. and is the setting for some: of the most intense emotionkl experiénces diiring'the - .
+ = course.of an mdmdual‘s lifetime. Little wonder that the. family is often associated -
e thh strength end stability which command respect in terms of human values. -

Amocxatxons of strength and s'a bllity,'however, do not negate the existence

' of family problems that occur and Jecur, The family behayiors of some children,

husbands, and wi indicate tpdubled rélationships and.Wihappy, experiences.

roles seem inadequate "fo
Given the importance att

*

famﬂm to -many students. The subjects focus on an.aspect of adultho that

- most students are likely to experience. The subjects also address many factors
“that seem productive of family prohlems ‘Thus, the study of the family can e

justified under two: broad aims of public edﬁeation adult pfeparatron, and mdr-

. vidual and social improvement

Enthusrasm for famﬁy studies in the. school currrculum needs realisne
temperiog. Many difficulfies' exist, some of which are quite awesome. If the

. séhool accepts the .missipn of family preparation, then curriculum-makers "and.
. teachers need an aw of the problems that involve both subject and content -

of the process of curriculum change. o B . S 7

-
L

n Section II, Jpresents dempgraphrc and trend data assocxated with family
change and stab:hty Major focus ‘is on family change; and coverage includes
marnage and divorce, living arrangements of adults and children, workmg
mothers, and marital life cycles. The demographic and trend data dxscussed in
this section present a limited treatment of a complex subject, but does so with

_thg hope_that family litérdcy can: be promoted through careful curriculum
. ptanning and re.sponsrhle instructronal effort o ,

m at times conifused, ‘and traditiona} scripts and
me contempeorary expenences with family living.
hed to the fainily, recurrence of famrly problems istoo . -

( e and intensity of family hving and the necurrence of so-callect -
family problems render these topics important subjects -for the school cumcu!um |
Drawn from real life, these subjects concern immediate and practical experiences
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 FaM Y CHANGE AND STABILITY * e

- Tt beeomes apparent from the hterature that many appreaches to the subject

.

~ of {gmily change ‘have been used and that-a variety oft assumptions Have been
- made.. One approach, which' dominates this section, is descriptive in nature. Jt

_ . * identifieS an event, ‘describes it, and. charts it-over timé;, The assumption is that
+ . un€overing observable change or the-lack of it is.a fﬁn&a.rnental stage in the\
-process of understandmg fanuly ehange '

- . -

'

T!us 'sectxen explores the sub;ect of t‘amﬂy change, begmmng with a dtseus-t

.. .sion of several changes in-marital events, living arrangements of adults and chil-

‘" dren, the employment status of mothers, and marital life cycles. It concludes
with a review of several research ‘problems that mike study of the family, dxfficult L
Whenever.possible; long-timeé¥grend data are, presented. Where appropﬁate, exp!a- S

g naticmsare sumested If neeessary mterpretwe issues are nated.

Mrriage,l)tvoree,andkemamep ) . B g o | ‘&

In the Umted States, mest people marry at some pomt,dunng thetr lives. In

fact, the United States has one of the highest mamage rates in the world: 9.9

- marriages per 1,000 populatmn in 1976.1

There are several reasons for the high mamage rate Hxstoneally, the econo-
my of the United States has grown and with growth has come an expandmg job
" market. From an gconomic point of view, young people can be optimistic about

- their ability to find work, enter marriage, and carry the econotnijc responsibilities
" of marriage and parenthood A second explanation involves the computation of

arriage rates. Mamage rates are based on thie total number of mamages during a
| given.year and do not distinguish between first and second. marriages. Beeeuse the

divorce ratg-in the United States is high and because most divorced people re-

" marty, the total number of marriages increases. As a result, the rates of marriage

are.somewhat distorted. For this reason, marnage aqd remamage rates are treated g

separately in the following paragraphs o _ B y
-_ " The dxscussxons of fnarriage; dtveree, and remamage rates refer to Figure 1
which traces marriage, divorce, and remarriage trends in the United States from

1921 to -1977. Marriage rates are calculated on the basis of the number of"

marriages per 1,000 single women 14:to 44 years old. Divorce rates are based on
the number of divorces per 1,000 married women 14 to 44 years old. Remarriage

rates are based on the number of" tem&mages per 1 000 widowed or dxverced '

women 14 to 54 years old. . R

The annual first-marriage rate in the Umted States is shown in Figure 1. The
rate reached a low point during the 1930s, peaked after World War II, and has
declined almost continually during the past 30 years. The varying marriage rate

suggmts periods of marriage postponement Explanations for the postponement . -

of tafriage vary according to the historical period under consideration. During
the 193§s, for example, uneniployment rates were high; and young adults most

. likely postponed marriage in light of an uncertain financial future. During World
‘War II, many men postponed marriage because of actjve military service. The rate

‘decling following the post-World War II peak has continued for nearly three
decades This decline may reflect théinfluence of a prolonged war in Asia, penods

\,_a . . ) . Dr
. : "“



-” : : : ) “i.’”. . S } - ° . ‘. . B . R | | Cn ., . . <\ .?‘!.‘ . . | . 27 .
' N I oo
m;m ward '

RATE PER 1,000
0
o

30

1921 19257 . 1930° 1935 | 1940 © 1945 = 1950 1855 1960 1965 1970 197677

} . o
- R . . . . 4 . .
‘ Sgirst marriages per ; . = bpivorces per 1,000 ‘ - ‘ 2’ "'R-nammum 1,000 ‘ t
' ' 1,000 single women ' ! ~ married women 14 to - . widowed and divorced '
14 to 44 years old. o b 44 years ofd. ' © woman 14 to 54 yesrs oid.
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Courtesy of the'Population Referencg Bureau, #nc., Washington, D,C. o

. ‘ | ~

, o : ( The trend toward ﬁrst—marnage pbstponement is especnally pronounced
T T ~among young women. According to-U.S. cengps data, 92 percent of the women
: 4 ‘ ' Wwho were in their upper twenties in 1960 had married, whereas in 1975 only 87
, ' percent had married. The proportion of single women at ages 24~to 29 has
- : ‘ consequently incrgased from 28 percent in'1 0 to 43 percent in 1970.2 ' ,
o .
- , Reasons’ for .the postponement of first marriage by women may include - . .
- & increased options to early marriage and child-rearing and.changing social attitudes -
, toward the independence and self-sufficiency of women. The postponement may
o ' . _ also be attributed, in part, t6 what some have called the “marriage squeeze.” That
. o _is, 'the number of women reaching their usual first-mafriage ages of 18 to 24
exceeded by 5to 10 percent the mumber of men reachmg their ﬁrst-mamage age
of 20 to 26.3 . -

B |
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' Ammugh the Um(ed States has one of the hlglim-mamage rates in the = _

world it also has ope of the_highest divorce ratgs: 5.0 dx\'orces per 1,000 popula- -

tion 'in 1976. Computing the ‘number of divorcegper 1,000 population js only one

- of several ways of détermining divorce rate,, A .second method compares the

- . annual ratio of marriages to divorces. For example, if there. \\(gre the United

- States 50 divorces for every 100 marriages, the rate'Qf, divorge would be 50
percerit. A third meéthod compares the number of divorces aridl majriages for a
. speéx{xed populatmn, usually married women.- Given curghnt data, for example,
among!every .100 marriages for \,vomen ‘38 will end ir divorce. Qf these 38
. divorced women,,29 will remarry. Of these 29 women, 13 wil] divorcé again. The

* -original 100 women’ will have a fotal of 51 divorces (38+13 =58 and 129 <
Se

marriages €100+ 29 = 129) ‘which yields a . divorce rate of 40' percent
(51 % 129 = .399 = .40).4 Each of these_methods is. used %oday, whxph explams
the variance among reported dxvprce rates. - . ‘, _

| The annual dworce rate is also shown in. Flgure 1. Like the ﬁrst marnage“
' rate,. the divorce rate reached a low during the Depression, rose to a peak after

. World War 11, declined somewhat, and then dunng the late 19508 tumed upward‘ .

and mounted rapidly . .

Understandmg the reasons for dxvorce is difﬁcult 'upsurge in divorce has
occurred during a penod of rapid social change. The heightened political aware-
ness of women and minoriies, loosened constraints against dworce, increased uge
of birth control methods, a war, and a period of civil unrest may. all be associated
~with the divorce rate. While it +s difficult to specify exactly how these changes

o may have precipitaged divorce, it i$ also difficult to deny- ‘the possxbxhty that such |
 sopial. changed have ha‘i an 1mpact on marital relanonshxps o ‘

Research has iso aigd two predxctors of dxvorce age at first mamage and
, low income. Teenagé®murriages, for exa }ﬂe, are more likely to end in divorce
 than are marriages.between older people. Marriages in which family income is -
7 low are more likely to end in divorce than are mamages in which family i mcome is
relatxvely hxgher . ( v

;,3 .
PR oy r

The exact reXatxonship between age and dwome or between income ‘and.
~ divorce- is difficult to explain. Youthfulness, for example,-may .be related to
divarce, ‘but it is not necessarily the cause. The lack of maturity associated with
youtd could be related to divorce ip the sense that young adults might exercise.
less wisdom in mate selection or they might be iess able to handle marital stress.
* On the other hand, mahy teenage marriages #0 survive; and a number of marriages

"~ between older and presumably more mature spouses do falter. Generally, resparch

has been uriable to explain. the cause of divorce. Certain divorce predictors have
been identified; but the findings suggest complex, rather than simple, relation- .
s}ups among multxple, rather than smgle factors. : .

Earher it was noted that U. S. marriage rates include ﬁrst marriages and
remamage& The divorce rate in this country is high, but the remarriage rate is also

 high, as Fxgure 1 shows. The remarriage rate tend§ to rise and fall in a way similar /— ’

. to first-marriage and divorce rates. The rates in' the late. 1950s, however, take
divergent paths—the divorce rate turns upward and ‘mamage and rem‘hmage rates -
. turn downward. The downward movement of the remarnage rate coincides with
social changes durmg the last 30 years—for example more liberalized attltudes

~
v / : .
-
- . ~ L
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e
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., sbccxﬂl and persongl pxpeﬁmen_tation.and' stnt‘f;mg _pei-ceptipns .wﬂat_:
itutes ¢he S'good life.”” The downward movement of, the remarriage rafe also

. suggests that divorced. people, as well as young Single adults, are postponing *

-fnartiage or might bé deciding not to remarry. Pethaps, too, move open discussion .
- and heightened publi¢ concern abopt divorce have instilled greajer cautiom,among *

s

/

- Second, cénsus, data show

t

. a .
b Wha‘.t'evér ¢ explanation, remarriage rateéompnss a‘sxgmfy:ant aspect of .|

the changing marridge pattegns of the United States. First, according to U.S.~ .
~census data’ for 1975, t;omworcéd people out pfdive remarry by’ middle age.

have ‘been_shortening the intervals between’ firs# marridge and divorce (7.7 years

women in 1975) and between remarridge and rediybrce (6.2 yeais for meh and 7.6

t ydung adulls have been_postponing margi and

for men and 7.9 years for* women in 1967; i*?‘g’?rfor nten and 7.3 years for

years for womgn in 1967; 5#kyears for men and .5 years for women in 1975).7
An interval of dpproximately three years between divorce and remarriage appears
to be rather stable. Thus marital events-are being compressed into a shortef period

f _'The data presented ;for'marﬁage,~ di}rqrcé. and remahiage'provide evidence .

 for both stability and change in the marital aspect of family lifg: The data suggest

that marriage as a social institution is stable; that is, most ple marry, or, if '
divorced, they tend to remdrry, The implication is- that ‘most people ptefer

marriage as a way of living. The change is occurring in the timing of marriage§and

in the number of, marital events experienced. In other words, young adults are .

tp’tihing femarriage. The implication is that althiough marriage as a social insti--

pos i . -
tution'is stable, individual marrigges are not. This ‘sumnfary should be cautiously

interpreted, however, in light of a statistic. of great importange: ‘the majotity of
marriages in the United Statks (appigximately two out of every three) fast until
et douspart o et
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According to the U.S. Census Bureaw, a family is a group of people. who live:

of time; and i;gr some peoplé, more marita} events are occutring during their lives. |

together and who are related by blood, marriage, or adoption. An adult s a |

person 18 years old or older, who-may or may not be married, and who is not
institutionalized. Given these definitions, in 1976 there were 144 million adults.

Of these-adults, 120 million (83 percent) had established their own households; °

that is, they lived in .a dwelling designed for one family or. for a person living

-~ alon€, Of the 120 million adults who had established their own households, 94 .

‘million (78 percent) were involved in husband-wife households; 15 million (13

percent) lived alone, and 11 million (9 fercent) lived in households with.{wo or |

more, people with whom they had no blood, marital, or adoptive relationghip.? .

~ These household characteristics show that most adults have established their own

households, that a substantial midjority of these households are comprised of -
aduits married and living.‘t\ogether, and that a fairly large number of aduits live
alone. , ! S

A 'ndtewo:thy change in household composition is in the propartion of
adults who live alone. Between 1970 and 1976, this propoftion rose by 40 per--
cent. The increase can be explained by the growing mumbers of elderly people

3
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.. and of young people who leave their parental ‘homes and establish their"own

households before marriage. o . 5

*

According to Glick and Norton, lone living rose between 1970 and 1976 at a

* faster rate fgr men than for women (57 percent versus 32 percent).! 0 ‘However,

this “increasé~is ‘due partly to the increased numbers of divorces that involve -
c¢hildren who, ustially remain with the mother. The inCrease i also larger for men - '
“because the base. is smaller;, that is, fewer one-person houscholds are established .

" by men. S . S T

According to u(ﬁpub,lished 1978 current pof:ulatien survey data repbrféd by

'Glick. and Morton, there were-in the United Stafes 63.2 snillion children under the
~age of 18. Of these childreg,_49 million (77.7 percent) lived with two parents,
nearly two-thitds of whi¥js'were married once and were the child’s ‘natural

" parents, 11,8 million children (18.6 percent) lived with one parent and most often
. the mother, and 2.3 million children (3.7 percent) lived with neither parent./!
. : - o C v °

Data describing the livihg arrz;ngeménts of adults and childrén sugest'ﬁlat'

fairly traditional arrangements prevail. One of the more notiteable changes in

Yiving arrangements for the adult population is in the number of adults who live
alone. These adults. are generally young and single, or elderly and widowed. One -

notable characteristic of living arrangements for children is that most childeen live

in two-parent households. .

*

§ e

Wo_rk;pg‘ Mqthérs

- According to the Department 01" Dego nt
country participated in the labor force in 194070f these women, only 8.6 percent

were mothers. By 1974, tfie number of working wérgen had increased to 45.2 .
_percent. Of .these women, 45.7 percent were mothirs. During the 1940s and

1950s, the greatest employment inctease was among women with school-age chil-

preschool-age children./2

dren. Since the early 1960s; the greatest increase has been among women with -

The employment status of women varies with marital status. United States

‘Department of Labor statistics for 1974 show that 25 percent of the women who
" were widowed participated in the labor force. Of the women who were married |
" and living with their spouses, 43 percept were in the labor force. Women married
but separated or with an absent: spouse had a participation rate of 55 percent., ‘
Single women, many of whom were in school, had a participation rate of 57

percent. The highest participation rate, however, was for divorced women, 73
percent of whom were in the labor force.!3 o .
: . o .

. There is little doubt that mdé women are participating in ‘the labor force

than at any previous time in U.S. history and that increasing numbers of these:
 women are mothers. Many factors may have contributed to this upward trend:

the changing pattern of marital events, the increase in the number of families

headed by women, and an increased life expectancy for females, for example. .
Other factors to consider ‘are an increased number of white-collar jobs, jobs in -
¢ which women are primarily employed; an increase in part-time employment

:

y ‘25%

who prefer lone li\nngﬁand'Can' afford it, of divortved pe.ople who have no children, = -

228.2 percent of all women in this

.( ‘n
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'.oppoftunines; and. equal rights legislation and. gdvernment 'actlbn“ Underlymg
;, these contributing factors are. changmg attitudes toward the ®#mployment -of

: -

o women and toward the women’s movement, both of- which irivolve- efforts to |

: _extend the c&ncept of sexuat equahty mto the economic lives of women .

*

‘Mmm‘m‘et;y'de R T

Events-which have changed in the American system of mamage include the

.- praportion of people marrying, the median age of first marriage, and the propor-

v

~ tion of people dworcmg. Anothenchange isiin the pattern of marital life cycle—n

what husbands and wives do, in the number of chidren they have; and in
ni¥mker of years they are together with and without the presencg. of child

'w gh' this change results in part from increased life expec cies fc*
sexes, it resugts pnmanly fmm changing fe'rtxhty pattems

: Cfmstructmg manta] lrfe cyclesis a speculatwe process. Detaﬂed mfarmat;on 'f )

. abont&he fertlhty patterns of older. women is not available, and fertility histories
for younger women cannot yet be constructed. Mantal life eycles, therefore, must

_involve” many a&eumptxons For example, it- is’ asflimed that proportion. of -

© women. marwmg and bearing children will ain unchanged, that child-spacing
_within marriage wﬂl remam unchanged and t the typxcal mamed couule wnll_

~ not divorce. R

leen these assumptxons the mantal life cycles for women. durmg the mid-

~

‘nmeteenth and mxd—twentxeth centuries are somewhat d ferent Bane, who - -
.worked with U.S. census data and related studies, constructed hypothetical mari-,
tal life cycles for women born -during the mid-nineteenth and m:d~twent1eth'

centuries. The cycles are summarized in Table 1. According te Bane’s hypotheti- ~

cal descriptions, a mid-nineteenth century woman married at 22 years, bore the

first and. last of six children at 23.5 and 36 years, respectively, saw the first’ "

mamage of her last chﬂd at 58.9 years, wa$ widowed at’ 56.4 ygars, and died at

‘e

e

TABLE I—HYPOTHETICAL LIFE CYCLES FOR WOMEN BORN DURING
MID-NINETEENTH AND MID-’IWENTIETH CENTURIES

during mid- . during mid-
g nineteenth ' . twentieth .
' ~century ‘ century
(6.children) o - (2 children)
Age at mamage R 22 0 years ~ 20.8years
- Ageathxrthcfﬁrstduld ciese.e. 235 ~223 5.
- Age at birth of last child .. . c'. ceed 36,0 248 o
-~ Age at firkt marriage of last child . . . . . .. 589 AT
. Agewhenwidowed—...........~.70 564 . 617
Ageatowndeath ..........0 ..., .. 607 771
¢« :
r o
»" * -

oy

~ Woman born* -~ Woman,born -

..
.
'.
.
-,



tleth centm'y “cohort married younger gat 20 8 yearsY
t of two children at'22.3 and 24.8 years, respectively, saw the
iage of her last child at 47 7 yem:s, was widowed at 673 yeam, and died
.1 years. - ,

Obvxously. the mantal life h1stonee of nud~twent1eth century women have

‘not been completed; and several events—such as the median -age of fifst
‘marriage—may be changing and thus may alter the projepﬁons Nevertheless, to

the extent that they are accurate, the hypothetical histories sugest changing:

‘fharital life patterns during the coming decades. For example, mameges will last u . |

Jonger (47 years, nther thgn 34 years), child-rearing will span fewer years (25

datory tenrements may alter this situatxon

LY

O If the marital life cyc.le continues to change an.d to change in the. dxrechons

. hypothesized, then a nuimber of questions might well e pondered. How will
- people spend the years ih which they do not have to rear children or to work for .

money?. How will increased leisure time affect marital relationships, especially |

- - - affer children ere reared? Will people expenence more or less sstisfaction with

mmse" iyt

! B "o @r

.‘-BifﬁaﬂﬁminMemﬁnsFamﬂyChmge | .._‘ "\;,;

‘«J
The dxfﬁcul\es in measurmg famx!y change are numerous. Oné problem ares .

© . is with the frameworks™?vailable for the study of family change. Some frame-
' .works are cosmic, They encompass all possible variables and become unwieldy -

with research demands for gathering relevant data. Other faameworks are sim-
plistic. They often reduce a complex subject like the family to a single set of
variables (for, instance, economic variables) presuined to precipitate or cause

" family-change without interacting with other factors such as phﬂosoph:cal ’predxs-
* positions or personahty characteristics.

AY

A second dxfficulty is the lick of mstoncal data for contenfmm'y questions.
It is widely believed, for example, that the extended family in the’Uﬂ‘it’e tates is
declining and that the decline represents a loss of family ties and feeﬁngif}
available data and methods of researcly, it is difficult to determine whethér or to

‘what extent the extended family existed, for which groups, during which periods,

and under what conditions. It is also difficult to specify the~Ways in which
extended families in the past contributed to-family life or to what extent those

contnbutions have mc:reased dxmimshed or remamed unchanged

A third dxfﬁculty concems the gap between ideals and behavior. ldeals are

jnot always expressed, nOr d8-they always indicate what people do. Behavior does

not always reflect ideals, whether they be personal or social in nature. It is
difficult today to determing the match berween ideals and oenavior. It is even

- more dxfﬁcult to identify attitudes of the past or to. reconstruct past behavior,

- A fourth difficulty involves perspectxves ﬂxat may vary by sex, class, and

| generaﬁon For example, wife-beating was once assoc:ated w:th the economnc

F

‘years, rather than 35 years), marrjed couples will have more yesrs together with- ~
“out the presence of children (22 years, rather than 1 .S ‘years), and couples will
~_have more years fogether when neither will be employed a}though easing man-

. Bt
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class. éohtempomry‘ research, ‘ho'wever, sumests that wife-beating'gm ?across;_e_cc'g-‘

nomic lines. Some people, therefore, conclude that.wife-beating is increasing.

.. While this may betrue, it may also be true that fewer wives silently accept such. . . |

treatment or that social intolerance of this behavior is increasing. ye

~ ¢ In some respects, the American family has changed. Long-term trend dats

suggest that marriage, divorce, and remarriage rates have increased; the median age

of first marriage has shown a slight rise, especially for women; more adults live

'~ alone; more mothers work outside the home; family size is decreasing; and marital
'@ events are compressed into-a shorter period of time, R

Other changes appear.to be occurring but are difficult to document.. For

‘example, almost all of today's children live with at least one parent; and the

majority of children live with both natural parents. Whether or not this represents

a significant departure from the past is difficult to deterrMne from available data.

". "The ‘changes which hzive'been;idenﬁﬁed-andrdomunenied suggest that both -

change. and stability are evident in the American family system. As institutiops,
both marriage and the-.family continue to persist and, in fact, appear to be
preferred living arrangements for adults and children. As processes, ‘marriage and
the family appear to be undergoing change. , S R

Thé_ ‘changes selected for Teview, however, cannot pd_sxibiy ‘address all the -

changes thought to have occurred or to be occurring in the American family. For

example, although family size and structure are changing, it is difficult to assert -

the cause or causes of these changes or the way in which certain factors—such as
role. of women is ch'ax\lgingg it is too soon fo determi ether moth
- -being accepted as an episode in a woman’s life rathér than as her life’s
- Further, it is difficult to predict whether motherhood as episodic will pes
ly. change family structure or in what ways. The economic ant-child@-socializing
functions of the family may be changing, but the effect of this possible change on
the intimate relationships within the family context is unclear. o
‘ "'""-"’.'-ﬁ""*f‘-"’;"'ﬁﬁéﬁ"ﬁf&fé“s’ttihy"is fequired toward the end of better understanding the
| family system, how well it performs.its traditional responsibilities, and to what
extent it may or may not be undergoing change. Great attention has been focused

urbanization and industrialization—have influenced the changes. Although' the -

on family income, for example, as if the amount of income and the principal wage

. .earner were determinants of certain family processes or problems. Very little is
! known about the way in which income exerts influence on individual families and
family members, the real deprivations families experience, and the relative depri-

vations they feel. Much less attention has been paid to the er in which fami- - -

lies spend the income they have, to the kinds of opportunities they seize, and to
the types of services they purchase.‘. ' s !

A sef.;énd set of questions for study involves family roles. The épeciﬁc activie

ties of adults and children inside the family and in other institutions, the amount
of time family members spend together and in separate activities, the satisfaction

- family m@mbers derive from the activities, and the degree to which family mem-' .

L ]
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' bers nurture or hinder personal freedom are all areas that need further examina-
tion.. o R T AN T s o ‘ . ,. ._
Although cultural diversity i¢ widely acknowledged, family diversity is less
well understood. Educatofs ficed to become more aware of the similarities and the

’ differerices among families and within and across class, ethnic, and racial groups.

e F 4 \Hhman sexual development énd '(sexual'-behavior are importinf to the st\;iijf a

, of the family. Sexual behavior in and out of marriage, patterns of romantic
encounters, 'sexual differentiation, and patterns of prolonged or transient love
relationships need to be studied if a complete understanding of sex in family and

. social living is to be achieved. = - U T S _

Patterns of child-care arrangements have only recently been ‘seriously

~ gxpmined, Much more attention could be directed to the kinds of -child care
avhilable: varistions in child care across time and within families; external influ-

A ences, such as the school, upon children; and the compatibility or conflict between - b
- the socialization practices of the family and of other institutions. e

. Great attention should also be given to the linkage between family behavior
and social behavior in oother areis of society. For instance, while some institutions:
‘may atiempt to help resolve family problems, in so doing they may actually.
contribute to family difficulties. Some family behaviors may be considered bene- -
ficial to preserving individual families, but such behaviors may be at great cost to -
the individual and to society. ' : , o - '

'+ IGiick, Paul C., and Norton, Arthur J. “Masrying, Divorcing, and Living Together in the. *

U.S. Today.” Washington, D.C.: Pqpulation Bulletin 32:4; February 1979.
- . . . \ . N . . ) . o

| 2y.S. Bureau of the Census. “Number, Timing, and Duration of Mamngesin the United

States.” Current Population Reports. Series P-20, no. 297; June 1975. Table L. . - ~
3Glick and Norton, p. 6. | )
4 Ibid. pp. 36:37.

5Ross, Heather L., and Sawhill, Isabel V. Time of Transition: The Growth of Familiés
Headed by Women. WastﬁngttDC‘.: The Urban Institute, 1975; pp. 4041,

6 Ibid. pp. 41-51.
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7U.S. Buréau of the Census. *“Nugnber,” Table H. |

8Glick and Norton, p. 4. T | \
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SECTION 118 FINDINGS FROM OPINION POLLS FACTS AND FIGURES
S PIECES OF THE FAMILY PICTURE. S ,

. ’ «

In 1979 the intemanonal Year of the Chﬂd provxded incentives for many

orgamzaﬁons to publigh their findings about children, parents, and the conditions,

jaffecting them in our society. The National Council on Children’s Television has
pubhshed t.hese data in a sylithesized form that is helpful to teachers interested

in pursuing ‘activities related’to families. NEA is grateful to NCCT for permission
to reprint “Profiles of Childdeq in the United States” from the NCCT FoYum, The

~ ‘article lists organizations that “can provide original source references for those
: mterested in eddmonal detaﬂs (see pages 36—44) -

To supplem’ent and update the NCGT materml NEA. has. added its oWn

eynthests of mformatron with selections from two studies conducted by Yankelo- .

vich, Skelly and White, Inc., and sponsored by the General Mills corporatign
Raising- Children in a Changing Society (see pages45-70) and Family Health in an’
Era of Stress (see pages 71-82). Daniel Yankelovich has devoted many’ years to’
‘the study and analysis of changes in values and attitudes among Americgn youth.
A-logical extension of his work of the s:xtres was to study those youth who are
now-the young parents m our socxety . . _

Raising Chddren in a Chwzging Socrety 'l‘he results of thxs report are‘based
on a national probability sample of 1,230 families and a total of 2,102
o including 403 interviews with .the other' parent in the same househ
intemews with e}nldren between the ases of 6 and 12 the househoids

Family Health ‘in an.Era of Stress Interviews were conducted with a nauom .

al probability sample of 1,254 families (defined by the U.S. Census Bureau as
“twg or more persons living together and related by blood, marriage, or ajop-
tion™), statistically projectable to all families in the U.S. A total of 2, 581 inter-
views were conducted, 1,254 with a primary adult in the household, 664 with
spouses of primary adults and 263 with teenage children (12t0 17 years) of the
- primary adults,

Both reports carry blanket permismms for reproduotion s0 long as the credrt
line of General Mills is noted. Teachers are free to use the valuable materials con-

‘tained in these reports for courses or activities dealing with the family. Copies of . -

- the two studies are available from General Mills, Inc., 9200 Wayzata Boulevard
. Minneapoli anesota 55440,

*

terviews,
and 469 - .
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L Chidmn nnd Fmﬂy Life

-in_crass economic terms, cmldren were once a boon m the famnly economy. now-they haw. be-

i

Proﬁles of Chlldr;n m the

.- United. States .
complled by Nicholas B. Van }Dyck
‘Maria P. Robbins, Ambet Gordon
~and Mary ﬁﬂen Hanmbal o

.There are 65, 129 000 chﬂdren between the ages of (hnd 18 in the' Umted States (U.S Ccnsus'
' pmjectmn for t976) - _ A

¥ S .
- - .

come an enormous economic lmtulity (AOC) o ‘

The total costs of huusmg, feeding, and c!othmg one child, as well as educatmg him or her lhruugh o

high school, now add up to mofe than $35 ,000 by conservative estimates for a family hvmg ata
modest level. (“Costs of Children, Economic Aspects of Populamn Chansc JTAOCY

The average. family todny has appmxtmateiy two children cnmpmd to ﬁvL in famdxes of 100
years ago. (P’TA) :

90% of parents ngme that if they had to do it agam they wnuld still hwe chaldxcn Most doubts,
were expressed by’ minority parents (28%) and single parents (27%) (AFR) -

Three out of four parents want their chlldrqn to be better off than them in terms of money :md ,
" success. Only among college educated parents, as many as 34% say that they havc no aspuations
*for their children as far as money s cdncerned. (AFR) .

4

Amcmg those who would have chiiidren again 9% wou!d ha\fe one. 4!% would have twos 4%‘#» -
- would have three or more, (AFR)

" 1t has been estimated that s quarter toatlmdohﬂ Amaicanchilm:'e bomintn fmﬂiﬂwﬂb
- financial straifis so great that the children will suffe.r basic deprivations. (AOC)

The official index of poverty is the federa& @%mment s *‘poverty line." Th:s is computed by
taking the cost of a basic food “basket” fer a famﬁy md multiplying by three. (AOC)

Gallup and Roper polls since 1946 have shown. that most Americans believg that, the ofﬁcaal '

poverty line is drawn far below what actuaﬂy conﬁmutes poverty. (AOC)’

. One out of every six children in Amencs hveszﬁn a family unit where income is below the poverty

line. (C&S) . .

~ Hundreds of thousands of school children caﬁnot learn tht:u‘ lessons because they go to school

. without breakf{ast, have no money for lunch, and- retum to a supper without ‘meat or green vege-
: tables (C&S)

Y o
Presehoo!ers diets often lack adequate amounts of u'nportant nutrients. For cxamp!e o%r SO
lack standard amounts of vitamin A. (POC) .

I 1974; 15,5% of American children under’ age '18 lived in poor huusehotds 33%-of children in

families with 5 or more children lived below the poverty line; and 41% of all black chl!dren lived
in poverty (Bureau of the Census, 1977. (AOC)

Over 10 0(1'1900 childrén under 17 live fo/families with incomes below poverty icvcf ‘These break

down into 6 million whrte 4 million black & others. (POC)

Since 1959, both numbers and perc.entages of chnldren in families below the pov‘erty line havev
~ declined. (POC)

. The percent of black

0

ildren in poverty famxhes has fallen less rapxdly than has the pcrcem uf
amilies. (POC) . .

A study done in 197?! found that of every 1,000 chddren bom into the top ¥0th of sociaf and

32

white chxldren in pover

Nevertheless, 90% of

 pareats would do itagain.

children suffer

poverty. .
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85% of childrem live in
- two-parent homes.,

' i \ . _‘ ' [ ! V] o . T ) : . N
econorhic status, 3mqm-\§tﬂl there as adults, while only 4 of every 1,000 children born into the
bottom 10th ever achieve incomes in the, top 10th. (“Small Futures: Inequality, Children, and

» .

the Failure of-Liberal Refbim™, R H. de Lone. N.Y. Harcourt Brace Jovanovich, 1978.)

RPN

The Single most -impo;i -t"l‘i’}g';\to( that stacks the decks agamst tens~of millions of Ameriéén‘

<

children is poverty. (AOCK, -

X%

* Approximately 9.7 million chidrés yader age 16 live in fatherless homes. (PTA)
Over 650,000 children five with We Warent becauge of divarce. (POC)

T \\\s\

.f?'mik.liion children under 14 yeamiﬁlaﬁim ‘being raised in families in' which the 'fathcr is absent. -

. The number of black and other children triple that of white. (POC) e .
. AT \\n. N v, .

" Divorce rates are highest for teenage marriages.

. -Amohg‘-‘psre:h‘ts, 82% agree strongly or part
_ work only if the money. is really needed.  (AF

- 37% ot:paréntsagme with the idea thal }08 up to the man to be.the main provider in the family. |
" Men fee‘l,fnﬁxestmngly that this j§'the caéé‘(%‘)_‘@:\mrkingmomers'strongly disagree (44%).(AFR) - -

qlly ‘that the mother of young children should go to ‘

A
. . ¢

The children of single parents appear to have m(?fvrgmm in their relationships with other
people than their counterparts in two-parent families. hey:\ re less likely to get along with friends,
less likely to like classmates, more likely .to argue with parents. (AFR) B

The number of illegitimate births has been steadily incx”ea_siég \ﬁ‘ i_he U.S since 1940. (POCY

‘Approximately two-thirds of illegitimate children are not 'adop_ted;‘_‘:qost remain ‘with the unmar- -

. ried mother and grow up in fatherless homes. (POC) -

~ Over 8% of these féﬁﬁ%ies were fath_etlgs. (POC) . o .
For a total of fourteen fo sixteen yeass, the average Ametican child spepds the better pért of

& ‘.

More than half of the
» mothers of school-age
g children work,

Most children believe
it's aright for their
mather to wosk.

In" 1970, miore than SS million children were in fau;ﬂies recgiving pubhc assistance payments.
‘ TNy “_ ’

T

most weekdays not in the presence of his or her family, but in &gpﬁi&;q{tﬁmofday-
care workers and other children of the same age. (AGC) : SR

During the past two decades, employment has become increasingly prevalent among mothers of

Ay

~ school-age and preschool children. By 1969, more than haif the mothers of chi!‘d_‘;Qh aged 6-17

were in the labor force. (POC)

- .

. Al *\. X \}. o ( ) '
Both boys and girls believe it is alright for their mothers to 80 togwork if they want (76%),: (AFR) -
. , T ! . R _

. . W
Individual care is arranged, for most children of working mothers (78%). Group day éarg*§§ pro-
vided for a smali proportion (6%). However, group day care facilities sre steddily -incregiing

~ (from 25,600 in 1965 to 45,000 in 1969.) (POC)

~In 1969, almost 900,000 children were served by public & voluntary child welfare agenéie's. Pos- '

-22% of parents believe it is the government’s responsibility to provide good day care fokthe '

children of working mothers; 34% of minority parents believe this. (AFR) '

sibly no more than half the children in need of services are receiving them. Approximately 3 out
of 4 children sgrved are under 15 years old. (POC) .. : T

Over 500,000 children live away from their families in facilities ranging from individual foster
family. homes and group homes to large institutions. (CDF, National Legislative Agenda for
Children) ‘ : * ' '

-

In 1970, there were 255,000 children in welfare institutions, group homes, détention homes,
shelters, training schools, mental hospitals, and schools for the handicapped; many remained
permanent residents until they reached age 18 or even longer. (“Toward a National Policy for
Children and Families, AOC) ' ' :

"~ in ‘{969. there were 249000 chﬂdren‘ﬁ;i‘ng in* foster homes and 74,000 children living in insti-

tutions. The number of children in institutions has declined from 88,000 in 1959 and foster
homes have increased from 144,000 in 1959. The average length of time children remain in
foster homes is four years. (POC) '

Project Head Start ‘has sérviced over 2.7 million disadvantaged. children ﬁnce 1965. Services
available through Project Head Start include: social and cognitive learning activities; medical and
dental seyices; psychological services; nutritional services; ,and family life activjties. (POC)

PPN
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., Head St.m summer programs have been convertmg to full ye.u prugrams and full year enmN
© ment has been mu;asmg - .

The mdjonty of glu!drcﬁ in Head Slar! are- undu agc b although nearly a lhlrd ol summer schovl
enrullment is 6 years or older.

. Mthough reliable. statistics are swcc. thete is evidence that child abthe is on, the rise; then is also L o
evidence that its incidence increases. fo[lowmg mplomnt and economir recession. (AOC) v

Approxxmately 30% of all cases of physical ci'md abuse nquxrc some court action to place the J
child in a pmtectwe agency. (C&S) - . - :

'$ estrmated that each year 10,000 children are mverely battered: 50.000 - ¥5.000 are se\u.sﬂy’ '
-abused, 100,000 are phyucaliy moralba or educat:ona"y neglemd (PTA) :

~_ Contrary to popular belief, abused children exist within all sociv-economic leyels. (PTA) ‘ Child abuse existsatall
Approximately 1,500 abused children wn]l die as a result of the ™ bmermg and some 15,000 wdl' fevels of society.

hemme permanently bram-mjured (C &S) " ,

-

| Chﬁd abuse is a vicious cycle. 90% of the abusive parents were dc.prwcd chiildren™: men and wo-  90% of child abusers
men who had little or- no love in their own childhood, were often victims of abuse, and m,queml) werd deprived of love .
married someone like themselves early in hfe (C&S) _ , in their own chddmlxxl..

Chﬂdren institutionalized because they have been abandoned O abused fare little hctter and often .=t
worse than children institutionalized because they are delinquent, and large numhus of dnldn‘n :

_move from the first category in to the second. (AOC) . .

Two out of , three parehits ggree that they have problems communicating wnh then' children,
y on certain sensitive topics sex, death homosexnnhty. their' own feelin§ ‘and family ' -
problems. (AFR) - :

Most parents agree that it is best to discuss subjects such as crime and rape with their dnldrcn
Lower income and minority parents arc .somewhat more ambivalent. with the majority of cach
group preferring not to discuss such things wnh their ¢hildren. (AFR) .

While the idea of seeking outside advice for problems with children is snll foreign to-most piretts,  Most paredts have

49% would like help dealing with drug: problems; 42% would like to better understand new teach- problems communicating
mgmethods‘ 36% would like to better handle discipline; 31%. wuuld hkc help teaching abuout sex; with their chitdren.”

and 32% would lik€ to understand numtmn (AFR) o '

Next to their friends, children find it easxest to cammumcate wnh their mothers. The people with
‘whom they find it hardest to communicate are school principals (46%). teachers’ (4£‘)€) doctors
(34%), and members of the clergy (32%). (AFR) .

-Regarding leisure acimt:es 46% try to buy educa!mndl toys for their dnldrcn and 517 buy the
toys their children want.

By a slim majomy (54%), parents continue to believe that therc is a difference in the way boys

and girls should be ralsed (AFR) _ . ‘ o . S
Minority children feel more pressure from their parents to excel m schoul in spnrn and in other R ‘
areasof life. (AFR) . . ‘
' .55% of | parents believe that chﬂdren should not know uf their financial problems. Lower mcome .

parents belicve th:s even more strongly (61%). (AE-R)

Children rejec& the labels “culturally deprived” and “culturally dxudmnhzg;d as deseriptive of
themselves. The acceptance of such labels is associated with lowered school attitudes. ("hxcep- ..
tional Children” CDF,b) * . o . -

- Teachers hold lowered expectations for perform&ncc of the deprived or dxfadvmnagcd child.ibid.)
:" ) ’ * . ”

il. Children snd Health - 0
| C&ldren born di.u'ing the 1970‘5 have an average life expectasicy of 70 years. (ROC)

- "Although the gap has been narrowmg since 1900.white,children still lmvc a longer hie expectancy
. . than chddren of all other races. (POC)

Pourteen nalmns have a Iower mfant mortality rate than the Umted Statcs. {(AOC )

R
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Infan{ murtah‘ty- rates continue ta decline in the United States. These rates vary with the child's ~— -

weight at birth, which is highly dependent upon the mother's health. (POC) .
In lgrgé cities, infant m,or.lality is often linke‘d with lbw inco,me groups. (E‘OC) |
R - | Ove‘;'all': Blacks and A;txetim ln:lia_hs suffe‘r the .highest infant. m;irtality rates. (POC)
' L T\Py risk ‘of d_eaih in the Tirst year is higher than that for any nther: year unde"r 65. (POC).

4 Premature births, &ngenital m_&lfoﬁn;atio‘ns and ﬁosmatal asphyxia account for more than 50% ‘_.'
- of.all infant deaths. (POC) : - . - '

" Over 90%. of z;ll births oc‘:cu; in’ hospitals, and nearly all births ase now at_tenée& by ‘a physician.

»

Minority childrea suffer American Indian Chﬂdrﬁn die from heart disease, influenza, and J‘neﬁmmﬁg twice as f,eq'muy_ ;'.: :
most from diseases. 35 other children. (CDF-a) . _ . _ |

Among children 14, minority, children die at a rate 70% higher than white chﬂdren. ‘In the §9 -
age group, minority children die at a rate 40% higher than white children. (Monthly Vital Statis- - :
tics Report, Vol. 23, No. 11, 1973/CDF-a) - : ' '

Hepatitis, tuberculosis, gonorrhea and syphilis remain widespread threats to childhoéd health.

The incidence of tuberculosis is highest among blacks and other minority race children. (POC)

Accidents .ém the major health hazard to preschool children over age 1. 'Ovég 54%’of these acci- - _
dental deaths are related to automobiles and fire. (POC) . IR T

. Dental needs of children are often neglected. In 1965, one of four children under age 19 had.
never seen a dentist. In 1974, 22% of American children aged 6-16 had not seen a dentist.in the last
1 years. (POC) ' C :

VL : Among children aged 6-11, one in twelve has a speech defect and one in n'me'hgsdcfective vision, ™

e (FOC) o ‘ S .

' ‘The incidence of blindness among children hassremained virtually unchanged® thiough the past
decade. in 1970, there were approximately. 44,000 blind children. The total future expenditures

e for these children are estimated at $1.5 billion. o) : : '

In l97"(_). 23% of the population was not covered by hospital insim‘nce. While children up throuih f.
: . age_17.-made up 36% of the tofal population, they made up 44%of. this uninsured group. (“Health,
T - ‘United States [975.” Publ. No. HRA 76-1232, Washington, D.C.H.E.W., 1976) _

. A study done for fhe Camegie. Council indicates that the greatest liability suffered by the handi-
' & . capped child is a constriction of his/her aspirations to adult roles - greater, in short, than the physi- .
«<al limitations dhemselves, * (“*Handicapped Children in America.” Gliedman & Roth. Acadenic
Press, 1978) ’ ' ' ' '

Cas accidents are-the Motor vehicles are the no.’1 killer of Americans a'ged 15-19. (GYS-77)

number one killerof - - . ( ! : ) C ' _ -

teenagers. I 1970, 132 children between ages 10 and 15 died by suicide; 817 children aged 15-19 died by,

' suicide. (C&S} . - o . - |
- . - . ’ . Lot . .

Emotional and mental illnésses continue as major child health problems. In 1968, spproxi- - °
mately 682,000 children under age 18 were.receiving some type of psychiatric care, (POC) T
. An cstimated 5% of children needing psychiatric care are receiving it. In 1968, approximately

10%- of the 50 mew‘schmlage children had moderate to severe emotionat problems. “(POC)

One out of three children from low income families have serious emotional problems requiring
attention. (POC) : , : '

o, Children centering school are eligible to be screened and treated for-physical and emotional prob-
lems under thie government's Early and Periodic Screening, Diagnosis and Treatment program
(EPSOT). In the first nine years of the program fewer than one-quarter of those eligible had ac-

' tually been scrgened. - (Children’s Defense Fund, “EPSDT: Does It Spell Health Care for Poor
- ’ Chiildren”” 1977.) :

~ In 1971, 29,000 children and youth were in residential treatment centers, 195,000 in community
~ health center out-patient services, 18,000 in community health center in-patient facilities. (C&S)
i _ } ‘ 3

. . ) .
. . : . - . !»I“‘ .
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Between 20 and 25% of all children in this country receive whatever health care they gei from the
public sector, which is chronically underfunded and politically vulnerable. (AQC)

In 1970, 40% of children served by public child welfare'igenéies were being served fo'r'-neglect '

aloné 20% for emotional problems, 25% for parentchild conflict, and 295 for jllegitimacy. (C&S)
Such conditions a3 dyslexia or dyscalculia are confined to perhaps one half of 1% of the popula-

tion, ‘whereas in lessgned dcgrees of severity, disabilities may affect up to 30% or 40% of child-

ren. (C&S)

More than

2,560,000 poor c'hildr,en reccive lhedical care through fmblic welfare fynds (Medicaid).
(POC) - o . _ ) S

*Between 1950 and 1967, private and public outlays per person for Realth senfic‘eé and supp‘!ies‘

increased mcre rapidly than ever beforc «(POC)

In 1940, one out of every two federal dollars spent on hea!th went to children. 10, this ratio
had fallen to one in seventeen. *(*:Age Differences in Health Care Spendmg. F:sca] Ye
Mucller & (gibson. Social Secunty Bulletin, Vol. 39, Nc‘b l976)

oy Many children receive no medical car® at all.

~

Experts estimate that in 1971 at leagt 10 million

children under age 16 received no medncal care whatsoever. (“Children & Decent People,” Schomr.

Basic Books, N.Y. 1974)

- About one-fifth of poor and mmomy children have not scen a doctor at all in two years(“Health.
Unifed States 1975." Publ. No. HRA 7(\'?233, Wa&hmgton D.C.HEW., 1976)

S - 2

The majority of parents agree that- c,hec.kups are essentxal and that it is not meugh to take children
- 1o the doctor only when they are sick. (AFR) ' '

Among minority parents, more than a th:rd (36') do not feel that it is necessary 1o mmuiate
duldren agamst polio as they believe the disease has been cured. (AFR) -

407 of smgle parents and, 39%, of minority parents beheve it is up to the government {o see that
children are inoculated. (AFR) ' . : -

In 1974, S million children aged 14 (.37%) were not adequatdy immunized against puhu 40%

were not vaumated agamst rubella. (U .S.'Immunization Survey, 1974)

Some 11 mxlhun teenagers are sexually active
sters aged 15-19. (PTA) '

One million teenagers become pregnant each year. (PTA)

Y4 of teenage maothers attempt suicide. {(PTA)

One-half to two-thirds of all female dropouts cite pregnancy or marriage as the.primary reason for
not continuing their education.

' . X - . gee l‘
Nine out of ten teenage mothers keep their babies. (PTA)

Beath rates for babies born to teens under 18 are nedr!y twice the rate {8r babies born to women
aged 20-29. (PTA)

Use of drugs has been reported among junior hxgh school students, although in much lower propor-

tions than the use of alcohol and cigarettes. In 1969, over 14% reported that they consumed
. alcoholic drinks and sppmxxmaﬁely 14% reported that they smoke crgmttes Over 2'7/ reported
. that they had smoked marijuana. (POC)

About vnequarter of the nation’s u.umgers smoke ugdrute\ and they start a1 a median average
age of 13, (GYS77) ‘

]

One in twenty tcermgers has a drinking problem. (AOC)

€xxr§s are as hkeiy to smoke as buys.
nile counterparts. (GYS-77) w4

Between 100,000 and 200,000 babies.bom eséh year are mentally retarded. (POC)

As of 1970. approximately 2.500.080 people under age 20 are mergally retarded. Of these, ap-
proximately 75% are mildly retarded (educable), 15% are moderate'g retarded (trainable), 8% are
severely retarded (many trainable), and 2% are profoundly retarded (unable to care for themselves).
(POC) - )

Younger teen-age g;rh are more hkeiy to sinuke than their

¢

3k

‘more than 50% of the total popfx!atjon-uf *young- -

40% of pnhlic agency

. segvice to children is

required because of N
mﬁh‘ ﬂeﬂe@_ | s

Yl

11 million t&enage bc'pys and
girﬁ are sexualiy- active.

One million of the gu'la ge(

pregnant cach year.

90% of teenage mothers
keep their babies. 4oL
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", One-fourth of the cases of -menul remdatmn can be !mked to geneuc lbnonmjities, infecticm

stricter.
f;:ny believe schoolwork

Only six states mandate
family life education.

such as German measles during early pregnancy, birth accidents of postnatal infections. . (POC)

An the :emmmng three-fourths, inadequacies in. prenatal and pesi-natal health care, nutrition, ehild
-rearing and social and envxronmental opportunities are suspected as causes. (POC)

Congenital abnnmmhnes account for more than 40% of all pediatric deaths in large hospitlls.(P(K:)

75% ofall retarded ch:ldmn come from snpovenshgd ﬁunihes. (C&S) ‘

. -There are many children who often dlspky the cppem.nee of mental dlne:s, or are labelled as de-
_viant, but whose behavior is pnmm!y the result of a !eammg disability. or of a minimal bmn dy:-

funcuan (C&S_)

1

. Chldmnmdlidﬂutiua _ " . _ X

A majority of children aged 6-12 like their schools (52%). ils in this :ge group like school more
than do boys. (AFR)

- 65% of 6-12year olds report that they hkc their teachers and the:r sd\mhmtes,md a shm majority
~(52%) teport that they like their principais. (AFR)

Among children aged 6-12, girls outnumber boys in dmosmg drawing and music as meir flvpn
subjects; Boys outnumber girls in- ehoosing math-and science; they choose readms in equd num- .
bers (AFR) .

44% of all teenagers beheve that requnred educatxon for obmnmg a driver’s licemc should be made /

stricter. (GYS-77) .

. "40% of teenagers feel that their current school work-load is not mfﬁcnenuy dcn“nng (GYS-78)

More than 90% of public elemenmy schools report hnvmg pupxls with severe reading pmhlems.
Approximately three out of four of these schools provide ‘some 'special reading instmctm for
such children. 54% of these schools provide separate special reading classes. (POC)

Mathematics and English are the favorite school subjects of teenagers. English is number one with

. girls (45%), while math is number one with boys (45%). (GYS-78) -

85% of teenagers believe that college education is desirable. (GYS-78)
Only 29 states and the District of Columbia require the teaching of health education cotrses;

only six of these states and the Dnsmct of Columbu mandate the teadung of some form of family '

life cducation’ (PTA) © . ' S

© A study on school mq:emiomdmwed that among 24 mﬂﬁon chidren‘meyed,oneﬂkm chid-
© renwere suspended durin; the 1972.73 school year. (CDFc)

One-tfnrd of the suspended children and parents interviewed said suspension was for “ﬁghtin
two-thirds for nonwiolent misbehavior; 1.6% involved abuse of teaehers.a Nomttendmce md:-
ness, msuburdmatmn and smoking were common causes. (CDF-c/AOC)

Minority children represem a d:sptqpomonally high percent of both suspensichs and expulsions.
(AOC).

Over 15% of c!ememary schoo! children. are belmv their modal grades (grade level lmcinted with
age). There is a higher proportion of boys below their modal gmde and hlgher proportions of girls

_at or above thexr modal grades. (PQC)

<
Costs amociated with education are rising. For example, the expense ofmﬁnmning :dlool fa-

_cilities increased more than 700% between 1939 snd 1965 (POC)

Since the early [950's. expenditures for calth services fur pubik: school siudetm have mcreued
more rapidly than school enrollment. (

Increasing amounts.of Federal funds are bemg allocated lb the educatxon of both educmona!ly

- deprived’and handicapped children. (POC)

- As of 1966. over {.8 million handwapped-chﬁdremwem provided with specml educatmn More

‘than 80% oF these children suffer from mental retardation or speech impairments. (POC)

Federal funds to schools under the Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA) have in-
creased from under Si mmmn in 1960 to over §1.4 bxlhon in 1970. (POC)

S I
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Under ESEA in 1970, over $1.1 billion were allocated for educationally deprived children; over , .
$54 miillion on library resources; over $174 million on supplemqentary education centers; over $30 :
milliori on strengthening state departments of education; over $26 niillion on education for the

- handicagped; $7.5 million on bilingual education; and $9.5 million on'dropout prevention. (POC)

‘More. than 20 million children, 40% of all elementary and secondary school children participate |
-/ - in school lunch programs. Approximately 25% of those participating receive free or reduced- .. . - .
- price funches. (POC) I . : I ' '
~ .School participation in Federally-assisted: child--nntritiqn programs, including the National School - - R
- Lunch Program, varies widely by region, with highest participation rates in the South. (POC)Y o

!

Expenditures for educational audio-visual aids have been comjnu;:usly increasing since 1962.(FOC). '

Elememary- school enroliment increased‘sharply through the 1960’s but will decline thiough the
70's as the result of the decline in child population. Enrollment.in 1980 is expected to.be virtually -
the same as in 1960. o

During the 196Q's, nursery school erirollment almost doubled from 500,000 to approximately
1 million. Enrolfment in kindergartens also increased, but at a slower rate. (POC) <
) : s - . - . \ .

~ The proportion of black children living in urban poverty areas who are enrolled in nursery schoul
* . isnearly triple the proportion of white children. (POC) ' : ' -

About 15% of children enrolled in nursery schools and kindergartens are full-da- supils. ‘A higher . ‘
: proportion of black children than white children are fuli-day attendees: In nurscry schools. 3% , ..
-« of black children and 24% of white children - in Kindergartens, 27% of dack ¢hildreh and 8% of
' white children. (POC) : Y. T =

Public nursery school enrollment has risen more rapidly than private nursery school enrollment, - .
But public kindergarten enroltment has risen less rapidly than private kindergarten enrollment.

pd R

o

(POC) Y
. . Preschool enroliment is higher in, ms_tmpolilan areas than in rural or suburban areas. (POC) o

Minority children account for approximately 20% of the nation’s public elementary and secondary
school enroliment. (POC) . _ o B

Over 80% of elementary school children are enrolled in public schools. Enroliment in private
schools is more frequent among higher income grqups and in urban areas. (POC)
-

- The dropout rate in elementary grades has declined from over 38% in 1925 to under 5% in 1960. -
(POC) . .

99 out of 100 childten aged y7 through 13 were enrolled in schodls in 1969, Enroilment in the
elenientary grades rose to nedvly 37 million in 1969. (POC) : :

Accerding to 1970 United States Bureau of the Census figures. nearly 3 millioh children aged 7- :
17 were not enrolled in school. These numbers do not include childien who are: expelled or sus-* /
pended; truant; handicapped; prggnant; or children in jails and ingtitutions. (CDF-b) :

. v,“There has been a trend toward the consolidation of school districts: In 1950 there were over
83,000 in 1960 there Wware over40.000 by 1970 there were under 20.000. '

As of 1971, ovgr 43% of all school children were transported to school. Between p<t-and-4 of
these children were bused to achieve racial integration.

‘,

IV. Children and Justice _ * *
Since 1963, juvenile delinquency has been increasing a‘t a faster rate than the juvenile population.  Delinquency has increased
(Children aged 10-17} (POC) . ‘ ' T * ata greater rate in the

. ( . ) , “ - past ten years. ‘
Arrests of juveniles are up 193% in ten years. (C&S) . ) ‘ 7
Approximately 2.5% of all children aged 10-17 were referred to juvenile courts in 1968, (POC) 4

v ¢

In 1968, the rate of reported juvenile delinquency in urban arcas was more than triple the rate
in rural areas. (POC)

Nearly four times as rﬁany boys were referred ta juveniie courts than girls. (POC)

In a large majority of courts in 1966, th'cju\réni!e was not represented by a lawyer. (POC)
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Over | million children
are incarcerated each

'y

!/

year. .

Kids watch a lot of
television. Adults watch
even more.

43

Status offchses commonly coveg, seven categories.of behavior: (1) disobedience of “reasonable”

orders of parents or custodians; (2) running away from home; (3) truancy; (4) disobedience of

“reasonahle” orders of school authorities; (5) acts which are permissible for adults but are offenses
when children commit them, such as, possessing alcohol or tobacco, or frequenting pool halls
_or taverns; (6) sexual immorility, sometimes called a “lewd and immoral ife,” or being a “way-
*ward child”; and (7) acting in a manner ihjurious to oneself or others. (A0C) -+

As of 1969, the most frequent charge biought against children under age 15 was theft (25%),
16% of the charges were violations of curfew find loitering ordinances and runaways; | 1% were
charges of breaking and entering; 9% were vandalism charges; and 4% wers charges of suto theft.

~ Over half the property crimes are committed by persons under age 18. (C&S)

~

In-1970, 13 million children were runaways. (C&S) ' ¢

Over 1 million juvenies are incarcerated annually, and there is no evidence ﬂxat«inafcehtion're-
dueei'ﬂxe‘cﬁne rate. (C&S) ’ RS L

About 38,000 children under age lﬁaré in adult jails on a given day. This does not include’city
jails and lock-ups. . . It is likely that between 250,000 and 400,000 children are jailed annually.
(CDF,b.) : . ‘

Pre-teens (10-12) are gxposed to many social problems through contact with their peers. 25%
know children who use drugs, 62% know children who have stolen something; 44% know children
who have been in trouble with-the police; 28% know children who have run away from home.
About 15% volunteered that they had been in similar trouble. (AFR) o

In areas such as adoption, custody préceedings, r;»':eglect or abuse, children have few rights of their

own. The presumed rights of the state or of the parents usually prevail without, consuiting the
child directly or considering the developmental needs of the child. (C&S) . ' .

. -Although it has no basis in law, the priﬁciple of '“parens‘patriae." the court taking on the authority

of parents to do with children as it thinks.best, without regards to their rights, has been the pre-

vailing operating principle. (C&S) ‘ , o
The proportion of children under age 18 arrested as abusers of marcotics, hallucinogens and other

~ dangerous drugs went from appeoximately 10% in 1964 to approximately 20% in 1968. (POC)
In the children and youth categories, the percentage of increase in drug arrets betwgen 1960-

. . 7 ] ~
V. Children and Television - ~ .

1970 was 1.860%. (C&S)

Television is in 97% of American homes. (N) : - L

Young children aged 2-5 view an avemgé of 27% hours a week..
Children aged 6-11 view an average of 24% hours a week. ‘
Tecnagers aged 12-17 view an average of .2.’_ hours a week. (N)

The average high school graduate has spent 13,000 hours in school and 18,000 hours watching
television. (TNECB) . ' .

Families with children under age 18 watch substantially more TV than the U.S. avergge (U.S.
average = 45.5 hours a week, Families with children under 18 average = 54.5 hours a week.}N)

Children aged 2-17 constitute appr.uxifnatefy, 28.2% of the total viewing audience. (N) -

Children aged 2-11 comprise the largest segment of the total population viewing television betwWeen
7 a.m.and | p.m. on Saturdays and Sundays. (N) :

in"the course of one typicat year, the average child will have, seen 25.000 commercials. (“The
Selling of the Child™ Choate/AOC) ‘

Children watch more “adult™ programs on television than pmgra%s designed specifically for
them. (AOC)

The U.S. is the only nation in the world where there is little progmmming for children on week-
day aftemoons. (“The Family Guide To Children's Televisior‘l." Evelyn Kay, N.Y., Pantheon, 1974)

.Chi{érexi‘é.viewing habits basbical!y mirror those of adult;, with the highe;t,pro;ﬁurtion of viewing

4
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$23% behcw it has been a bad influence. (AFR) |

MajorSoumesAblmvinﬁonKey "-T a

. s A
- . -
. . "

ception_of the chﬂdren aged 2-5 who spend only 22% of their' viewing hours in this qrne bracket)
) I

Pee-school age children (2-5) spend 40% of their viewing houxs between 10 aim. and 7:30 bm

Monday through Friday. Children aged 6-11-average 21% of theu viewing time between 4: 30
and 7:30 p.m Manday through Fnday (N) -

Among magor telem:on program types dunng thc,pvenmg hours, children aged 2-1} favor adven-
ture shows, situation comedaes and vanety shows ’i‘eens also fxvm' situation eomedics and ad-
venture shows. (N) : : _

44% of teenagers feel they watch too much tele?mon (GYS; 1977)
73% of parents believe. that thetr children have leamed many good things from tclevmon whi!e

ams such as “Sesame Street” and ““Zoom" have shdwn that TV can teach children specific.
s. (AOC)

\

An estimated 15 million school age children receive a "portion of their mgular mstmcuon thmugh ‘
, tele\nsmn (TV For Learning Fact Sheet-1978, PBS/CPB) e 0

~ a4 e

AFR — The General Mills Family Report 1976-1977. Raising Chxldmn m a Changing Society.
Conducted by Yankelowch Skelly. and Wh:te lnc

AOC — All Our Children. The American Family Umlerhesmre By Kenneth Kemsmn and The-
. Camegxe Councﬂ on Children. Harcourt Brhce Iovanovxch N.Y. 1977

CDF = Children's Defense Fund . '
" a) Doctors and-Dollars Aré Not [:nough A Report by the Ch‘xldren s Defense Fufid of the '_

Washington Research ijcc‘t inc. 1976.
b) Children Out af School in America, A Report by the Children's Defense Fund of the.
Washington Research Project, Inc. 1974.

¢) School Suspensions, A Report by the Children’s Defense Fund of the WashMgton
Research?ro}ect lnc, 1975,

| C&S On Being a C?,‘ula' An lnqmry info the Needs and Rzghts of Children and the (‘jmmnssmn

of the Church. Church and Society, Nov.-Dec. 1977.
GYS 77-78 - Gallup }’outh Survey, 1977-1978. -
N Melson Telev:smn 78, A.C. Nielson Co.
POC - Profiles afChddmn 1978@ White Hous.e Conference on Chnldren Wa:.hmgton D C.

PTA Natma& Congress of Paents and Ileachers

-

.TNECB - Toward a National Endowment for Chddren s Braadcasung Center for Action Research.

Prmceton N.J. 1977,

-
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Originsily prepared for the 1IYC by Rog:?B. Fransecky and Associstes i, 1978. Reprinted with permission.
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hours between 8 and 11 p.m. Monday through Saturday, and 7 to 11 p.m. Sunday (\mh the ex-
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' OVERVIEW AND SUMMARY
F A 'Amertcan families are divtded between the belief in traditional andin
néw values buttheyare surpnsrngtyunrted intheir decsSton to pass on tradttronat
| vatues to t‘herr chrtdren | :

‘Thrs is the major theme pf this study- of{Amencan tamttres and how ttpy
- are raising their young children in a period of changrng spcrat values. The
e . study documents and rttu minates severat domrnant trends in child rarsmg
| »in Amerrea today. ‘
|

.

THE NEW BREED -

; - “a R - -
- There is a New Breed of parents today representrng 43% of atl fathers and
.mpthers of chrtdren under 13 years of age ' ~

New Breed parents tend to be better educated and more afttuent They
represent the “Haves' rather than the “Have Nots." New Breed parents ha\re
~ rejected many of the traditional vatues by which they were raised: marriage
' asan institution, the rmportance of rettgrpn saving and- thrift, patridtismand

hard work for its own sake! And they have adopted a new set-of attitudes™ - -
toward being parents and the relationships of parents to children. New Breed -
parents question the idedof sacrificing in order to give their children the best ot
everything and are firm betrevers in the equal rights of chrldren and parents '

'Cpmpared to prevtpus generattons_‘ the New ,Breed parents are less chitd~

oriented and more self-oriented. They regard having children notasa .

social obligation but as one avdilable option which they have freely chosen.

Given the chance to rethink’their decision. nine out of ten would still decrde to o
have chrtdren S |

Y
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Tc{dm Parents

~ THE NEW BREED—43% .
Not importsnt Values:
« Marriage as an institution
- Refigion o
« Saving mcr;éy g

* s Patriotism .
* Success o

.Charucteﬁstlcs and Benefr

~ *fParents are selfﬂnented_.
" not (eady to sacrifice for their

, -Parents dontpush their '
- children

-‘ Parents have a ia’issez faire
~ attitude — children should be
- freeto make thenrown decisions .

~ * Parents question authenfy

e Parents are permissive w;th
their children :

‘:

« Parents believe boys and g:rls ’
should be raised alike

-« Parents believe thevr chddreh
have no future obhgatson
to. them

 + Parents see having children
as an option, not a social

¥l

cmtdren : . |

 THE TRADITIONALISTS—57% J °

 Very mporm Values:
‘» Marriage as an institution

| -Reugzcn ,

e Savmg money .

-Hardwork T,

K Fmancial secunty

'-‘cmmmund-aanm: o
« Parents are child-oriented— -

C e

réady to sarifice for their .

+ . children
~* Parents want thesr children to '

be outstandmg

. Parents want to be in charge—

" believe parents should make
decisions for theif chudren

« Parents respect authamy

* Parents are not perrmsswe with. B
theu' chcldren : '

. Parents baheve boys and gsr&s
should. be raised differently

~» Parents believe old- fashtoned

| upbnngmg is best
« Parents see having children -

as avery important value

responsibility -

- WHAT BOTH GROUPS
TEACH THEIR ;}monsw
. Duty before ple
e My country rsght or wrong

. Hard ‘work pays off

U Peopfs in authority know best

+ Sex is wrong without mar;;age '

13
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Raising Boys and Glris

“One of the issues most sharply drvrdsng the New Breed and Tradmonat .
parentsis the difference in their attitudes toward raising sons and daughters
Two out of three of the Traditionalists (68%) agree strongly or partially - »
that bays and girls cannot be raised using the same rules, while only 31% ofthe
New Breed agrees at all with this concept. The same outfook spillsover .
" to other areas. Traditionalists are more likely than the New Breed to believe that it

"y is more important for boys to be good &t sports than for girls torbe, With |
- their own children. Traditionalists stress the importance of mascutrmty for boys

. and femininity for grrts whrle agam the New Breed advoeate more blurring
- ofthe sex roles.- :

Mothers and Fathers Roles _ | v |
Onty 32% of New Breed parents are wmmg to accept the role of the man as the
~ main provider. while 48% of the Traditionalists support the idea, Yet in terms of
their own lives — and how they handie parental responsrbmtres ~there is
less difference in‘practice than in theory between the two groups of parents. It
is still tHe mothersin both New Breed and Traditional homes who have the
main responsibilities. for cookrng cteamng shopprng taking chrldren to the
doctor and staying home w thtdren are sick-What may be a change .
- fromthe past is the tact that itis the mothers rather than the fathers who appear :
to be the mam drscrptmar:ans - L
“4
D{Eciplme y o |
“The issue of drscrptme is far from resotved among today's parents For the
most part, mothers and fathers are divided'into thr@ groups: the Permissive -
(23%). the Temperate (51%) and the Strict (26%). A majority of the New . ‘§
Breed parents are members of the Permissive group, whrte the Tradttonahsts ’
- takea Temperate or Strict view of drscrphne -

14
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The Laissez Faire Outiook _, A A,
“Involved with: self and setf«futﬁttmenn New Breed parents are not only

more permissive with their.children but many of them follow arat 4axssez faire

approach to child raising. There are sizéble numbers of parents who believe
that children shouild be allowed to dress as they want, eat whatever is desired (as

) _long as they are healthy] play with the kinds of toys they want and do pretty
“much. whatever they want to. But in spite of thjs, New’ Breed parents areas hkety

to spank their children when they m:sbehave asare Trad;t;onahst parents

3
- .

' Aceeptanee of lefefenees in Padormanee

It a permissive and laissez fa:re approach to child ra;smg is one charactenstsc

" of the New Breed, acceptante by them ofdtﬁerences among children, mckudmg .

differences in levels of ach:evement is another identifying factor. Parents ,
are now split between those who don't push their children, because “it's their
lives and let them be" (39%), and those who still demand a lot because

they fee! there is no other way to ra:se successfui adutts (56%)

+ €.
) "
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THE CHILDREN
HOPEN

The New Breed and the Tradmonalrsts represent two drfferent approaches '
10 parentrng but both are raising their children to betteve in tradrtronat American
,vatues! What are the results? For tHe most part, the chrtdren are tradrttonat rn their

. views— perhaps as children have always been o ¢

- o They like their mother because she is a good cook and homemaker
therrfather because he spentjs trme with them andisthe' marmprowder
e They do not beheve parents should separate even rf they are unhappy’ o
_ together .
. They do not agree that parents shoutd go on vacatron wrthout therr
. chrldren ' . e . AU .
e They do beheve it rsthe mpthers }eﬁ not the father’s to ceok and ctean |

. And they thrnk it's an right tor parents 10 spank their children
Yet there are also some srgmtrcant signs that a New Breed of parents may.
be raising a New Breed of children. The children of New Breed parents are:

. o More wrthng (587%)to see. parents separate rf they ere not happy
than are children of Traditionalists (47%)

¢ * More relaxed and well aware that their parents do not put the same
‘emphasis on superiority’ in studies, spprts ppputarrty and behavror as |
the parents of some of their peers

e More liberal in the acceptance of drfferences and il their readiness
to play with children ot other races v .

. More attuned to permrssrveness Ameng New Breed chrtdren 64% say
they wm be less strict with their own children than their parents are with
thern, compared to 55% of the children of more traditional parents

-

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

ERIC L
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'moStuteotthethlly : |
The large majority of tarnmes express satisfaction and confidence in the
way they are handling their problems, the amount of fun and enjoyment they
have with their children and the way the tamrty works together Compared
" totwo 'years ago* they indicate a still stronger sense of confidence in their own
tutures..and abttrtres to get ahead. Yet for all this, there is a gnawing \
B uncertainty among a sizable minority of the parents ESS%J about the job they
-are doing in rersrng their children. Among those who are most worriéd -
in this.respect are working mothers (44%), Srngte parents (50%) and mothers
| and faghers with low incomes (42%)

smeormecmtdmn | S
- In answer to a direct question, 37% of etl parents fett that chrldrerr today
. ) ,are not as happy as they used to be and only 16% feit that they are happier.
B2 N Y is, m this case, the more tredmonat perents (42%) whoteet this wey ratherthan
' - the New Breep (31%) .

| A thﬂculf Soeietv
Undoubtedy, for most parents, the biggest probtem in rersmg chrtdren r
is the world around them. Only 28% of the parents indicated that they were
satisfied with the standards of today's society—with criticisms coming

from both sides ot the fence— 5 the New Breed end the Tradmonehsts

' _'mproblem is mantfold There i rs.among parents the. ett—abtdrng fear of
| | drugs and their consequences, and concern about. street'crime and
X -~ Miolence all around them and on television. Perehts are having dn‘frcutty
' coorng with a_sggiety in which their own children are exposed to major socret '
problems end temptetrons ona lerge scete and at early ages.

~

_ Children in Trouble . «

_Brugs crime and ahenatfon are not ;ust edult problems. These probtems
can be found among the young.as well. Among the children between the ages
- of ten and twelve who were rntervrewed most of them knew other chtldren L
in serious dm‘toulttes S p “ R e
R Had been in trouble ‘with the pohce (43%) _
.~  ®Had trxed marijuana or other drugs (24%) LI
e Had taken samething that didn't belong to them (61 %)

. Hed run away from home (28%)

*The American Family and Money 1974- ?‘S ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ a

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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: Nutrmon Labeiing_ Parents divide on the sub;ect of nutrmcn labeling. Dne CN

- outoftwo makes ita pointto check fooﬁ product labels for nutrition information; . ll * |

. .an equal number feel that there is too much- tatk these days about what - |
~isand what rsnt gcod for children.

Medrcal Care: The majcnty of parents (7?%) agree that checkups are as

essential for well as for sick children. This feehng however, is strongest among

younger parents with 29% of the parents 35 years and over (and often

with older children) resisting the idea of regular checkups There @more
‘controversy, however, about the need to inoculate children against polio. Over a

third (36%) of the minority parents believe that this is né’}onger necessary
- since the disease has been conquered And some parents see mccuiatlcn as.

- the government's, respcnsrbmty . A S N

N
N

‘Education: About four out of ten parents agree that one cannot counx on’
the schoolsto teach children how to read and write. They do believe that: s::{lccls
‘have the right and the obligation to drscrp!me children who do not behave
in the classroom or building. - \\ S
.~ --Money: More than one out of two carentsc£§5%) believe that their children X%~
should not be told about the parents' finantial groblems. However, byan almcst | \\
unanimous vote, parents believe that chddren shcuid be taught thevalue ,
. ofadollar. | } | | | B A 6
Working Mothers: While a mard of the mothers interviewed are working full o \k\&‘\
“time, the society around them has not yet come to terms with theconceptof =~
mathers — pamcufarly mothers of young children—going to work unless
they need mcney Even New Breed parents feel this way, with 49% strongly
agreeing and only 20% disagreeing with the idea that the mcthers of ycung
children should only go to work for esonomic reasons.

~ ConsiStent with this view, most parents do not believe that the children

of working motheérs are more independent and responsible than other children.
Among all parents, 69% think that the children are worse off. Only wcﬂ(ing

« mothers split evenly on the question with 49% saying that their children are
better off and 48%, not as well off. :



N . .
= z Care: One reasqn for the strong feetmgs about mothers of ycung chttdren o
- working could be the ambivalent attitudes of the parents toward day-care”
“centers. While supportmg the concept, at least half of the par‘ents question the
quality of present facilities. By, a vote of 51%, parents agree that they can.
never be sure how children wm be cared for in day~care centers Among rmnonty
parents 59% feet thrs way ‘ : | _ N
Seekmg Advrce Whnte admrmng to fears, doubts and feetmgs of tnadequacy
most parents-are reluctant to seek outside advice. In times of deepest |
stress —when children run away fom home, are in.trouble with the police, -
experiment with drugs —mast parents say they would try to work out the .
- problemé themselves rather than go outside for hetp - e
- . Parents would frnd it easrest to turn tor advrce to teachers, educatdm Chlld
| psychotogrsts and members of the clergy. They would be reluctant to seek help
trom juvenile authorstses family agencres SOCtal workers or heatth clinics.

. , 8

| -Tox Safety Paren'ts are divided on accountability for toy satety’ Forty percent :
feel thatitis up. tqthe government to see that toys are safe for children whrle the

. ma;onty (56%) consrder it to be the parents responsrbrtrty
.
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' THE BALANGE SHEET

None of the moshers and fathers mterwewed in this study woutd deny that
thisisa dafﬁcult and comphceted ttme in which to raise children. '

: Some of the dlﬁccmtnes

e The pressures ofa soccety where crime and wolence are rampant

o The problems of coping with inflation and high pnces cemphcated
" for some by advertising whsch encqQu ages chsldren to ask for more (.
.and more things \ . -

. The contradfcnons between the W d the old vaiues u e

.. The sﬁecrat demar@s on workmg mothers, mmonty single and
~ economically dnsadvantaged perents and their children |

. ~ e The need to strike a balance between permissiveness end stﬂct
- . . discipline; between saermcmg too much forones childrenand net
. enough; between demandmg too much of children and not
demanding enough e S

EI O

v

‘Onthe other Slde there are, j;he many sat;sfections that come from bemg a’
~ ,parent — pride, maturity, self-fulfillment, fun and joy. v

Taking-both sides of the ledger-into-account, today's parents of young children
have no difficulty in-making up their minds as to what they would do if they .
‘were faced with the same decision again. Almost al+(90%) vote for having ‘ i
children. .. but they would welcome help to make the job easier. '

‘{ 4 .
g . -
.



PARENTING
e
- | As parers discuss the various aspects of their roles as parents, many
. ,‘ o :mportant trends, contrad:ctsons ambiguities and conflicts can be observed.
- " ¢ They resist saymg that the average Amencan famuy isnot doinga good
\, : - jobof Pé:smg its childgen —but they have somewhat less ccnfxdence in ’
B , o their own individual performances as. parents '

K : 2 e They question some of the basic beliefs by which families | Kavelivedin

the past: the readiness of parents to sacrifice for their children, -

the children’s obligation to look after the parents at a later date, the

demal of the rights of parents tQ lives of thesr own if ﬁ means %ess t:me ‘

for the chﬂdren . . )
‘e Whtle not yet a maionty trend there are also notewcrthy signs that the N
, o ) “ new laissez faire attitude meht:oned by the experts is beginning to take
L ~ hold—with children allowed to-decide how they wil dress, whatthey wil
: o eat and what they will do |

. \ . Yet in "?Ecttce thereisalso a continuance of manyof the o!der prevamng beliefs
, . i :

~ and.expectations: . ‘
- e Mothers of young childrer’should not go to work untess the mo ey
needed ; :

éather is regarded as the mam provider -
e The hope that children would achieve greater economic succe and

L . material wealth than the parents hhve en;oyed
, . o’
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The Average American Family

k)

S Three out of four of the parents (74%) believe that the average American
A family is doing a good job of raising its children. Among the 26% who are critical

. of the job parents are doing thesedays—most of them (63%) blame the - '
parents themselves, while the rema:mng thsrd (34%) feelit xslhe society whichis

to blame. ‘ .
‘ g ’ i : : -
e ’
. ™ ASSESSMENTOF OTHER AMERICAN PARENTS VERSUS SELVES
. - (Chart7) v .

’ Parents worry

average family

b / doesabadjob | about the jobs -
of kaising ctmidrep f they are ang:
" these days ©inraising 63%

st

their children

, Parents feel
good about the job

they are doing’

in raising their children

- T4%

‘ Theaveragefamilydoes
agood jobof raising -
children these days»

Views of Other R Views of Selves as Parents

. _/‘\} American Parents . _— v e

NOTE: 1% not sure

-
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-~ ' TheStateoftheChid @@ . <~

~ While nfxost parents do not question their own and other parents' abilities

toraise their children successfully, they clearly have some doubts about the
happiness of the average child today. In this sense, the past looks brighter,
with 37% believing that children today are less happy than their parents wereas
children and only 16% c:lasmmg that todays children are happ:e’rw ‘
Astriking d:ﬂerence however is estabﬁShed by the viewpoint of the minority
parents. They look around them and believe that on the whole, chndren are better ‘
off today than in the past (36%). - '

'

' ¢ ¥.
ARE CHILDREN HAPPIER TOBAY THAN THEIR PARENTS WEHE?
: Minority Parents _ .
' | (Chart9) ‘ . . R
_ P B ]
G o - 16% Happier o
) 36%
k * Happier -
&:, ' . -t
g -
« ~ ° 37% . . ° .
| " Notas happy
-_— .‘ 31% .
' Not as happy ,
» f ) .
46% . ) .
~ Nodifference + ) , - 32%
g Y No differencg
¢

'R)‘t_ai'grems | ‘ -  Minority Pgrenté

NOTE: 1% not sure

. ‘ ]
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- VIEWS ON PARENTING *
A - (Chart 11) .
< I . M i . .

Agree Agree ' Not

o . , Strongly  Partially Disagree Sure
R | o _ R % % % %
" . For the children's dake, parents should
. *,stay together evén when they are , : : !
unhappy : S 8 . - 23 63+ 6
‘ People who decide not to have children & , :
* are basically selfish ‘ g 12 22 - 59 7
1t : ‘ , , .

. People have no rightto counton their - o -

. children to help them when they are old . X
or in difficulty ' 19 ( 35 43 - 3
It's important for parents.to have their | -

) own lives and interests even if it means o
spending fess time with their children . 22 44 , /3/2 2
~It's u;S tdt e mah to be the main provider C ’

in the famfily IR o 40 34 24 2
~ Awoman with small children should goto L - ‘
work only if the money is really needed 52 . 30 16 2
Strict. old-fashioned upbringing - ‘ ‘ " | ’
and discipline are still the best ways !
- to raise children ‘ " : 28 46 ' « 26 ~
- , r ——
IMMEDIATE VERSUS LONG-RANGE GRATIFICATION FROM CHILDREN
. ' (Chart 12} L |
e . ' ~ Total \ —_— .
' . Parents | Fathers Mothers
‘ % % - %
‘¢ . \
Parents don't count on the future —expect i :
leasure from theyr children now : 54 \ 49 ' 58
Parents expect {o get even more pleasure from ’ ' !
. their children when they are older 45 9 41
- L X
Not sure = . 1 2 1
'y - ) ’ s .
f 3 ]
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. .. “CHANGING SOCIAL Aﬁrrunss é!é‘ |
o S "New Breed Vmus Tradmonalm Parents - o (
Coab S * (Chart 20) . s . & e \
‘ iy v .‘ ‘--.- - o " New
w. Traditionalists  Breed
‘ * . ‘ % - % |
Would weicom¢? .. SR
More emphasrsan trad:ttonat famuiy ties - 82 68
More emphasis on rehgcon , /—J g/“ 69 52
Mdre acé'eptance of rights of children to be dlﬁerent _ 65 ‘ 68
Léssemphas)is onmoney . 56 ‘81
Moré emphasis on,treating boys and girs alike ) 52+ ° 66
i e . ‘ - . ¥ — ;
: : €
: ‘ ) .
Would reject: 1 o
' vMoré empha’sis on sexual freedam , o, 73 59 -
More acceptance of the ngh}; of unmamed women j . o . %
to have children = ' 62 - 52
' Less emphas;s on b‘emg open and cand!d w:th v _ Y
their children -55-«" - 54 -
Less emphasfs on children getting ahead 51 40
. . ‘é - ‘ L ‘ . . o "
.Less emphasis on being pals to their children’ . ' 44 .38
, ’. . o ; ;
4 s ' 3
,
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VIEWS ON PARENTING .
o "New Breed \lersqs Traditionalist Parents |
S . (Chan22) L s .
S . S . Traditionalists Breed
Strongly or pafﬂally agree L | % ‘ %
For the chttdren S sake parents shouki stay o , .
together even when they are unhappy. o - 36 22
‘Peoplewho dec;de not o have ch:!dren are S : o
basncally semsh _ o , 43 20
ledren‘.have no obligation to their parents ’ S '
regardless of what parents have done for them* 64. 3
it s important for parents to have their own hves‘ B
and interests — even if it means spending less o I
time wnth fheir chidren = . . ‘ ) © 64 } 68
Itsupto thean to be the main provider in - d S R
the famﬂy o o . - 80 | 65
. ‘ - . » ) \ b
A woman'with small children should go 10 work . o i\ «
only if the money isreally needed o 86 7
- Strict, olg-fashioned upbnngmg and dsscnphne _ |
are-stil the best ways to ranse chndren | . 77 £8
l .
» E _ \
*Two-part statement. o
-~ & ’
t. \J
& *
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7 IHETRANSMISSION OF VALUESTOCHILDREN .
o L o S (Chart. 23). - R '
. . " HaveDoubts nomam
) : e . ButStilt snd Dont
Bellsveand ~  Wantto ' Wantto Pass
WantChildren - Teachtoe onto Y
to Relieve - Children  Children
% % %
. It's notimportant to win, it's how v . ) ' ,,\““ ST
Jhegameosplayed - . 7 | 21 8
. ~ Theonly way togetahead s L . : o \ |
hard work o 85 VT3 -3 .
- : Dqty befqrepteasure S | - 58 | 33 , 9
‘Any prejudice is morally wrong ;.- - 81 a '33 S c 15 )
. e v . P \ . ' ) J . : 4,.‘ -
Thereislifeafter death S ) 27 o 21 .
. e o ) - ' v . | . -
Happiness is possible without money 50 36 - 13
| Having sex outside of marriage is . . ,
» “morally wrong o .47 L 25, " 28 .
’ Evérybodg should save ﬁ;oney evenifit v ST - b -
.means doing without things fight now 42 ' 377 20 T o
' F’eople‘are b‘aé?calzy honest d e 37 ,‘ | 47 o | 16 ‘ _ ,
* - 'My country right arwrané o - 347 .41 o 24
| People'in authority know best . 13 ' 56 30
NOTE: Not sures not included
. o -
kJ',
. .
. .
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RAISING BOYS AND GIRLS | (
- ' (Chart 26) - | |
: "~ Total . New
| | | Parents  Traditionalists  Breed
P R % . % S%
 Parents can't use the same rules in K h _ '
_ rai'sipg boys and giris ‘ 54 59 - 47
_ Boys and girls should be raised o ‘ ¢«
- differently ‘ - 52 . - 68 31 .
lt's more important for boys than _ o, A
o ~ for girls to be good at sports | .~ 33 =« - 40 - 22
. . - e S s ‘ 2
'BOYS AND GIRLS SHOULD BE RAISED DIFFERENTLY
- | (Chart 27) ‘ o
« m - -
BD ‘
‘ A Tot ' - .
. ' - - - Parent Fathers Mothers
- . % % %
| Agree ' - 17 ) 21 14
. Agree partially o ) 35 35 . 35
. - Disagree " o o T 42 - 40 ‘444_
. Not sure | : 8 4 ‘ 7
)] »
P
\
. o W ‘ N
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,Other s::cia! inﬂuences causing parents concern include permissiveness,
" broken marriages, crime and the econamy. Compared to these, even

of . T

SocialInfiuences * . -

ﬂDrugs top thelist of éc:c'(aiﬁwﬂuences creatmg major anxsetres among
- parents. This concern cuts across all groups of parents — but it is most likely to

be méntioned by Iower income families (40%) mmorsty gmups (39%) and
smgie parents (42%)

¢ .
s N

'f.«

factors such as pornography, affluence, advertising and mtegratson tend to be
dxscounted as sources of drffu:uitzés

[

, | © MAJORINFLUENCES IN SOCIETY . . - .
L WHICH MAKE IT HARD TO RAISE: CH!LDREN . r .
- , _ - (€hart31) . ' :
. ( ‘ , SR ,.%‘ ’.
Drugs" ) | 34
Brokenmat;riages SR o | | | 28
| Inflation L | —— S | - 28
Permisstveﬁess inchiid raising : | 27
. Criﬁg and v—i,di'enceinth‘e"strée‘ts - | . s ' _. 25_: .
-Both p_ar-en‘t‘s hav_éng t‘éwork to éet“alorlwgiﬁl_nan;iaﬂy - _- B , 25 ax
BreakdOwnof’traditiohal values . o , - | 20 |
Dechneof_'religion' o - ) - - 18
Parents b-emg more_selﬁsh and l'ess.wnkling to sacrifice for their ch‘xfdreﬁ - 17
lnseéurtt?_aboutiobszgnd unemployment | . o 16
Te!évfséon a v : 14
Ouémy of education - | o . , ‘ 14
R .



(_' - PARENTS'Ammaesomm‘Ponmm ISSUES

' : \i (Chart 441 ° o
\m“._*~ﬁ___ — ET v ‘

v | r : ~ Agree or Agree Partislly
. ‘ % ,
- Crime- )
in order notto fnghten chntdren don’ tdsscuss
- danger of rape, muggings . : S : o
Total parents R 44
Minority parents o . - § 50
i Lower income parems T ‘ 52
Madlcme | - ' T
) There's'no reason to inoculate agamst poho the disease ' _ . -
has been conquered o L
Total parents . . : o : 16

Minority parents : ‘ . 36

The government has the main responsfbmty toseetoit
that chiidten are moculated

= . : »

Total parents . e . ' 27 ‘-.
Minority parents ~ o pac -39 e
_ . Single pargpts B ' 40 |
) : Checkups are essential even when chndren are heaithy .. -
Total parents _ _ o ) ' 77
Minority parents N ) . 69
) :
) . m
. » * ’ ‘0 2 ‘ « ' -
» 4 .
¢ p
Lo A '-j_"\.". .“
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* PAHENTS‘ ATT!TUDES ON IMPORTANT sssues
. © - (Chart44A) o L ‘
L . - - » ° Agreeor Agree Partially
AN o %
’ 'Oveme!ght _ ‘ '
Is not a problem; chitdren curgrow it . ~ L _
' Total parents : . ’ o ‘ ‘ 38 ) ,
‘  College graduates - E T .26
¢ Mingrity parents- . . , - ‘ o 50 C
e , \ Parentsdontcountonschoolstoteachchudren‘ o ¥ .
o to read and write : .
~ Total parents- I ' I - 42
Minority parent , o ‘ : 53
‘ : Schools should disci hnechﬂdren when mey behave badty
B . we—oo-- - Totstparents . . o - 81
‘ Mmomy parents r, . . e . Ce 737
Money T "«
. Children should notbeto!d about their parents ‘
financial problems : o T
Total parents " S -
- Lower incomeparents . ‘ a ‘ - 61
Middle income parents . e © 55 -
Upper income parents ‘ _ » 43 -
N e . . R
; v
ot ’
”~ - . .
¥ ?
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VCOmptétnts"

"eat snacks or get the things they want.

66 .

A

FIan
1

- Thechildren's comptamts about their parents mirror many ofthe comptamts
. ofthe parents about their children.

New Breed. children suggest that their bermissive parents t*n'ay be faster |

to spank or hit their children than are the more traditional parents On the other
hand, New Breed children have fewer cornplaints about not bemg ableto

1

THE CHILDREN s COMPLAINTS ABOUT THE;R PARENTS " o
. _ o - (Chart 55) - . . o
| : | New \ | .
, " . < | Breed Traditlonaﬂsts
 "~* | o B - - ' ‘ % %
Parents m':ake cﬁttdren_'e‘atfoad they don't like o ‘~ . 57 ’. 60 .
 Parents make them turn off television | R | s - 55-
Parents punish them unfairly ‘- o . 38 34
Parents crmc:ze thesrfnends ‘ | - 35 28 C - .
| Parents mﬁhem when theyshoutdnt | o S, 34 < 31
Parents don't let them eatsnacks ) B 31 .42
Parents dos‘t buy chttdren‘vahat they see advertised : n~ ;?Z - 35, '-
Parents make fun ot them in front of others , R 26 . €23
Parents take away the children's éllowan‘ces - / 2 21
. Parents don't spend enough time with the cttildren : 20 ' 21
~ Parents argue too much about money - B ‘r6 - 22
¥ ‘»



e .-\.
. \\ .
¢
\ . : ‘Q‘, B . L N .
R ’ *» ) ) . .\"_ \' ‘ R
“ e v ' B ! N * s . £ :
. =~ CLs
." ‘\ N
Expectations )

__/ New Breed children feel less pressure from thear parents to excelin school,
10 be pobu!ar ortd be outstandmg in other ways among their peers

4

CHILDREN’S VIE\VS OF PARENTS' EXPECTATIONS OF THEM

) . (Chart56) ) - .
S ] New
N o : j " Total, Breed 'nm!!ﬂonalists
v VerylmportantthattheY‘ | S . C
\ “ Dowellinschool . & - TR © 75 . 66 80
‘Gotocollege - - : .~ .66 b4 - 57
) " Gotochurchor synagcgue ‘ . . 80 42 . .65
, . Setan exampleforotherchndren Lo 38 . 37 - 38
Savemoney - " -« o o 38 @ 37 37
Be the best inthe c! \ ~-30 21 . 36
Be popular D 25 20 . 28
Be good at sports; : S | - 24 23 . - 26 -
Win at games - - 12 7 16
. / \
. ) /
/ : »
y /
- : ‘”
;
; : L] ’
\ i 3
$ .
A
.
\ < 53 |
P
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68 | g _- :‘_
Discipiine |

R ' . .‘ ‘ A ’ ‘\ N
- The'parents‘ ideas about disciplineere co munrceted tothe chrldren | B

.. Children whose parents this study designates as Strict are far more likely to see
. their parents as stricter than their friends’ In these househo!ds too, the
fathers are regarded as the real drsc:pnnarrans | -
. ‘ - W :
It is also the children whose parents are str:ctes}who rn tum are most !rkely
to say that they will be even stncter when rersmg their own children. '«

-

—

“t

. . . ]
LT . . ‘. ’ “ .
. - .

HOW smrc'r ARE PAR RENTS AS comenreimsues PARENTS?
o R -+ (Charts7)" -

.
,.( ‘\ \ > - ° - ‘\’
| 24% , L
Stricter Lo | -
52% 3
7
24% - Abeutasstr!ct pd o // |
N ' ‘ o v .
Less strict ’ ‘
- a
\ '3‘ . ~
. ' \ . ) 3 . )
: / o - cmmsensvrsws ON mscu‘uNE '
4 e (Chart58) =~ = .«
‘\ . . Have  Have Haye
Ve | .- Permissive Temperate Strjct
* ’ - Par@nts Parents nts
% % %
e \\ ) ,
' Parents are stricter than friends’ parents .24 18 35 L
Fathers"ere's;ricter\hen mothers. . 33 , 31 46
Wil be stricter with eWn children :
than parents are with them . | 29 28 . 36
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=" Acquaintance with Chiidrenin Trouble

- . ot .
. Children, particularlythose between the ages of fen and twelve, are exposed
to many social problems through contact with their peers. Among ten-fo twelve-
. vear-old children, 25% know children who. use drugs, 62% know ch:ldren
o who have taken somethmg that didn't belong to them, 44% know children who
' have been in trouble with the police and 28% know children who have run
gaway frpm home. About 15% votunteered that they had been in s:m:!ar kxnds

... . oftrouble. = . _ e
: , : L e
:f" o - - ACQUAINTANCE WITH OHMREN INfHOUBLE
. | : S - {Charts8)
T - Totsl  Chiidren™. -
- S T L \ - Children  10to 12 Years
. B
v+ Knowchﬂdranwhohdve. ‘ FE ' . - a
Taken something thatdadntbeeong tothem o 53 | . 62°
Tried cigarettes <, . 50 - = 64
Played hookey % # . " o | 44 58
Been in trouble with the police ’ , 37 44
Runawaylromhome - > . _ ' 21 28 »
Tried marijuana orothergdrugs o v 25"
S .
.
<
A @




Next-o their fnends children fmd it easuest to communk&ate thh their mothers.
The people with whom they find.it hardest to communicate are schaol prin-

.
. & e
. - ' : a
]
—A

czpats (46%) teachers (41 %); ddctors (34%) and members of the clergy (32%)

“PEDPLE WITH WHOM CHlLDREN FIND IT HARD TQ COMMUNICATE i
( . -(Chart 61) . T
. - o %

= 8 C 4

6 -

. 1

Principals . SR
Teacﬁersi | | I

Doctors ' . , S ‘. .
Priests/ministers/febbis ' ' . ‘ | _

| Fathers -
'Broﬂ'wers .
Sisters -
Mothers o R

. Friends

D
o

- -,
'y

32

27

22

18

16

11
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* . THE BALANCE SHEET |
FAMILY HEALTH ATTITUDES AND BEHAVIOR

e ol f\>\_
POSITIVE

NEGATIVE ’

- 70% say that most Americans dre

more concerned about health than
they were a few years ago

PO 4

L}

44% find it hard to cope with the’
problems of everyday tiving today

. . >

60% do not take good health for

- granted :

48% are cuttng backfo’n health
pracnces asa result of inflation

46% have made some changes in
lifestyles in the interest of good
health

3

o

82% need !ess stress in the:r :
fives

-«

36% exér_cise regularly '

75% feel they are in good health
without a checkup, so long as
nothing bothers them '

o
A

25% say they are eating mote
r}u-tri;‘ious!y

—
»

54% don’t want to think that serious

iliness could happen, in their
families . N

‘v = o

L

26% are watching calorie igtake more
carefully than a year ago -

Q

"76% are confused about all the
government health warnings
x.

-

. 76% of parents find it easy t0.

©communicate with their families

about haahh

s

J3% feel checkups. caat zbt‘r‘much .

“for the average ¥a@§mg
. e\

80% welcome more openness abcgut

‘mental illness ,

75% think doctors’ fees havé riseh
more than other things

. -

-

79% weicome more ‘openness, about

alcohohsm‘

4 .
§7% do not recognize deptession as
a health problem \

~ %

75% have a lot of confidence in
their doctors

67% do not retogmze aJcohc)hsm as
a health problem

-

80% feel they should set an éxample
for their children in health matters
o _

L3

72%. are less than well mformed
..about health prdLULPS

L] \ ‘ Lo
80% recognize the dangers of over-
medication

& -

oY
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A PRQFILE OF THE AMERICAN FAMILY
* . (Chart 2)

Toul Parents’ With Children Under 18 Years: -

(':ompmtticn of Famiiy o - ~
Married and living with spouse -
.- Separated, widowed or divorced . _
- Single (never. married) : o e
One or two children under 18 years, | e
- Three or more chnldren underd8 years . -
Age o B
Between 18 and 34 years
- Between 35 and 54 years
55 years and over -,
Race : o ’
White - . _ &
- Minority  * . .
Socioeconomic Status . o ‘ .

= Low

« Melijum - .
‘High - o ,
Adult Family Members Without Children Under 18 Yegrs:
¥ ' .. .
Compaosition of Famsly , :
- Married and living with spouse
‘Separated, widowed or divorced .
Single (never married) S /

- Age - o, o N
Between 18 and 34 years ‘ .
= . Betweén 35 and 54 years
- Bb years and over , N
White . : '
Minority
_ Sociosconomic Status oo
Low - ' -
© Medium - . T
High = ® S

- 8y

Na8

14

20

10 .

)
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WHICH AMERlCAN FAMILIES ARE CUTTING BACK ON HEALTH RELATED ITEMS
: IN ORDER TO COPE WITH INFLATION
) - (Chart 8)

T L W e .

: . . ' ' o A, ' . . o |
: }4‘ - Total families cutting back oh health-related items g%@%%ﬁ 48% -
. K ) | , ( - . ‘ _. )l‘ N . ‘
Low socioeconomic families . _ . Eg%ﬁ%% 56%
’ Minority families ' ~ g%ﬁgﬁgﬁg g B0%
&ingle parent families ! . ‘ @8%%%%‘;@%% 72%
. o T ‘ L -

HEALTH ITEMS FAMILIES ARE POSTPONING OR CUTTING BACK ON TO COPE
WITH INFLATION :

-

, “{Chart 9)
.‘ "
. Total
t - J %
" Buying high qualitx} food - ' | A 19 .
‘ \ . ' . o : .
Having dental work done ‘ ' - | - 16
" Serving meat at meals every day | , 14
Going to the doctor for an annual checkup (adults) . 13
‘ Getting dental checkups - . ' B 11 '
Getting new eyeglasses _ } _ 1
. Serving fresh fruits and vegetables } 8
g . P : * i .
" Having eyses/ears checked ‘ .8
Taking the children to the doctor as o'{ten as befqre " . 5
Others D L ‘ 8
. - ) ‘ . ‘
* Filling prescrxpnons {3%), having aﬁperanon {2%]), e .
getting immunizations {1%), gesting allargy shots (1%),
- going to a psychiatrist {1%). :
) ) ;"’
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\J . | CHANGING FAMILY RELATIONSHIPS
| o ® . (Chart3a) 3

. Parents With Children . | o
Totsl  Under 6 Years  Adults 1838  Aduits 85

Parents ~Only - Yen ~ and Qver
% % o % %
Strongly Agree That: - t
Strict, old-fashioned _ : _
" upbringing and discipline ' o B N
are still the best ways to , ' ‘ . _
raise children ' 47 - 29 34 ' 63 -

‘A wgife should put her

" husband and children o _ S
ahead of her own career 47 34 37 _ 62
It's up to the man to be ' o -

1 the main provider in _ : o ( K S

s the family 46 35 40 - 56 .
Parents should sacrifice ' . _

~ to give their children : - g o _

Children have an obliga-. _

tion to take care of their o G

parents when the parents § o

areold . - . */‘;1 17 2 25

WHO PARENTs THENK SHOULD BE THE FAMILY HEALTH OFFtCER
. _ (Chart 35}

r

. »
Think the Father Should Take

As Much Responsibility for Think It's Primarily the Mother's
the Health of the Children Responsibility to Look After the

as the Mother Health of the Children
% C : %
Total Parents - 58 | R 42
Mothers -~ 54 - 46
’ \ |
_ Fathers _ ' 63 | o 37 l
Single Parents : 67 ' ~ 33

4

Note: Repercentaged without not sures/no a}wTars
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~ Teenage Pregnancy

Few issues have caused greater concern ih the country recently than the high_
incidence of teenage pregnancy. Four out of ten parents of teenagers blame
their pwn laxness and permissiveness but the majority see outside influences, -
especially peer pressure, tetewssan and the movzes as pnmamy responssble

PARENTS‘ VIEWS OF REASONS FOR HIGH INCIDENCE GF
TEENAGE PREGNANCIES ‘
(Chart 47)

Outside Influences, Such as Pesr Pressure, (-

. - Pa;f_cntsqumMmm - . Telavision and Movies
% S | % B
TotalParents: 37 - | 63
- Sex | | ]
Mothers 32 B 68 ‘
Fathers . = ' 43 oo -, .b7
Age of Children ' Lo , o : .
- Parents of teenagers. |40 | | 60 .
Parents of small o :
childrenonly - 29 : : A
Socioeconomic Status . ' | '
. Low : 43 . , 57

High - | 31 - 69

- Note: Repercentaged without not sures/no answers

[
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. A great majori't\‘r of parents (84%) still want to be the main source of birth
control education for their teenage chudren andonly a very small minority are
“ready to see the schools take over this responsibility (7%).or to al low teenagers .
to recewe mformatson fsrst hand from doctors {6%). : ’

i

\
|

PARENTS' FEELINGS ABOUT TEENAGERS AND BiRTH GONTROL
{Chart 48)

ft’s Up to the ' Tesnagers Should
Parents to Edu- ' Its the School’s  Be Able to Get Birth Control Infor-
cate Their ~  Responsibility ~ Birth Control  mation Should Not
Tegnagers About  to Teach Tesns Information from  Be Available
Birth Control  About Birth Control Their Doctors ~ 101 Tum

% % o % - .-e‘.m i\
Total Parents: . 84 7 . 8 'f 3
- Family c::mposiﬁon
Parents of one or : : :
two children . 88 4 7 : ' 1
Parents of three ' : ' :
or more ‘ : : _
~children 75 ' 14. S ‘ 5
Parents of téen- | . | R ’ o
agers 81 o 10 6 3
White 84 B 7 6 -3
. Minorities . 77 . 12 7 4
. Residence : . - ‘ .
Central city 84 7 6 3
Suburbs 77 1w ¥ 1 2
Small town/ T -
ruralarea - 88 o - 6 3 3 ®

Note: Repercentaged without not sures/no answers



. - ATI'ITUDES TOWARD ALCOHOL VERSUS MARIJUANA o
3 ‘ . (Chart57) . . L |
) ﬂ
. - . - . - ‘ - - ;‘-_ - - T —
Total Parents - Parents of Teenagers
. . % %
. Would Prefer to See Tmagm Drink
Than Smokc Marinma
Agree - o 37_' .36
Disagree ' 63 64
g Note: Repéroentaged Withbu;. not sures/no answers -
< ‘ T
|

ATTITUDE&TOWARD PSYCHIATRISTS AND PSYCHOLOG!STS
. (Chart 58) o :

PO

‘ Seewg a psychiatrist or psychologist is a last resort. Poo#c should try
to solve their own pmhlms ﬂm. '

Agree -, Disagres

Age | LT :
35 - 44 years . : b1 . 49
65 years and over . 74 - 26
Race . -
White o ¥ 89 . - M4
- Minority . L o 64 36
Marital Status - - : , -
. Single i ‘ ” 7 50 . 50
Socioeconomic Status T _ ‘
Low . ' 67 33
High - , ' ‘ b4 A 46
Health Attitude -
The Concerned ' . 58 | 42
. The Complacent : N 63 37 -
. o |
Note: Repercentaged without not sures/no answers A
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HOW FAMILY MEMBERS WOULD HANDLE CERTAIN PROBLEMS -
o~ (Chart§9) | |
LA - Discuss It Witha WaitaWhile'  Go to a Doctor
.. - Handle It Psychiatrist/ and Then Go to or Professional
- _ Alene ~ Psychologist  a Doctor Right Away
Y - * . % %%
o~ ~ Smoking too much 66 3 D - R 10
\ Marital problems . &7 . 11 _. 4 s
Children with very bad | - - R
tempers , 50 oo 21 o ﬂ -, 10
Insomnia 43 2 3 15
x ~ Drinking problems 39 ERRS | g . 24
. Feelingsof depression 37 14 220 N 13
* Children with eating ' o
-~ problems . 35 ‘ 2 ;e 2
e -Ner‘vousn&es and amiiety ! 26 " '12 ' 29 | 25
A ¥ S
E Teenagers singdrugs 19 - 24 6 36
 Constant fatigue 15 2 37 a3,
] Y '
. . . 3
$ . .
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~  THE GOVERNMENT'S RESPONSIBILITY TO PROVIDE HEALTH CARE FOR THE '
: - POOR AND ELDERLY I : _
| .« (Chart68) = ‘ | _
Jfl . - X . ; - . b

" The government is not doing enough to provide hesith care for the poor and eiderly.

 Oreat ROO0AROBH
Adults Who Agree v - , XA/ 69%
mone REORRRESECERCBROR wn

= O

Adults of High S

| | %S, DO -
o . ' F ‘ Y {4 ‘
". " Socioeconomic Status 40 § ¢ 'ﬁ‘ b )i¢ ’E (et} '*62% C
" Adultsof Middle 598 K o
Socioeconomic Status fﬁn' ! 1

Adults of Low
Socioeconomic Status

ATTITUDES TOWARD PUBLICCLINICS ~ * -
T _ ~ (Chart67) Y
* The medical care at a public health clinic is not as'good as that provided by ~ ~
‘ . a private physician. ‘ o ‘ - -
,“ | ‘
58% 40%
Agree Disagree
i h
- / ’

2%
A Don't Know
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[ . TEENAGERS' VIEWS ABOUT)THE CAUSES QF THE HlGH INClDENCE OF
A S o E“AGE PREGNANGY . Lo ‘
fe e k(Char_tQ?) ‘ K
€ ’ Total. { - ‘ *
: * Teenagers  Teenage Boys Tesnage Girls - Total Adults
. % %. %
) Parents are‘vtoo‘tax and L
" permissive . 21 _ 16 . 28 40
© Outside influences such as peer _ S v
pressure, television and movies 79. 84 72 . 60
~ Note: Re’peroenté_bed without not sufes/_na answers

{

¥

INCIDENCE OF TEENAGE PBEGNANCY

. ~ {Chart 98) T

Tesnagers Whose /

TEENAGERS’ VERSUS PARENTS' VIEWS ABOUT THE CAUSES QF THE HIGH

- - = . -+ Parents Think:
Parents Y iInfluences
Arsthe  Arethe
Sause . Ceuse -
Total < 138%) | (62%)
% % A - %
Teenagers Feel: ;
' £ i
Parents are t0o lax and ‘ ‘ \ _
permissive .21 29 T 17
Outside influences, such \ o
as peer pressure, tele-| .
vision and movies are g r
- the cause 73 Al - 83
L)

“ Note: Repercentaged w'gthout not sures/no answirs

%

+

Y
~J

1 4
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‘ TEENAGERS’ AND THEIR PAHENTS' VIE\_'IS ABOUT BlRTH GONTROL L
' A _ o - {Chart 99) , . ‘
y - TothuanoﬂPmﬂome
It's up to the parerits to eddmté thair . o ‘
~ teenagers about birth control - . * 56 ' 79
- It's the school's responsibility to- ., ° . o«
‘ educate teenagers abou\birth _control_ _ -5 PR 8
Y T )
| Teenagers should be able to get thefr B ”‘,
“own informatidg aboutbwﬂmamte! toE
'féo[pado ar ¢ 27 6
. Birth control information should o o .
“not be available to teenagers | 8 . « 3 <
‘. K ) ‘. . . ; ‘ -
Net sure N - S 3 i
| | /\
TEENAGERS' LEVEL OF KNOWLEDGE ABOUT KEY HEALTH QUESTIQNS
. - (Chart 100) | P
*
) o . \ Very Well ‘Fairly Well . Not Wel)
: informed !nfo“ﬂned lnﬁmmd Not Suu
B % % % %
g How Informad Teenagers . oD ' t | , c P
SayTheyAmAbout.\/* . . ~ S . |
Nutrition and di&, * ~ = * 40 g 42 17 : 1
New ideas on health ' . . .
_ , care and physical . , )
. fitness 3r .42 26 1
1 Handling emotional : o : o
. / ~ problems ' .23 49 : 26 2
4 Preventive medicine 22 | 40 36 2
/ Symptoms of mental , . N
x&lness , . n 37 49 3
— \ . ’
. - .
' o
- ! {\:’
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SECTION IV. RESOURCES FOR MULTICU LTURAL ISSUES:
~ MINORITY. FAMILIES |

N

Mmorltles have speclal interests in the developments around the subjeet of
the American family. They are quick to point out that our society’s preference
for the nuclear family as the sdcial ideal excludes many of the strengths which are
contnbuted to family living by the differing veluee of minority cultures.

Efforts to portray the detmls of the charaetenstres of rmnonty group famx :
hes suffer many similar shortcomings.

. Statistics and other demographic mformatlon avmlable through the

. Bureau of the Census are subject to low counts, misceunts, and other .
types of errors. Efforts to improve census data and to carrect past

‘weaknesses are now being mounted for the 1980 census, :

2. Researchers who represent the cultures in question are be
eomplle more valid mformatxon abeut the famnly thhin the'

sidered suspect. This is because, in the view of many mingrities, the

information presented is too often negatively biased or lacking insight-
T " into the values, folkways, and mores of the mmonty culture under .
. study. : :

Some of the differences which minorities see as often 'overlouked or mis-
interpreted seem to lie largely in the areas of values and attxtudes They mclude
for example, the following:

e Definitions of the famrly wluch stereotype the nuclear famlly as the
. only model are unacceptable

e Preference for the extended family where multiple generations resrde -
together is expressed. This preference is often maintained regardless .
of income. Accommodation of the aged is viewed as a responsrbihty .
not to be abandened

Loyalty to the family is the highést priority and responsrbxlxty

Caring *for own children and the children of. ethers of the eultur,e is a
responsxbxhty to be assumed whenever ‘possible, by adults within the
- culture. : y

@ Sex roles are frequently preecnbed and remforced in ways wlueh are .
different from the majority culture

‘4 Religion, phxlosephy, and/or spiritual values are of pamﬁlar impor-
tance in defining family culture values, and behavmr

Fof details of how minoritigs see themselves their famlhes in our society,
NEA s sts, the following sources as a begi g in exploring multicultural
iSsues in 1h statu$ of the American family. These sources represent products and



o ' . . _ - ~.
N\ ‘ . projects. under the auspices of researchers who are members of the. parncular J
' culture in “question.
. ( ' ; Geneml Information on Min?ﬁty Families
' Dr. Acolia Jackson ' e S
. Social Science Reseatch Analyst . '- E _

. Research.and Evaluation Division :
'Adnumstratmn for Children, Youth and Families

. , T P.O. Box 1182 :
» .- Washington,.D.C. 20013 o
. . . . ) ) N ) . . . ) '< . . i - } ;
Asian-American }Familxes o - 0 *
L I Summary and Recommendatmm C’orzference Qn Pdciﬁc and Asum--
' American Families and HEW-Related Issues =~
- Diyision of Asian-American Affairs | 7. B '.h .
Office of the Secretary, HEW ~~ * = .~ -7
® " 200 Independence Avenue, Room 419~ T .- - : .
‘ Washmgton D.C. 20201 - : L
ey _'. Becerra, Rosina. Informatzon Needs-ef Low Income Minority Famihes with «

Yaung Children. Black, - Mexican-American, ' Asian and Low Income Whites
(1978). School of Soexal Welfare, UmVersxty of Cahfomla Los Angeles, Cahfomla
. 90024. - y _

\ - Kim, Bok-Lim- C. 771e ,Korean Amencan C’hild at- Schaol wzd at Home
‘(1978) School of Social Work, University-of Illmms Urbana Illmoxs 61820.

B | g Cabezas lmado B. Asian C'hild Developnfent Pm;ect‘ in San Francisco Bay \
Area (1979). Asian Incorp?rated 1610 Bush Street, San Francxsco, thfomw
- + 94109.

Black Families

The State ‘of Black America 1979, New York‘ thmnal Urban League, .
1979, ,

- Hill, Robert B. The Strengths of Black Famdies Washington, D C.: Natmnal
Urban League, Research Department 1977. _ p L L

Report on Qualzty Educatzon for Black Amerzcans An Imperatwe (Septem- »
ber 1977). NAACP Special Contribution Fund.

McAdoo, Harriett. The Impact of Extended Pam:ly Variables upon the Up- .-'_'
ward Mobility of Black Families, 1 979. Research and Evaluatmn Dmsmn of
ACYF PO Box 1182, Washington D.C. 20013. ’ v ,

~~ : .

e R Y
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HkmnicFammes D

General Information/ReferraIs L
Dr. Josue Cruz J R
Assistant Professor - SR
Barly Childhood/Child Deveibpment .
University- oanrgmxa e
Charlottesvﬂle Virginia KSR \
Hispamc Familzes C’ntical Issues far Pbi&av tmd' Hogmmadn Human Services
-( %9). COSSMHO (National. Coalition, of 'Hispanic Mental Health and Human
ices Orgamzatmns), 1725 K Street NW,wSuite 1212 Waslnngton, D C 20006‘ 2

' L
- N \‘ ) /\\

- Report of the Nanonal Htspamc Conference ONn R‘amili‘es (October 1978)
COSSMHO, 1725 K Street, NW, Suite 1212 Waslnngtoh D.C. 20006 (Avallable
September 1980) ‘ | N LT .

vy

.

Laosa, Luis. Early Expenence, Envzmnmem and Developmenr A Longl—
tudinal Srudy of Mexican-American Children and Families (1979). ‘Educational
Testing Servxces Rosedale Road, Prmceton, New Jersey 08540, , ‘

Valencia, Richard R. The Relationship of Parental aszd Home C?zamcteristics
to Mexican-American Mothers® Expectations: (f979) Center for Chxcano
Studies, Umversity of California, Santa Barbara, Caﬁfomza 93106.

. Na , American Families

The Schooling. of Natwe America. ‘Washington, D.C.: Amencan Assocxatlon
of Colleges for Teacher Education, }978 o

A Multiethmc/MultzcuItural Currzculum for Young Children The Yakzma

) Indmn Natton Tuppemsh Wlsconsm Kamrakm Research Instltute 1979,

N Martin, Philip. Project on Adult Education: A Survey of the Needr of Adult
Native Amerzcans (Survey including demographics on Native American families
in its second year No-data available until 1980 ) Philadelphia, MlSSlSSlppl

LUJan Phﬂlp Indian Studzes Program. Umversxty of Ok!ahoma Ncrman )
. Oklahoma. (Project has just begun. No data avaﬂable as yet. )

LY



* . Lt . ' ) L S 2 ) “ .‘ ] . ,

, SECTION V. CULTS AND THE FAMILY

Jonestown brought awarcness of the cult in our souety to g shocked and
, ' alargned public. “*How could this happen?t “Why d¥dn’t someboa‘ stop,it?” “It
S ‘must be against the law!” In the manner of a popular refrain—tod much too
little, too Iate And now that ty tragedy is over—what?7

, Dunng the decade qf: the seventies, many families in the United States have
encountered a new and. frightening pEesence in their lives. It has been estimated
that six million youtﬁ\have taken up sdme form of meditation and over three
million young Americans have joined the orre-thousand religious cults now active

\ in the United States. New forms of mind - -expany ang mind contrl have .
-\.\_ : rged in the for-m of religious cults and other ferms of highly marketable mass ‘ 3
: l~ L -

Wc live in a sevued socicty, whose parts no longer compiete a whole, oreven

_ o join each’other. Around us the fragments try to understand what happened. A y

. ; yoyng minister stareés blegkly at the empty pews; a new teacher nervously gives an

| S - assignment; wondering, if aﬂotﬁef-dgg_gf violence will occut that week, and who ey

. will listen if it does: a teenager leaves. a ‘poddbye Jetter in an empty house They - / .
: N are alone, trying to survive in a society of bits ‘and~pieces;*while those who ‘ :

s - undu*stggd thexr need for support are only too egger to offer thexr help. '

Who are thgsc do—goodcrs” They call themselves by dlfferent names: .
Moonies, Hare Krishnas, Divine Light Missioners, Children of God, the C hurch
-Scientology —hundreds of groups, but all with the same pitchrCome. and joi
we are your family. Call on us when you are in need. You will never fe
again. They do not add why you.will not be alone again. The price for admi ,
is. your mind. o . : “

, The most yulnemble group to be solicited are these who have the capac:ty. '

. for idealism: a realigation, - whether confused or focused, that America is not-
serving the needs of §ts people: and a desire, for’ change. That change usually takes :
the form of an alternate community- much like the communes of the sixties— - ‘ .
with- its own leader, usually a self-appointed messxdh who supplies the caheswe ,
force and uthonty which are mxesmg in our Icaders. ., - .

‘ . .o * Thousands of Amwmam ot all ages and every level of society have left their

. - ' isolation to join the’cults. Naturally the mypst sought after are the youth of the
- ‘ country--bright, intelliggnt, and suggestible. The methods of recruitment are all
: ~ - similar and should be understood by the communities they infiltrate.

L]

To learn more about cults, thexr methods and thplr effects en youth e -
«and their fdmlhes readers are referred to the fcllowmg publ:catxon - , % L
o s (‘cnway, Flg, and Jxm Sxegclnmn Snagpmg America’s Epidemic of® .
LT s o - Sudden Permnalzty Cizange Phﬂdd&lphld and New York: J. B. Lippin- ,
f L e S Cott 1978. .

. . : Ll e - Lo T
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' QNE FAMILY'S EXPERIENCE S

* -

‘ - Parent% cdnijonteci with an addlescent'wh‘o has elected to enter inen&é\iﬁ
« .+ . ina cult face serious problems. What does_the _fSw say? Where can they turn for
' - " . - help? Can they retrieve their child?. | ‘ , € - .

" * The vignette which follows is the story -of one family’s eﬁ::qu'n'ter with a
hild in: the cult experienee. Countless others have had s_imjlar harrowing experi-

ef £

L . . -

o~ The Way is avv religious groﬁp that likens its organizatie;n to-a pree, with the

- .." . member has the apportunity to advance in'the hierarchy, {or a price. (This is-also
== " themethod of the ScientologiSts.)Twigs,afe encouraged to soligit the area schools,
‘ -, from juniog high to cajlege, with their literature. The contént of their' materials is
+ % .. "worded so that immediate de tion is not possible. Many of the schools, ignorant
_of their methods, have accepte these materials as part of their curriculum. There’
IE " are several “‘family homes” close to the sghdols, whose older members stalk the
R . . children, much like drug pushers. Only the drug igsgmor'e insidious and harder to.
. detect. By graduation time, individuals who have been skillfully manipulated are
# - ready to join the “family tree.” T . - o, o -
. Linda Cook was a senior in high school when she was ﬁrst-%xpprpaﬁled. One
S ~of her best *friends who was a member encouraged Linda to go to “fe owship”
'+ - meetings. The, cults deliberately use the terminology of organized religions to give
. ;. an imptession of. acceptability. When Linda told her parents shg was attending’
. = fellowship meetings on Sunday to discuss the Bible, they assumed that she was
L " going to a local church group. With so many young people becoming interested in
S+ < drugs and sex, the Cooks were even relieved that Linda and her friends were
. . studying the Bible. . | . = »
N ( .

e

» @ drawing inforher room more,and more. She seemed tp spend most of her sgar¢
) time with her new friends or alone in her room reading the Bible. Her parents, still
hopeful about her-new interesl, ignored early warming signals. When Linda’s
. - friends ~canye over, they weresexcessivlly polite. ‘The friepds’ visits alsd seemed a
e 'g& compared to most of the behavior the parents were dccustomed to. Mrs.
..+ (Wbkdid notig® and mention, however, that it was unusual for Linda’s friends not
W " to focus their eyes when they spoke or.lis,tened.'Their' eyes seemed -glazed, almost

-

o .. as if-they had been taking drugs, although theizbehavior showed no ¢ brindica-

tions. Anoth®r early warning signal: cult members have beer®hypnotized, “brain- . «

Hh ¢ washed.” during.the indoctfination period, and most remain in that state for
" warying degrees of time. : C ' .

- . n . .. ,

. . « N . \"

. " - Twoggeonths after Einda had first attended the fellawghip meetings; school .

was over and .she had graduated. TRis perod bt t‘i_méfi‘s, usually excellent for -

P _ recraiting. Once grembers arc eightéen, they are legally free of parental 3dd even®
.* .societal interventioh. There is no way to reach them agailr.'After graduation, ,

R ' Linda ¥isited relatives in New Mexico, and her pagents vacationed in Floridd f{or

S ¢ . two_weeks: Linda returned hame ecarly gnd stayedin thg hause with her ypunger-
' - . Tsister,, Ann. During this time Mrs,_ Cook started having r‘iigh.tmares;about' thei’;
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~ ** * * leader as the trunk and’ the -assistants as branches. New members are twigs. Each .
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home"‘ er. intuitive fears were strong enough to alarm. Mr Cook and they re-
home several days before they wete expected .. S .

. - The dreams had been correct The Cooks arrived to find thelr car missing and
their home in a shambles, When Mrs. Cook: finally found Linda, she belligeréntly -

~.informed her parents that the group had- used the family car (which was not’

insured for other.drivers) and had also used their house for fellowship meetings.
 Lindq ‘angrily~defended her ffiends, informing. her parents. that Christ wants all

peopge to :share their wotidly goods. When the. parents worriedly asked about ’ |

o+ Ann; they were wold that she was’ attending fellowshxp meetmgs also

At -tlns point Mr. Cook became fuﬁous He demanded his car back, only to
find % dent in the fender, the'air conditionipg hroken, and debris all over the back
seat No one had any explanation. Neither was there an explangtion for the food

distributed all over the house, rotting on the fleor, nor for the cigarette holes itr -. IR

~ two tablecloths. Were these the same polite youngsters who had been coming
", around the last two months? Then Ann walked in with a Bible in her hand,
amnouncing that she was “born again.”’ At this pom ﬁ?g Cooks ordered all group .
_members out of the house. Linda started screaming ifiSults at her parents quxckly
packed her bag, and.ieft with her fnends ) . - -
The mghtmares had b'ecome a reahty The Cooks, frantic wmth the loss of -

‘their daughter, despérately tried to learn where she was. They searched her room
for telephone numbers and found none. They called old frierids, only to Jearn that

3

no one had séen hes in months. ﬁnal]y, they were forced to call the girl who

orighally introduced Linda to the group and were told that Lmda had gone tos

hve with Chnst No- further mfonnatxon was given,

Two weeks later Linda called her parents to tell them she was f'me but not
v to visit her. Her new family. was taking care of all her needs. Who was this family?
The Cooks called their local church group to inquire about The Way orgamzauon

fut no one had. ever hearq of the group. Theytfied all the churches around an’d -

eceived the same response, Finally they called % Christlan magazine, and were
told that’Phe Way ' was ult group and ndt considered one of thf, Christian,
religions. It was equated/with the Moonies and all the other offbeat “religions”
and had base’s in fifty-five areas many of them~at‘)road It also had itg own police
force . . ‘

] -
. . "
. e« "
.

' Af ‘ er calls to the local. police, county govemment ofﬁmajs ‘school adminis- .

- trators, the clergy, lawyers, ahd psychologists, ‘the Cogks learned a basic Horrible -
truth. Lirda ‘was tighteen. No one could help her. People were mterested Yes, it

was a shame that the cults were protected by the First Amenﬁment of the US. -
(‘onst . Too bad that young kids tould be kidnapped that way,.but there -
was nothing anyone cotild"do abouf it. . The Cooks could not believe their-ears. ..

A They had raieed Linda for eighteen years, encouraging her to be liberal in thinking

\

and to accept all people, regardless of r&e, color, and creed. She was accepted in,
- college as an hororstudent, s’mdﬁflg art. Her high school arf teacher had called. .
" her brilliant, .thh an exciting future. Now there was no future. And there was’

P by

j nothmgthey eoulddo \ s -

o> T ‘ ) “ . .
The next ttme the Cooks ealledt Linday she was not allowed to come fo the
telephone They left a messagé but neverl

exved a call back Mrs. Cook calleb :
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~ every day, but her calls were never returned. Her doctor prescribed tranquilizers,
which were not much help. Finally after several weeks, Linda called to say that
she was through with her instruction, whatever that meant, ahd would soon come
home to visit. Her parents were not allowed to visit her, however. When Linda
walked into her home again, they saw the same glazed look of her friends. But the
eyes staring back blankly did not belong to their dasughter. ' ' Z

" Linda smiled and blessed them. She had found an apartment ith a membgt""

‘called Nancy. When her parents asked about her college plans, she smiled againas - S |

o . though théy were being foolish. “T am going to serve God,” she said. “He doesn’
. s need me'to go to college.” There would be no art work for her. She had takena“
7 job at & local sandwich shop and would spend all her.spare time spreading the.
word. The Cooks were interested in finding out whose word Linda would be '
e spreading, Certainly. no' God threy had gver heard about was interested in stunting
' .. the growth of individualt in his name. : S ' . N
~.4 Under the guise of intgrest in Lindd’s group, Mrs. Esok visited a fellowship
. ~ meeting. This was the fist timesLinda had shown any of her old affection. Sh® - ¢
o, ~wanted her parents to understand what had happeged to her and to rejoice inTher ©
mew vocation. Mr. Cook, afraid that he ngight go in and kidnap. her on the spot,
~ degcidéd he had better stay home. ot e :
. / ) ' A@T‘,the meeting 'Mrs. Cook sat hack in a chair, listening to the group leader . *
‘ ' address the members as«f they were small”children at Sunday school. Trying to
remain objective, she became inwardly Shocked at the distortions she heard. When'
she Questioned the interpretadons; she was quickly frownéd upon. Their leader
. was described as having been personally appointed by God to reinterpret the Bible, *
% and it was a privilege for his followers to' accept his divine wisdom. He in turn
« * would ac?:g)t their time, money, dedication, and lives. Mrs\Cook _went home that |
night without '‘any hope for Linda, who,could not be reasoned with-any word:
. against' the ‘groyp brought hysterics. Her only plahs for heslife were to wander
., “ - " around the wor d teaching the philosophy of lifeagcording to. the leader. .
7 ~ The Cooks were despondent. Their daughter was lost. - > ‘

.

-

$, In desperation they called all their friends and relatives” The suggestions they

: received were many and varied—have her deprogrammed, kidnap het and take her

oL out of thg country, get a court order and have her committed,send the policein =~ - * -
' _and put her in jail. None of the suggestionsgounded reasonable or financially

feasible. The Cooks were a middle-class family with an average income. Where ’

.2 . would the money comegfrom?

. I ’ By chance Mrs. Cook received a telephorie call from quom.ari in the next
' " county -who had heard-about Lifida at a party, where friends of the Cooks wer®
discussing the situatian. Mrs. Jordan hag had a similar eéxperience. Her daughter,
_ Jill, was currently being deprogrammed at a rapch, in the state of Arizona, and
her roommate, Carol,’ Was also being, deprdgrammed from The Way: Did Mrs. _
ook want the télephone number? rasping at anything, "Mrs. Cook took the. i
LY ‘ mGmber and immedntely called the ranch. She spoke to the tgmanagers of the
g ' organization, who would stage a kidnapping and fly Linda to Arizona where she .
‘" could be rehabilitated. They could not promise total recovery, but most of their
' cases returned to normal lives: The cost could be thousands of dollars, however.
Perlpps Mrs, Cook would like to, talk to Carol -Baker, who was finishing up her
o * . deprogramming aetivities. . BEERI . e . :

s . - Al
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: 1t needed for protection, and a network of people ready to converge when ne
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Carol, who had been living at the ranch for six weeks, gave Mus. Cook her |

first hope for Linda. No.longer a member of The Way, Carol denounced the
group and even pronused she would describe its methods in writing.. She said

she would be coming to the Cboks’ area soon and would visit Linda personalLy_ ‘

to try to help her.

A week later, Mm Cook recetved a twelve—page letter from Carol, descnbmg

" the indoctrination techniques of The Way. Here at least was proof that Linda’s
, group was not legitimate. Perhaps if the Cooks gathered enough material, they
-could present it tb’ Linda without having to kidnap her and put her through

traumati¢ experience. At least it was worth a try. Mr. Cook had heard about-an
orgapization which helped parents called Citizens Engaged in Reuniting Families

- (CERF). He called several religious organizations for the address and was supplied h

with the information by B’Nai B'Rith. Known to be anti-Semitic, The Way was

beginning to acquire a national reputation for adverse propaganda. Soon CERF .

mailed a great deal of material to the Cooks and gave several addresses where

—more information was available. After several weeks the Cooks had compiled a;

notebook of damaging-facts. Their leader was perceived to be a charlatan who

ran a subtle, dangerous organization, The Cfoks were warned to be careful ins

dealmgs with him. He had money and power,fand did not hesitate to use them. He
encouraged his. members to hire lawyers. aga{nst their parents if the parents were
foolish enough to try to remove their child from hisgrip. - . 1

The Cooks realized they were ﬁghtmg a war, a type of cold war agamst an’
enemy not seen but always present—an enemy with no scruples or anything ap-
proaching rational behavior. The group had thousands of members, all the mone

. The Cooks had only their will to save their daughter No ofie co
them They would have to do it alone ’ '

Gathering all the mformatxon including Carol’s devastating letter into the

notebook, the Cooks invited Linda homg for dinner. She accepted the invitation
and talked nervously about her plans for joining the ministry. The parents won-

. dered about her nervousness. Had information -gotten back to the group about

their investigations? Finally, after a strained’ dinner, they sat down with their
daughter and showed her the notebook of indicting information. Lirrda took it To
her old room and remained there for a long tmée When'she came-out, shaking™
with - futy, she screamed at her parents and hysterically left the house, refusing
exer to return. But at léast sht had read all the articles. Perhaps she would retdm
smne of the information. : .

The next week the parentsstarted to receive unusual telephone calls. When
Mirs. Cook answered the telephcne, a vpice said he was calling from Louisville,
Kentutcky, and was returning Mrs. Cook’s call asking for insurance. Surely this was
a bogus call. But why? Remembering that Carol Baker was from Louisville and
had left her telephone number.on her letfer, Mrs. Cook then ealled the number to
see if Carol, knew anything about the call. Mr. Baker answered and Mrs. Cogk
introduced herself. She told him ab ut‘é%ol’s letter and how much help it had
been. When.she asked if she could speak to Carol, there was asilence. Mr. Baker
announced that he had no daughter named Carol and refused to give any informa-

tion' or comment on the situation. But he had answered the telephone to the
. name of Mr Baker: Mrs. Cook hnng up, upset and fnghtened"tht were they

-8
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trying to do? Why,‘didn'-t; he mention Carol? Were they all in some odd plot? Did

the telephone call from Louisville only’ confirm to the group that Mrs. Cook and
the Bakers knew each other? Had Carol given her a qlisleading telephone number

- on purpose? If that was.true, then why had she written the letter? What was going .-

o on?.
- . S, : € - :

A few days later an article arrived from CERF stating that a Way member in

Louisville had committed suicide. There had been several suicides in the area and

the police were investigating. The Cooks were afraid. What was going on, and how

were they involved?, Then they received another letter from Carol, who had gone

home and was soon afterward persuaded by the group-to retum to The, Way's
college in Kansas. Although the group had filed a lawsuit against her father, Carol
was happy to be back, and the Cooks should forget the bad things she had said
. about the. group. The Cooks were puzzled. They were not dealing with anything
they understood. Rut ore ghing was clear: they were being watched. The Way

knew that Carol’s original letter was in the Cooks’ possession. The group also

knew that the Cooks were trying to get Linda away. And the group was deter-

mined to keep her. -

~ In the rﬁeantimé, under p_ressx_i.fe from both sides, Linda became vinc&ingly
nervouss Working behind the meat counter of a grocery store, she accidentally

sliced off part of her finger, causing her to leave the job for several weeks. For the

first time in nine months, the group was unable to control her activities during the

day. When Linda turned to her “family” for help, she was told that God would

help her. However, the “family” still expected her to continue contributing

money for rent, food, and tithing.-When it .looked as if God was not going to
provide, Linda called her parents and asked for help. Mrs. Cook, only too glad of
a chance to intervene, took her daughter tgithe doctor and spent as much time as

possible with her during her convalescenc€. She called-the doctor; spoke to him -

privately, and explained the situation. The doctor offered to do anything to help
_ and deliberately told Linda to remain out of work for two extra weeks. o

At this time all the Cooks got together. Linda’s oldest siste'r,'Pét, had a pllan'.‘

She would drive Linda to relatives in New Jersey over Easter and then to visit an
. old friend, Barbara, in a former neighborhood. Barbara would be persuaded to
* keep Linda theére for a while and talk to her. All those involved in the plan were

. contacted and agreed to help. Subsequently Pat drove Linda away during Easter.

The group, furious; called the local leaders and informed them of Linda’s

exit. Linda’s roommates called Mrs. Cook and demanded to know her where-

" abouts. When Mrs. Cook refused to tell them, angry insults and threats followed.

“We're not, worried,”, they informed Mrs. Cook cheerfully, ““Linda belongs to us.”

- QOver my dead body, thought Mrs, Cook.’ '

. . , s «

‘Linda retumned from her trip, confused and shaken, showing the first signs of
indecision. Relatives and friends had tried their best to persuade her to return
home and begin college. Barbara suggested that she would come and visit her in
the near future. ' .

L} : . .

" Recognizing the confusion: at-once, the group was prepared to deal with it

and sarted pressuring Linda to join the ministry as soon as possible. The members

A
¥
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redoubled their efforts and Lmda weakened telling her parents she would be
leavmg in a few months to become a mmzster The situation seemed hopeless ’
Then Barbara decided she would.come . andstay with Linda in her “family”

apartment. It soon became clear to the group members that Barbara‘was not one
of them and actually opposed. them, although she never openly spoke in opposi-
tion. The Cooks and Barbara then put as much pressure on Linda as they thought
she could possibly handle without a breakdown. Hundreds of cult members had
been unaple to withstand group and family pressures and had subsequently ‘col- |
lapsed under the strain. Finally, one week before she was to l¢ave, Linda told her
parents she had changed her mind; she would remain in the area. Although she
would not jom the ministry, she did plan to remain active in the group And she
would begm her art classes in the tall It wasa begmnmg

Lmda returned home that fall and the period of rehabilitation began The
group continued to call her and tned to see her. The Cooks refused to give Linda -

. the messages and refused to let members in ‘their home. They changed their

telephone number to ari unlisted number. Mss. Cook drove Linda home from ..
work and college classes. To her knowledge there wasfno way -for ‘the group to
influence Linda for any length of time. Once the influence was.broken, the
hypnotic spell was broken. Cult groups need daily reinforcement to keep their - .
members. Without it, membess soon begm questxonmg thexr hehavior and even—
tually leave the groups. ‘ ( - ‘ .

The Cooks began to feel relieved. Ap eﬁﬂy The Way had given up on their
ddughter, and she could continue in her perdgnal growth. At Christmas, however,

Mrs. Cook }mppened to pick up a card and was shocked to find that it was
addressed td Carol Baker, who was no longer in Kansas. Instead she had been sent -

to the Cooks’ area. Carol was living on the same block where Linda was working
and was able to see Linda every day. Well, Mrs. Cook decided, now is the time to
test Linda’y strength. She must have the will to reject’ the group herself. This time
Linda rejected the overtures. She finished her art cla$ses for the year and worked
at a resart with Barbara during the sufmmer. In the fall the two girls visited
London, after which Linda retumed to art school.

: & .
® . ® x - xR % *

Linda was fortunate. The concentrated efforts of her family and friends
eventually saved her life. For every Linda, there are thousands of young people
who will never return to normal, At present there are no means of helping them.
The cult groups are armed with money, organizational skills, and tax leopholes.

Most Of’d” they are armed. with the ignorance of the. pubhc -

What can be done? Probably the best s way to educate the public is to begm
giving the facts to the schools. All schools should have the names of cults, their
pseudonymis, methods of attracting the youth, ways of mﬁltratmg the curriculum,
and places’ of operation. This information can be obtained from several citizen

~ grofips and their local affiliates throughout the United States. The facts should be

included in the college curriculum for education majors and should be distributed
te the communities as well. An in-service day.might be devoted to Lovermg the
information in the schools, from the eiementary to the college levels.”

It -takes only a short period of tune to undo what pdrents have worked a
lifetime to accomplish. Fhis is the hardest,fact todfjelieve, but the Cooks. and

-f'.‘ ., .. . . "
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thousands of other parents would be the first to corroborate it. They never
thought it could happen tp them, and-any parents who think it can’t happen to
them ay find their child the next victim. - IR . S
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~* ' RESOURCES FOR PUBLIC POLICY ACTIVITIES -

While 'legiskative policymaking activities have been few, reéeércﬁ and é.tudy "

~ for public policy have increased. Two listings which follow provide examples of
such policy-based rgsearch Activities. Foundations are supporting much of this
effort. CoLe C ) e ‘ ‘
"Child Care and Public Policy
£ . : ‘
e A Survey of Institutions Conducting Rgsearch on Child Care-and Public
Policy , ' - o . '

’ o National Institute pf Mental Health . .«
Contract #278-77-0027 =~
_ROckyille, Maryland

Child Development and Sodial Policy -
3 .

e Bush de;\dati.on _Univer.sity Based Po’licy'.Centc_:ré . .

11

*. The Bush Training Program in Child Development
~ and Social Policy . | ) "
UCLA Graduate School of Education . ,
Los Angeles, California 90024 - .
Program in Child Development and Social Policy
" University of Michigan " - \
- E /3433 Mason Hall . = - o
. Ann Arbor, Michigan 48109 -
| ;Eush Institute for Child and Family Policy - ¢ .
rank Porter Graham Child Development Center
-~ Highway 54 Bypass West
$ - University, of North Carolina
Chapel Hill, North Carolina 27514

o 4
Bush Center in Child Development and Social Policy
‘P.O. Box 11A Yale Station |

Yale University | ‘
- New Haven, ,Conneaicut A06520




FamilyJ Policy ---

N e _Garnegie Corperatxon Effort .~ .- o

-

. Center for the Study of Famlh@ and Children
- Vanderbilt Institute for Public Pohcy Studies
Box 15116 Station B :

-+ .. Nashville, Tennessee 37420

. Ford Foundanon Effort' - - ~ '

LT Natlonal Consortmm on Families and Chﬂdnen
Bank Street College of Education -
10 West 112th Street P
ew York, New York 10025 - 7

Petro:t Mlchxgan 48202

. o .\ Meérmill-Palmer Ibnstitut‘e‘ . s..
&/ . -71 East Ferfy Avehue o

=7 Pacific Ogks College - /
N ;,,"‘,’n 714 West California Boulevard
2 PaSadena, California 91105

A ,(“ .
A

Natlonal lnsttmte of Mental Health (NIMH) Effort ’

. - Center for the Study of Families and the State ’
: Institute for Policy Scxences and Public Affairs ‘ o
&/. Duke University - } .
Box 4875 Duke Station o
* Durham, North Carolina 27706 N

A}

-

- ‘ Adolescent Pregnancy

Adolescent pregnancy is one social issue which succeeded in recewmg con-
gressional’ attentxcm Spearheaded by HEW Secretary Joseph Califano and
Ms. Eunice Shriver of. the Joseph P. Kennedy Foundation, Congress passed the

Adolescent Pregnancy Act (P.L. 95-626) of 1978. On October 31, 1978, Secre- ' '
‘tary Califano opened the Office of Adolescent Pregnancy Programs under the :

direction of Dr. Lulurﬂdc Nix. - PN

Guidelines for applym T grants under the Adolescent Pregnancy Act can
'be obtained through the '%’éﬁ?ral Register of Monday, Marchd2, 1979, page
13549, As of June 1979,.a total of $8 million was avaﬂable for uch programs
F u.rther information can also be obfamed from

Ofﬁce of Adolescent Pre’g_nancy Programs -/
c/o Dr. Lulumae Nix

- Department of Health, Educatiov\d Welfare .
400 Maryland Avenue, SW SR
Washington, D.C. 20202
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? ~-'(Vol. 31} No. 2, May, 1977) . -
. Po'pu}aﬁon ‘Reference’ Bureau, f.nc : o '
»’;_ ."_:}754 “N™ Street, NW S 4 R e T
3 Washmg_ton D.C. 1'0036- ok JONN | | W S
e - ‘- ' ’ Vlolencemtthamrly S R B
"n\ . ! * ‘ - . -
' Recently Presxdent Carter requestbd that Secretary Califano create an Inter- ; o
* departmental (‘omrmttee oft Domestic Violence. The purpose of this commitfee is - - :
;1o review federal programs which could pr do provrde programs to assist victims . -
" of domesnc;wc?encc The comm:ttec report 1s expecte.d to be completcd by A
June 1\5 1979 | L " e e N | .
.~ '+ In addition, ﬁrc Administration for (‘hﬂdren Ycutlr and Famrgefs(A(‘YF) Of g =~ o
) the Department of-HEW has a ne‘ly created Ofﬁee of Dcfnest:c clence. Thm : .
. ) . . - \ ' F . 5
N , + v ' ...- s
S 95 oo
- &, + Lo " ‘__ . '* :‘ ]
* = ~ - r . ’ . ' :
- & - * Tt ..‘ . A F N . . =

) adclescent pregnancy mclude the fcllowmg :epcrts
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" Other spec1a1 resource documents which can be helpful to those mterested in p

-

t

- Federal Programs of Possible Help to SchooI-Age - R N
Parents, Their Children, Families or Cammunities ( 19?9) o -
- Parent/Early Childhood Special Programs Staff’ . ”
- Bureau of Elementary and Secondary Education . ) _
Departmient of HEW/Office of Education - - ..

"\ 480 Maryland Avenue, SW, Room 2083
- Waslungtcn D,C. 20202 .

- Survey of Programs far Schoot—Age Parents t1979) -
\ . Parent/Early Childhood and Special Program Staff

P&
L]

agl Bulietin A dolescent Pregmmcy ard
Ch'ildb ng—Growing Concerns for. f?rnerzcans

"\ cfo Beryl Parke - | L i
" Bureau of Elementary and Secondary Educatiop | ' v
- 400 Maryland Avenue, SW, Room 2083 J - el
! Washmgtcn,DC 20202 - '_‘- R '; I
A Comprehensipe Appmach to the Problem of.{dqlescent S o
Pregnancy: A General Sunreyf the Literature(1974). ... & . .. . . ...
Interagency Task Force on Ccmprehen _} Programs fcr P A S
~~ School-Age Parents.’ - e .
. . US.Office of Education - Y 3.
: 400 Maryland Avenue, SW LI TP S T I
Washmgtcn DC 20202 ' T :‘r TS W e e W T R
A ¥ ) e . .
- .. Families and Schools: Implementing Parent Education ” L e )
_ - Report No. 121 (1979) . = - . S .
N ‘,‘,Emgcatmn Commission of the States D B : s
©T 71860 Linceln Street ‘ R T . B
Denver, Colorado 80295 ’ o e S
. . M - ’ . . o ]
Fmally, a thoréug,h analysis mcludmg cautxons to be apphed to statlstxcs on . :
; adolescent pregnancy }sthe.followmg TR . ‘ N o
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! ‘office, in addition to. the National Center on Child Aﬁme'al};tﬁ"ﬁdixsed in th‘é"‘“

Administration -for Children, Youth and Families, will coordinate research and .
programs sun'oundmg these prob'lems. For furt{ler mformatxon wnte '
¢

i

Dr.J une’ Zeftland

, ~ Mr. Steve Leeds S
' . Office of Domestié Violence . ‘
Donhoe Building, 6th and oy, Streets, SW
Adﬁnmstratxon for Children, Youth: and Famlhes/HEW y
Washington DC 20202 . | .
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