
SULLIVAN, J o y c e  A n n , 1 9 3 1 -
CHARACTERISTICS PERTAINING TO THE SELECTION 
OF DATING AND MARITAL PARTNERS AS PERCEIVED BY 
COLLEGE STUDENTS AND THEIR PARENTS.

The Ohio S t a t e  U n i v e r s i t y ,  P h . D . ,  1 9 7 1  
Home E con om ics

University Microfilms, A XEROX Company, Ann Arbor, Michigan

©  1972 

Joyen Ann Sul 11 van

ALL RIGHTS RESERVED

THIS DISSERTATION HAS BEEN MICROFILMED EXACTLY AS RECEIVED



CHARACTERISTICS PERTAINING TO THE SELECTION OF DATING AND 

MARITAL PARTNERS AS PERCEIVED BY COLLEGE 

STUDENTS AND THEIR PARENTS

DISSERTATION

P r e s e n t e d  in  P a r t i a l  F u l f i l l m e n t  o f  th e  R e q u i r e m e n t s  f o r  
t h e  Degree  Doctor  o f  P h i lo s o p h y  in t h e  G r a d u a te  

School o f  The O h io  S t a t e  U n i v e r s i t y

By

Joyce A. S u l l i v a n ,  B . S . ,  M.A

The Ohio  S t a t e  U n i v e r s i t y

1971

Approved by

Advi s e r

School  o f  Home Economics



PLEASE NOTE:

Some pages have indistinct 
print. Filmed as received.

University Microfilms, A Xerox Education Company



ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The a u t h o r  w i s h e s  t o  e x p r e s s  s i n c e r e  a p p r e c i a t i o n  t o  Her  m a jo r  

a d v i s e r .  Dr.  C l a r l b e l  T a y l o r ,  Cha irm an ,  D i v i s i o n  o f  Family and  C h i l d  

D ev e lo p m en t ,  f o r  h e r  c o n t i n u o u s  g u id a n c e  and  s u p p o r t  th ro u g h  t h e  

d e s i g n i n g  and I m p le m e n ta t io n  o f  t h i s  s t u d y .  A p p r e c i a t i o n  I s  a l s o  

g r a t e f u l l y  e x t e n d e d  t o  o t h e r  members o f  t h e  co m m it tee ,  Dr. A l f r e d  C l a r k e ,  

Dr. L o i s  G i lm ore  and Dr, I .  K e i th  T y l e r  f o r  t h e t r  generous  t i m e  and 

I n s i g h t f u l  c o n t r i b u t i o n s  t o  t h e  m a n u s c r i p t .

The h u n d red s  o f  s t u d e n t s  and p a r e n t s  a f f i l i a t e d  w i t h  The 

U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Akron a r e  a l s o  g r a t e f u l l y  acknow ledged  f o r  t h e i r  w i l l i n g ­

n e s s  and c o o p e r a t i o n  In  t h e i r  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  In t h i s  s tu d y .

S p e c i a l  g r a t i t u d e  I s  a l s o  e x t e n d e d  t o  D r .  Ralph Blackwood and 

R o b e r t  Seeman o f  The U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Akron f o r  t h e i r  t ime and a s s i s t a n c e  

In c o m p u te r  programming and a n a l y s i s  o f  t h e  r e s e a r c h  d a t a .

And f i n a l l y ,  a  s p e c i a l  word o f  t h a n k s  t o  the  w r i t e r ' s  h u s b a n d ,  

m o th e r  and c h i l d r e n  f o r  t h e i r  e f f o r t s  and encouragem ent  which  h e l p e d  to  

make t h e  w r i t e r ' s  d o c t o r a l  s t u d y  a p o s s i b i l i t y  and a r e a l i t y .



VITA

March 18, 1931 . . B orn ,  C le v e l a n d ,  Ohio

1952 ............................. B .S .  (Home Economics E d u c a t i o n ) ,  Kent S t a t e  U n i v e r s i t y ,
K e n t ,  Ohio

1952-1962 . . . .  i n s t r u c t o r ,  J u n i o r  High and High School Home Economics
T r e n t o n ,  Michigan ,  Warren and K ent ,  Ohio

1954-1957 . . . .  I n s t r u c t o r ,  Adult E d u c a t io n ,  Warren,  Ohio

1962-1967 . . . .  I n s t r u c t o r  In Food and N u t r i t i o n  and Family  L i f e
Kent S t a t e  U n i v e r s i t y ,  K en t ,  Ohio

1963 .............................  M.A. (Home Econom ics) ,  Kent S t a t e  U n i v e r s i t y ,
K e n t ,  Ohio

1 9 6 7 - ........................A s s o c i a t e  P r o f e s s o r  and Head o f  Depar tment  o f  Home
Economics ,  The U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Akron, Akron,  Ohio

PUBLICATIONS

“Using  ITV f o r  Food I n s t r u c t i o n " ,  J o u rn a l  o f  Home Economics . March, 1966 

" T e l e v i s e d  Food D e m o n s t r a t i o n s " ,  J o u rn a l  o f  Home Economics. May, 1967

FIELDS OF STUDY 

Major F i e l d :  Family and C h i ld  Development

S t u d i e s  In Family and C h i ld  Development,  Dr. C l a r l b e l  M. T a y lo r  

S t u d i e s  in Home Economics  E d u c a t io n ,  Dr. Marie  D irks  

S t u d i e s  In M ult i -M ed ia  Communicat ions ,  Dr. I .  K e i th  T y l e r

i n



CONTENTS

Page

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS.....................................................................................................................  H

V I T A .............................................................................................................................................. *11

T A B L E S ........................................................................................................................................  v H

CHAPTER

I INTRODUCTION......................................................................................................  1

S t a t e m e n t  o f  t h e  P rob lem  ...............................................................  6
S t a t i s t i c a l  Des ign  ..............................................................................  8
H y p o th e s e s  .................................................................................................  9
L i m i t a t i o n s .................................................................................................  10
D e f i n i t i o n  o f  Terms Used In S t u d y ............................................  10

II REVIEW OF LIT ERA TU R E...................................................................................  12

The R a t i n g  and D a t in g  C o m p l e x ...................................................... 13
S o c i a l  Homogamy and Endogamy ...................................................... 18

R a c e .......................................................................................   19
R e l i g i o n ...................................................... ....................................... 20
E t h n i c  O r i g i n ......................................    21
S o c i a l  S t a t u s  and P r o p i n q u i t y  . . . . .  ....................... 21
T h e o r i e s  o f  Complementary  Needs and

V a l u e  Consensus  In Mate S e l e c t i o n  . . . . . . .  23
P a r e n t a l  Image and P a r e n t a l  I n f l u e n c e  . . . . . . . .  28
The I d e a l  Mate T h e o r y .........................................................................  33
P e r s o n a l i t y  C h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  and  P h y s i c a l  T r a i t s  . . .  37
C h an g in g  L i f e  S t y l e s  .........................................................................  M
D r u g s ................................................................................................................  M*
Sexua l  P e r m i s s i v e n e s s .........................................................................  It5
A l t e r n a t i v e s  t o  P r e - m a r i t a l  P r e g n a n c y ..................................  1*7
A l t e r n a t i v e  L i f e  S t y l e s ....................................................................  1*8

I I I RESEARCH D E S IG N ..................................   51

H y p o t h e s e s .................................................................................................. 55
D e s c r i p t i o n  o f  t h e  P o p u l a t i o n ...................................................... 56
S t u d e n t  P o p u l a t i o n   .....................................................  56
P a r e n t a l  P o p u l a t i o n  ..............................................................................  59

lv



CONTENTS ( c o n t in u e d )

CHAPTER P a g e

I I I  ( c o n t in u e d )

D e s c r i p t i o n  o f  Sample ........................................................................ 60
S t u d e n t s ...........................................................................................  60
P a r e n t s  ...........................................................................................  63
I n s t ru m e n t   ..................................  64

P i l o t  S tudy  ...........................................................................................  66
R e l i a b i l i t y  o f  t h e  I n s t r u m e n t ...............................    66
S t a t i s t i c a l  A n a l y s i s  o f  D a t a ........................................................ 69

IV PRESENTATION AND ANALYSIS OF DATA........................    73

S tu d e n t  P r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  Dat ing  and M a r i t a l
P a r t n e r s ................................................................................................ 74

S t u d e n t s '  and P a r e n t s '  P r e f e r e n c e s  f o r
M a r i t a l  P a r t n e r s  ........................................................................... 77

Female and Male P r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  M a r i t a l
P a r t n e r s ...............................................................................................  84

Female and Male P r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  D a t ing
P a r t n e r s ................................................................................................ 87

M o th e r s '  P r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  M a r i t a l  P a r t n e r s
f o r  D a u g h te r s  and S o n s ..............................................................  93

F a t h e r s '  P r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  M a r i t a l  P a r t n e r s
f o r  D a u g h te r s  and S o n s ..............................................................  95

P r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  M a r i t a l  P a r t n e r s  f o r
M arr ied  and N on-m arr ied  S t u d e n t s    . . .  98

P r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  D a t in g  P a r t n e r s  f o r
M arr ied  and N on-m arr ied  S tu d e n t s  ....................................... 104

P r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  M a r i t a l  P a r t n e r s  f o r
Cam pus-R es iden ts  and N o n -R es id en ts  ..................................  104

D a t in g  P r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  D at ing  P a r t n e r s  f o r
Cam pus-R es iden ts  and N on-R es iden ts  ..................................  107

P r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  M a r i t a l  P a r t n e r s  as  Viewed by 
S e l f - p e r c e t v e d  L i b e r a l ,  C o n s e r v a t iv e  and
Independent  S t u d e n t s  ...................................................................  107

P r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  D a t in g  P a r t n e r s  a s  Viewed by 
S e l f - p e r c e i v e d  L i b e r a l ,  C o n s e r v a t iv e  and
Independent  S t u d e n t s  ...................................................................  115

Summary  .............................................................    117

V SUMMARY AND IMPLICATIONS..........................................................  118
*

G enera l  F i n d i n g s ........................................................................... .. . 119
F i n d i n g s  In R e l a t i o n  t o  t h e  Null H y p o t h e s e s .................... 120

Null  H y p o th e s i s  1   120
Null  H y p o th e s i s  2   . . . . . .  120
Null  H y p o th es is  3   121

v



CONTENTS ( c o n t in u e d )

CHAPTER Page

V ( c o n t in u e d )

Null  h y p o t h e s i s  4  . ........................................................................  122
Null  h y p o t h e s i s  5 ......................................................................   122
Null h y p o t h e s i s  6 . . . .  ...................... . . . . . . .  122
Null  h y p o t h e s i s  7 ............................................................................ 123

I m p l i c a t i o n s ................................................................................................ 125
S u g g e s t i o n s  f o r  F u r t h e r  Research  , ...........................................  128

APPENDICES.................................................................................................................................  130

A. T a b l e s  P r e s e n t i n g  t h e  Group With t h e  H ig h e s t  P e r c e n ta g e  
o f  R e j e c t i o n ,  Chi S q u a re ,  Degrees  o f  Freedom and 
P r o b a b i l i t y  L e v e l s  f o r  C h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  I n f lu e n c in g  
t h e  S e l e c t i o n  o f  D a t in g  an d /o r  M a r i t a l  P a r tn e r s  a s  
P e r c e i v e d  by V a r i o u s  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n s  o f  S tu d en ts  and 
P a r e n t s  . . . . . . . . . .  ...................................................................  131

G. S t u d e n t  Q u e s t i o n n a i r e ......................................................................................  lMt
i*

C. P a r e n t a l  Q u e s t i o n n a i r e .................................................................................  153

BIBLIOGRAPHY............................................................................................................................  159

v i



TABLES

Table Page

t .  MALE PERCEPTIONS OF CAMPUS NORMS FOR FEMALE
POPULARITY............................................................................................... 17

I I .  TABLE AND RANK OF 18 PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS IN 
MATE SELECTION BASED ON MEAN VALUE, BY YEAR 
AND S E X ......................................................................................................... *0

I I I .  COMPARISON OF NORMS CONCERNING ESSENTIAL AND IMPORTANT 
OBJECTIVES IN LIFE FOR UNIVERSITY OF AKRON AND 
NATIONAL COLLEGE FRESHMEN, 1970 ...............................................  58

IV. COMPARISON OF NORMS REGARDING POLITICAL BELIEFS FOR
UNIVERSITY OF AKRON AND NATIONAL COLLEGE 
FRESHMEN, 1970   58

V. DESCRIPTION OF STUDENTS INCLUDED IN SAMPLE N«**65 . . . . 62

VI. DESCRIPTION OF PARENTS INCLUDED IN SAMPLE N-318 . . . .  65

V I I .  KENDALL'S RANK ORDER CORRELATION COEFF1C I ENT (TAU) ,
STANDARD DEVIATIONS z SCORES AND PROBABILITY
LEVELS FOR MARITAL AND DATING SCALES AS AN
INDICATOR OF R E L IA B IL IT Y .............................................................. 70

V I I I .  PERCENTAGES AND LEVELS OF PROBABILITY FOR CHI SQUARE
VALUES FOR CHARACTERISTICS INFLUENCING THE 
ACCEPTANCE OR REJECTION OF DATING AND MARITAL 
PARTNERS AS VIEWED BY COLLEGE STUDENTS (N-465) . . .  75

IX. PERCENTAGES AND LEVELS OF PROBABILITY FOR CHI SQUARE
VALUES FOR CHARACTERISTICS INFLUENCING THE
ACCEPTANCE OR REJECTION OF MARITAL PARTNERS
AS VIEWED BY COLLEGE STUDENTS (N=i»65) AND
THEIR PARENTS ( N * 3 1 8 ) ........................................................................ 79

X. AVERAGE MEAN SCORES, t-VALUES AND PROBABILITY LEVELS
FOR CHARACTERISTICS INFLUENCING THE ACCEPTANCE 
OR REJECTION OF MARITAL PARTNERS AS PERCEIVED 
BY COLLEGE STUDENTS (N“ ^&5) AND THEIR
PARENTS (N-318) .....................................................................................  81

v l  I



TABLES ( c o n t i n u e d )

T a b le  Page

XI.  PERCENTAGES AND LEVEL OF PROBABILITY FOR CM SQUARE
VALUES FOR THE "MOST DETRIMENTAL" CHARACTERISTICS
FOR MARITAL PARTNERS AS PERCEIVED BY COLLEGE
STUDENTS AND THEIR PARENTS ........................................................... 82

X I I .  ITEM CONSIDERED "MOST DETRIMENTAL", CHI SQUARE VALUE,
DEGREES OF FREEOOM AND PROBABILITY LEVEL INDICATING
PREFERENCE FOR MARITAL PARTNERS AS PERCEIVED BY
STUDENTS (N-465) ANO PARENTS ( N -318) ..................................  83

X I I I .  PERCENTAGES AND LEVELS OF PROBABILITY FOR CHI SQUARE 
VALUES FOR CHARACTER«ST ICS INFLUENCING THE 
ACCEPTANCE OR REJECTION OF MARITAL PARTNERS 
AS VIEWED BY COLLEGE FEMALES (N-225) ANO
COLLEGE MALES (N-240)    85

XIV. AVERAGE MEAN SCORES, t-VALUES AND PROBABILITY LEVELS 
FOR CHARACTERISTICS INFLUENCING THE ACCEPTANCE 
OR REJECTION OF MARITAL PARTNERS AS PERCEIVED 
BY COLLEGE FEMALES (N«225) AND MALES (N-21+0) . . . .  88

XV. PERCENTAGES AND LEVEL OF PROBABILITY FOR CHI SQUARE VALUES
FOR THE "MOST DETRIMENTAL" CHARACTERISTICS FOR 
MARITAL PARTNERS AS PERCEIVED BY COLLEGE FEMALES 
AND M A L E S .................................................................................................. 89

XVI. ITEM CONSIDERED "MOST DETRIMENTAL", CHI SQUARE VALUES,
DEGREES OF FREEDOM AND PROBABILITY LEVEL
INDICATING PREFERENCES FOR MARITAL PARTNERS
AS PERCEIVED BY COLLEGE FEMALES AND M A L E S ....................  90

XVII.  PERCENTAGES AND LEVELS OF PROBABILITY FOR CHI SQUARE
VALUES FOR CHARACTERISTICS INFLUENCING THE 
ACCEPTANCE OR REJECTION OF DATING PARTNERS 
AS VIEWED BY COLLEGE FEMALES (N-225) AND
COLLEGE MALES (N-2U0 )   92

XVI I I .  PERCENTAGES AND LEVELS OF PROBABILITY FOR CHI SQUARE VALUES
FOR CHARACTERISTICS INFLUENCING THE ACCEPTANCE 
OR REJECTION OF MARITAL PARTNERS FOR DAUGHTERS 
AND SONS AS VIEWED BY MOTHERS (N-168)    $k

XIX. PERCENTAGES AND LEVELS OF PROBABILITY FOR CHI SQUARE
VALUES FOR CHARACTERISTICS INFLUENCING THE 
ACCEPTANCE OR REJECTION OF MARITAL PARTNERS 
FOR DAUGHTERS AND SONS AS VIEWED BY FATHERS (N-147) .  96

v i t l



TABLES ( c o n t i n u e d )

T a b l e  Page

XX. PERCENTAGES AND LEVEL OF PROBABILITY FOR CHI SQUARE
VALUES FOR THE "HOST DETRIMENTAL" CHARACTERISTICS
FOR MARITAL PARTNERS FOR DAUGHTERS AND SONS AS
PERCEIVED BY MOTHERS.....................................................................  99

XXI. ITEM CONSIDERED "MOST DETRIMENTAL", CHI SQUARE VALUES,
DEGREES OF FREEDOM AND PROBABILITY LEVEL 
INDICATING PREFERENCE FOR MARITAL PARTNERS 
FOR DAUGHTERS AND SONS AS PERCEIVED BY
MOTHERS (N-168)   100

XXII. PERCENTAGES AND LEVEL OF PROBABILITY FOR CHI SQUARE
VALUES FOR THE "MOST DETRIMENTAL" CHARACTERISTICS
FOR MARITAL PARTNERS FOR DAUGHTERS AND SONS AS
PERCEIVED BY FATHERS ..................................................................... 101

X X III .  ITEM CONSIDERED "MOST DETRIMENTAL", CHI SQUARE VALUES,
DEGREES OF FREEDOM AND PROBABILITY LEVEL 
INDICATING PREFERENCE FOR MARITAL PARTNERS 
FOR DAUGHTERS AND SONS AS PERCEIVED BY
FATHERS ( N - 1 ^ 7 ) ............................................................................... 102

XXIV. PERCENTAGES AND LEVELS OF PROBABILITY FOR CHI SQUARE 
VALUES FOR CHARACTERISTICS INFLUENCING THE 
ACCEPTANCE OR REJECTION OF MARITAL PARTNERS 
AS VIEWED BY NON-MARRI ED STUDENTS (N-397)
AND MARRIED STUDENTS (N-68)   103

XXV. PERCENTAGES AND LEVELS OF PROBABILITY FOR CHI SQUARE 
VALUES FOR CHARACTERISTICS INFLUENCING THE 
ACCEPTANCE OR REJECTION OF DATING PARTNERS 
AS VIEWED BY NON-MARRI ED STUDENTS (N-397)
ANO MARRIED STUDENTS (N-68 )   105

XXVI. PERCENTAGES AND LEVELS OF PROBABILITY FOR CHI SQUARE 
VALUES FOR CHARACTERISTICS INFLUENCING THE 
ACCEPTANCE OR REJECTION OF MARITAL PARTNERS 
AS VIEWED BY CAMPUS-RESIDENT STUDENTS (N -110)
AND STUDENTS RESIDING WITH PARENTS (N -260)  . . . .  106

XXVII. PERCENTAGES AND LEVELS OF PROBABILITY FOR CHI SQUARE 
VALUES FOR CHARACTERISTICS INFLUENCING THE 
ACCEPTANCE OR REJECTION OF DATING PARTNERS AS 
VIEWED BY CAMPUS-RES I DENT STUDENTS (N -110)  AND 
ST1I0ENTS RESIDING WITH PARENTS ( N - 2 6 0 ) .........................  108

fx



T a b le  

XXV111.

XXIX.

XXX.

XXXI.

XXX11.

XXXII I . 

XXXIV. 

XXXV.

TABLES ( c o n t in u e d )

Page

PERCENTAGES AND LEVELS OF PROBABILITY FOR CHI SQUARE 
VALUES FOR CHARACTERISTICS INFLUENCING THE 
ACCEPTANCE OR REJECTION OF MARITAL PARTNERS 
AS VIEWED BY SELF-PERCEIVED LIBERAL ( N - l12),
CONSERVATIVE (N-156) ANO INDEPENDENT (N-192)
STUDENTS.................................................................................................... HO

AVERAGE MEAN SCORES, t-VALUES AND PROBABILITY LEVELS 
FOR CHARACTERISTICS INFLUENCING THE ACCEPTANCE 
OR REJECTION OF MARITAL PARTNERS AS VIEWED 
BY SELF-PERCEIVED LIBERAL (N-112) ,
CONSERVATIVE (N-156) AND INDEPENDENT (N-192)
STUDENTS.........................................................................................   112

PERCENTAGES AND LEVEL OF PROBABILITY FOR CHI SQUARE 
VALUES FOR THE ''MOST DETRIMENTAL" CHARACTERISTICS 
FOR MARITAL PARTNERS AS PERCEIVED BY LIBERAL,
CONSERVATIVE AND INDEPENDENT COLLEGE
STUDENTS.................................................................................................... 113

ITEM CONSIDERED "MOST DETRIMENTAL", CHI SQUARE VALUES,
DEGREES OF FREEDOM AND PROBABILITY LEVEL
INDICATING PREFERENCE FOR MARITAL PARTNERS
AS PERCEIVED BY LIBERAL, CONSERVATIVE AND
INDEPENDENT STUDENTS...................................................................... 11**

PERCENTAGES AND LEVELS OF PROBABILITY FOR CHI SQUARE 
VALUES FOR CHARACTERISTICS INFLUENCING THE 
ACCEPTANCE OR REJECTION OF DATING PARTNERS 
AS VIEWED BY SELF-PERCEIVED LIBERAL (N-112),
CONSERVATIVE (N-156) AND INDEPENDENT (N-192)
STUDENTS.................................................................................................... 116

CHI SQUARE, DEGREES OF FREEDOM AND PROBABILITY LEVEL 
FOR CHARACTERISTICS INFLUENCING THE ACCEPTANCE 
OR REJECTION OF DATING AND MARITAL PARTNERS 
AS VIEWED BY COLLEGE STUDENTS ( N « * * 6 5 ) ............................. 132

CHI SQUARE, DEGREES OF FREEDOM AND PROBABILITY LEVEL 
FOR CHARACTERISTICS INFLUENCING THE ACCEPTANCE 
OR REJECTION OF MARITAL PARTNERS AS VIEWED BY 
COLLEGE STUDENTS (N-**65) AND THEIR PARENTS (N-318) . 133

CHI SQUARE, DEGREES OF FREEDOM ANO PROBABILITY LEVELS 
FOR CHARACTERISTICS INFLUENCING THE ACCEPTANCE 
OR REJECTION OF MARITAL PARTNERS AS PERCEIVED 
BY COLLEGE FEMALES (N-225) AND COLLEGE
MALES ( N - 2 4 0 ) .....................................................................................  134

x



Page

135

136

137

138

139

140

141

142

TABLES ( c o n t in u e d )

CHI SQUARE, DEGREES OF FREEDOM AND PROBABILITY LEVELS 
FOR CHARACTERISTICS INFLUENCING THE ACCEPTANCE 
OR REJECTION OF DATING PARTNERS AS PERCEIVEO 
BY COLLEGE FEMALES (N-225) AND
COLLEGE MALES (N-240) .......................................................................

CHI SQUARE, DEGREES OF FREEDOM AND PROBABILITY LEVELS 
FOR CHARACTERISTICS INFLUENCING THE ACCEPTANCE 
OR REJECTION OF MARITAL PARTNERS FOR DAUGHTERS 
AND SONS AS VIEWED BY MOTHERS (N-168) ..................................

CHI SQUARE, DEGREES OF FREEDOM AND PROBABILITY LEVELS 
FOR CHARACTERISTICS INFLUENCING THE ACCEPTANCE 
OR REJECTION OF MARITAL PARTNERS FOR DAUGHTERS 
AND SONS AS VIEWED BY FATHERS (N-147) .................................

CHI SQUARE, DEGREES OF FREEDOM AND PROBABILITY LEVELS 
FOR CHARACTERISTICS INFLUENCING THE ACCEPTANCE 
OR REJECTION OF MARITAL PARTNERS AS VIEWED BY 
NON-MARRI ED (N-397) AND MARRIED STUDENTS (N-68) . . -

CHI SQUARE, DEGREES OF FREEDOM AND PROBABILITY LEVELS 
FOR CHARACTERISTICS INFLUENCING THE ACCEPTANCE 
OR REJECTION OF DATING PARTNERS AS VIEWED BY 
NON-MARRI ED (N-397) AND MARRIED STUDENTS (N-68 ) . . .

CHI SQUARE, DEGREES OF FREEDOM AND PROBABILITY LEVELS 
FOR CHARACTERISTICS INFLUENCING THE ACCEPTANCE 
OR REJECTION OF MARITAL PARTNERS AS VIEWED BY 
CAMPUS-RESIDENT STUDENTS (N-110) AND STUDENTS 
RESIDING WITH PARENTS (N-260) ...........................................

CHI SQUARE, DEGREES OF FREEDOM AND PROBABILITY LEVELS 
FOR CHARACTERISTICS INFLUENCING THE ACCEPTANCE 
OR REJECTION OF DATING PARTNERS AS VIEWED BY 
CAMPUS-RESIDENT STUDENTS (N-110) AND STUDENTS 
RESIDING WITH PARENTS (N-260) ....................................................

CHI SQUARE, DEGREES OF FREEDOM AND PROBABILITY LEVEL 
FOR CHARACTERISTICS INFLUENCING THE ACCEPTANCE 
OR REJECTION OF MARITAL PARTNERS AS VIEWED BY 
SELF-PERCEIVED LIBERAL (N-112) ,  CONSERVATIVE 
(N-156) AND INDEPENDENT (N-192) STUDENTS ........................



TABLES ( c o n t i n u e d )

T a b l e  Page

XLIV. CHI SQUARE, DEGREES OF FREEDOM AND PROBABILITY LEVELS 
FOR CHARACTERISTICS INFLUENCING THE ACCEPTANCE 
OR REJECTION OF DATING PARTNERS AS VIEWED BY 
SELF-PERCEIVED LIBERAL (N -112) ,  CONSERVATIVE 
(N-156) AND INDEPENDENT (N-192) STUDENTS . . . . . . .  1^3

x i  I



CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION

The campus c o n f r o n t a t i o n s  e x p e r i e n c e d  a c r o s s  the  n a t i o n  In t h e  

s p r i n g  o f  1970 fo c u s e d  a t t e n t i o n  on th e  c u r r e n t  I s s u e s  Involved  In g i v i n g  

r i s e  t o  y o u t h f u l  d i s s e n t  a g a i n s t ,  In t h e  te rm s  o f  the  d i s s e n t e r s ,  " i r r e l ­

evancy and h y p o c r i s y . "  Be l l  and Chaskes c l a im  t h a t  w h i le  t h e r e  has  a lways 

b e e n  r e b e l l i o n  by t h e  younger g e n e r a t i o n  toward t h e i r  e l d e r s ,  I t  has  p ro b ­

a b l y  n e v e r  been  as  g r e a t  in t h i s  c o u n t r y  as  I t  has  been s i n c e  t h e  mid 

s i x t i e s .  C o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s  have been  th e  p r im ary  group d u r in g  r e c e n t  y e a r s  

t o  I n s t i g a t e  r e b e l l i o n s ,  b u t  th e  r e a l  d i f f e r e n c e  in t h i s  g e n e r a t i o n  o f  

c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s  i s  t h a t  t h e y  a r e  not  on ly  a l i e n a t e d  as  o t h e r s  have been 

In t h e  p a s t ,  b u t  t h e y  a r e  a c t i v e l y  a l i e n a t e d .  T o d a y 's  y o u th fu l  r e b e l l i o n s  

a r e  b e in g  g i v e n  b o t h  i m p l i c i t  and e x p l i c i t  ap p ro v a l  by many In t h e  o l d e r  

g e n e r a t i o n . ^

P a r a l l e l  t o  and in terwoven w i t h  y o u t h f u l  r e b e l l i o n ,  In b o th  

I n t e r n a l  and e x t e r n a l  s t r i f e  a g a i n s t  t h e  s i t u a t i o n  quo, a re  a t t e m p t s  t o  

s e e k  g r e a t e r  i n d i v i d u a l i z e d  f reedom in p r a c t i c e s  r e l a t i n g  t o  d a t i n g ,  

m a r r i a g e  and f a m i l y  l i f e .  In t h i s  d im e n s io n ,  t h e  c r i t i c i s m  has  been  

l e v e l e d  a g a i n s t  t h e  youth  d u r in g  p a s t  g e n e r a t i o n s .  Nearly f i f t y  y e a r s  

a g o ,  Watson p r e d i c t e d :

^Rober t  R. Be l l  and Jay B. Chaskes ,  " P r e m a r i t a l  Sexual E x p e r ie n c e  
Among Coeds ,  1958 and 1968,"  J o u rn a l  o f  M arr iage  and th e  F a m i ly . XXXII 
( F e b r u a r y ,  1970) ,  p .  81.
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In f i f t y  y e a r s ,  u n l e s s  t h e r e  I s  some c h a n g e ,  t h e  t r i b a l  
c u s to m  o f  m a r r i a g e  w i l l  no lo n g e r  e x i s t .  Family  s t a n d a r d s  have  
b r o k e n  down and p a r e n t s  c o n t r i b u t e  l i t t l e  t o  b e h a v i o r  o f  t h e i r  
c h i l d r e n .  The a u t o m o b i l e  and o t h e r  t h i n g s  have t ak en  t h e  c h i l d  
o u t  o f  c o n t r o l .  The m y s te r y  and b e a u t y  o f  m a r r i a g e  and  r e a r i n g  
o f  c h i l d r e n  has  p r e t t y  w e l l  b roken  down . 2

T h i r t y  y e a r s  a g o ,  W a l l e r  c l a im e d  t h a t  t h e  once a c c e p t a b l e  co d e s  o f  

c o u r t s h i p  p r o g r e s s i n g  f rom  c a s u a l  d a t i n g  t o  c o u r t i n g  to  fo rm a l  engagement 

In a p r e d i c t a b l e  f a s h i o n  was g i v i n g  way t o  t h r i l l  s e ek in g  and e x p l o i t a t i v e  

t y p e s  o f  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  w h ich  were  n o t  n e c e s s a r i l y  l in k e d  w i t h  m a r r i a g e . 3 

In t h a t  same d e c a d e ,  Fo lsom  p r e d i c t e d :

A p a r t  o f  t h e  s o - c a l l e d  ' s e x  f r e e d o m '  o f  today  Is  s im p ly  t h e  
d e v a l u a t i o n  o f  t h e  m a r r i a g e  cerem ony,  t o g e t h e r  w i th  ceremony and 
r i t u a l  In g e n e r a l  . . . Once r e p r o d u c t i o n  i s  w ide ly  u n d e r s t o o d  
a s  a n a t u r a l  p r o c e s s ,  I t  becomes d i f f i c u l t  t o  m a in t a in  i t  as  
s o m e th in g  s a c r e d l y  immune t o  human i n t e r f e r e n c e .  Hence ,  c o n t r a ­
c e p t i o n  becomes t o l e r a b l e ,  a b o r t i o n  s l i g h t l y  l e s s  t o l e r a b l e  and 
' v o l u n t a r y  p a ren th o o d *  even  becomes a p o s i t i v e  v a lu e  . . .
C l e a r l y  we a r e  moving to w ard  a s s i m i l a t i o n  o f  t h e  s e x e s  In  t h e i r  
d r e s s ,  t h e i r  o c c u p a t i o n s ,  t h e i r  sex  b e h a v i o r  codes  and t h e i r  
l e i s u r e  t im e  a c t i v i t i e s . ^

In t h e  l a t e  f o r t i e s .  Harvard  s o c i o l o g i s t  C a r l e  Zimmerman, 

dec 1 a r e d :

The American f a m i l y  i s  doomed u n l e s s  I t  r e t u r n s  t o  t h e  
d o m e s t i c  t y p e  o f  o u r  g r a n d p a r e n t s .  T h e re  Is  l i t t l e  l e f t  now 
w i t h i n  t h e  f a m i l y  o r  t h e  moral code  t o  h o ld  t h e  f a m i ly  t o g e t h e r . 5

R ec en t  a r t i c l e s  p e r t a i n i n g  t o  t h e  o b s o l e t e  o r  t h e  s h a t t e r e d  f a m i ly  

a p p e a r  t o  s u p p o r t  Zimmerman's  p r e d i c t i o n s .  However,  t h e r e  has  been l i t t l e

2
E r n e s t  B u rg ess  and Paul W a l l i n ,  Engagement and M a r r i a g e . (Chicago:  

L i p p i n c o t t ,  1953) ,  p .  3 .

3 ( r a  L. R e i s s ,  " S o c i a l  C la s s  and Campus D a t i n g , "  S o c i a l  P rob lem s .  
X II I  ( F a l l ,  1965) ,  p .  193.

it
J o se p h  K. Fo lsom ,  "Changing  V a lu e s  In  Sex and F a m i ly  R e l a t i o n s , "  

American S o c i o l o g i c a l  R e v ie w . II ( O c t o b e r ,  1 937) ,  p. 717.

^ C a r l e  C. Zimmerman, The Family and C i v i l i z a t i o n . (New York:
H arper  and B r o t h e r s ,  1 9 k 7 ) , p .  796.



e v i d e n c e  t o  i n d i c a t e  a n y t h i n g  am o u n t in g  to  a r e v o l u t i o n  o f  ch a n g e  In t h e  

I n s t i t u t i o n  o f  m a r r i a g e  and f a m i l y .  Hidway t h r o u g h  th e  c e n t u r y ,  B urgess  

and W a l l i n  a t t r i b u t e d  t h e  m a jo r  c h an g e  t o  a  s h i f t  o f  a t t i t u d e s  r e g a r d i n g  

t h e  o b j e c t i v e s  f o r  American m a r r i a g e .  A few g e n e r a t i o n s  ago I t  was common 

p r a c t i c e  t o  m a r ry  f o r  w e a l t h ,  s e c u r i t y ,  s o c i a l  s t a t u s ,  r e l i g i o u s  r e a s o n s  

o r  p o l i t i c a l  o r  s o c i a l  ad v an cem en t .  P a r e n t s  w e re  f r e q u e n t l y  I n s t r u m e n t a l  

in  t h e  s e l e c t i o n  o f  a m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r  f o r  t h e i r  s i b l i n g s .  M o t i v a t i o n  f o r  

m a r r i a g e ,  in t h e  e a r l y  1950s,  a c c o r d i n g  t o  B u r g e s s  and W a l l i n ,  i n c l u d e d  

f u n ,  h a p p i n e s s  o r  co m p a n io n sh ip  w i t h  l i t t l e  o r  no i n t e r v e n t i o n  from 

p a r e n t s . ^

The m o r a l i t y  o f  t h e  1970s b ro u g h t  a b o u t  new p r e d i c t i o n s  r e g a r d i n g  

y o u th  summarized In M i c h a e l ' s  c l a i m s  f o r  The Next G e n e r a t i o n . The growth  

In s o c i a l  c o m p l e x i t y ,  s a i d  M ic h a e l ,  w i l l  r e s u l t  In more I n t e n s e  and wide*  

s p r e a d  p r i o r i t y  c o n f l i c t s  In t r a d i t i o n a l  community I n t e r e s t .  P a r t  o f  t h e  

i s s u e  w i l l  be  t o  d e c i d e  which  t r a d i t i o n a l  i n s t i t u t i o n a l  p o s i t i o n s  a r e  t o  

b e  p r e s e r v e d  and which  s h a l l  be ch an g e d .  in a sweeping c o n c l u s i o n ,

Michael  p r e d i c t e d  t h a t  "y o u th  w i l l  t u r n  i n t e n s i v e l y  to  s e l f - e m p h a s i z i n g  

e x p e r i e n c e s  w i t h  l o v e ,  f a m i l y ,  s e x ,  r e l i g i o n ,  h a l l u c i n a t o r y  d r u g s ,  e t c . " ^

I f  young  a d u l th o o d  c o u l d  be  c o n s i d e r e d  a mora tor ium in  l i f e ' s  

m a t u r a t i o n  p r o c e s s ,  t h e  c o n c e r n s  f o r  t h e  young by t h e  o l d e r  g e n e r a t i o n  

m ig h t  be g r e a t l y  r e d u c e d .  However ,  f r e q u e n t l y  d u r in g  t h e  d e c a d e  o f  

d e c i s i o n s ,  a g e s  f i f t e e n  t o  t w e n t y - f i v e ,  an i n d i v i d u a l  makes d e c i s i o n s  and

®Meyer B a rash  and A l i c e  Scourby  ( E d s . ) ,  M arr iage  and t h e  F a m i l y :
A C om para t ive  A n a l y s i s  o f  C on tem pora ry  P r o b le m s . (New York: Random
H ouse ,  1970) ,  p .  3^2 .

^Donald  M ic h a e l ,  The Next  G e n e r a t i o n . (New York: Random House,
1963), p. 161.



a c c e p t s  p a t t e r n s  o f  b e h a v i o r  which w i l l  d i r e c t  and g u id e  t h e  c o u r s e  o f  

much o f  t h e  r e m a in d e r  o f  l i f e .  The a c t i v e  a l i e n a t i o n  o f  t o d a y ' s  y o u th  

and  t h e  fo rm s  o f  " c o p  o u t s "  chosen  a s  means o f  cop ing  o r  n o t  c o p in g  w i t h  

r e a l i t y  a r e  in d eed  s e r i o u s  c o n c e rn s  t o  p a r e n t s  and s o c i e t y .

The I s s u e s  w h ich  su r ro u n d  t h e  g r o w ln g -u p  p ro c e s s  a r e  many o f  t h e  

same i s s u e s  w h ich  t h r e a t e n  t o  d e s t r o y  t h e  v e r y  f a b r i c  o f  t h e  I n s t i t u t i o n  

o f  m a r r i a g e  and  f a m i l y .  Drug a d d i c t i o n ,  a b o r t i o n ,  i l l e g i t i m a c y ,  unwed 

p a r e n t h o o d ,  communal l i v i n g  and o t h e r  a l t e r n a t i v e s  to  t r a d i t i o n a l  m ar­

r i a g e ,  s e x u a l  p e r m i s s i v e n e s s ,  p o p u l a t i o n  c o n t r o l  and l o s s  o f  r e l i g i o u s  

p r a c t i c e  h av e  d i r e c t  b e a r i n g  on f u t u r e  f a m i l i e s  and f u t u r e  p a r e n t a l  a t t i ­

t u d e s  an d  l i f e  s t y l e s .

The r e a l i t i e s  o f  M i c h a e l ' s  p r e d i c t i o n s  a r e  e v id e n c e d  by c u r r e n t  

s t a t i s t i c s  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  p r e v a l e n c e  o f  t h e s e  r e l a t e d  s o c i a l  i s s u e s  among 

t h e  y o u n g e r  g e n e r a t i o n .  R e s e a r c h e r s  e s t i m a t e  t h a t  a p p r o x im a te ly  p e r  

c e n t  o f  t e e n a g e  b r i d e s  a r e  p r eg n an t  a t  t h e  t im e  o f  t h e t r  m a r r i a g e .  

A p p r o x i m a te ly  two t o  t h r e e  m i l l i o n  i l l e g a l  a b o r t i o n s  a r e  p e r fo rm e d  

a n n u a l l y ,  many o f  w h ich  i n v o l v e  u n m a r r i e d  t e e n a g e r s .  I l l e g i t i m a c y  and 

unwed p a r e n t h o o d  a r e  i n c r e a s i n g  among t h e  t e e n a g e  p o p u l a t i o n .  Today 

n e a r l y  o n e  in  e v e r y  15 b i r t h s  in t h e  U n i t e d  S t a t e s  Is  i l l e g i t i m a t e  in
D

s p i t e  o f  s c i e n t i f i c  advancem ent  in b i r t h  c o n t r o l .

More r e c e n t  i s s u e s  conce rn  t h e  p ro b lem s  o f  drugs  and y o u t h .  

E s t i m a t e s  In l a r g e  c i t i e s  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  a s  many as  75 p e r  c e n t  o f  a l l  

h i g h  s c h o o l  s t u d e n t s  hav e  e x p e r im e n te d  w i t h  d r u g s .  A r e c e n t  H a r r i s  p o l l

o
°A kron  Beacon J o u r n a l . " I l l e g i t i m a c y  i s  E x p lo d in g , "  Sunday ,  

O c to b e r  8 , 1967 , p.  F 20 .



o f  y o u n g s t e r s  ages  15 t o  21 found t h a t  62 pe r  c e n t  o f  p e r s o n s  q u e s t i o n e d
g

knew someone t a k i n g  d r u g s .  C o n s e r v a t iv e  e s t i m a t e s  I n d i c a t e  t h a t  approx* 

im a te ly  10 p e r  c e n t  o f  h ig h  school  y o u n g s t e r s  m ight  be c o n s i d e r e d  drug  

u s e r s ;  t h e  p e r c e n t a g e  would be much h i g h e r  In most c o l l e g e  p o p u l a t i o n s .  

N a t io n a l  e s t i m a t e s  p l a c e  t h e  number o f  drug  dependen t  p e r s o n s  between 

6 00 ,000  and 7 0 0 , 0 0 0 . ' 0

Hlpplsm, communal l i v i n g  p a t t e r n s  and o t h e r  a l t e r n a t i v e s  t o  t r a ­

d i t i o n a l  c o u r t s h i p  and m a r i t a l  p r a c t i c e s  have a t t r a c t e d  l a r g e  numbers o f  

y o u th .  I n t e r r a c i a l  d a t i n g  i s  becoming more f r e q u e n t  and I s  more w id e ly  

a c c e p te d  among young a d u l t s . ^  O lv o r c e s  a r e  more w id e ly  a c c e p te d  and 

e a s i e r  t o  o b t a i n  and a r e  sometimes  c o n s i d e r e d  a s t a t u s  symbol among c e r ­

t a i n  s u b c u l t u r e s  o f  young a d u l t s .  D r a f t  e v a s io n  and a n t i - w a r  d e m o n s t r a ­

t i o n s  have become commonplace among t h e  y o u th .  Churches o f  a l l  denomina­

t i o n s  have t ak en  v a r i o u s  m easures  in an a t t e m p t  t o  c o u n t e r a c t  t h e  MGod Is 

Dead11 p h i lo s o p h y  p r e v a l e n t  among t h e  r e b e l l i o u s  g e n e r a t i o n .

In s p i t e  o f  y o u t h f u l  c o n f r o n t a t i o n  on a l l  f r o n t s ,  r e s e a r c h  I n d i ­

c a t e s  t h a t  t h e  young and o ld  have ,  b a s i c a l l y ,  t h e  same v a l u e s .  A H a r r i s

p o l l  c l a i m s  t h a t  on t h e  n a t i o n a l  l e v e l ,  s t u d e n t s  have l a r g e l y  t h e  same
12

v a l u e s  as  t h e i r  p a r e n t s .  In a com par ison  o f  s t u d i e s  o f  campus v a l u e s

9"The New Youth P o l l , "  L i f e . J an u a ry  8 , 1971, p .  26.

'^Am erican  S o c ia l  H e a l th  A s s o c i a t i o n ,  The P r i c e  o f  I g n o ra n c e .
A r e p o r t  p r e p a re d  by t h e  American S o c i a l  H e a l th  A s s o c i a t i o n ,  New York,  
1970.

*^Akron Beacon J o u r n a l . " F i f t y - s i x  P e rc e n t  Frown on Laws Banning 
I n t e r r a c i a l  M a r r i a g e s , "  T hursday ,  Sep tem ber  10, 1970, p .  B 1.

l^"The  New Youth P o l l , "  o p . c i t . .  p.  23.



In mate  s e l e c t i o n  f rom 1939 t o  1967. Hudson and Henze c o n c l u d e d  t h a t  in 

g e n e r a l  t h e  young p e o p l e  had n o t  b a s i c a l l y  d e p a r t e d  from t r a d i t i o n a l  

v a l u e s . ^

I f  t h e  m a r r i a g e  r a t e  re m a in s  a s  c o n s t a n t  a s  i t  h a s  been  d u r in g  t h e  

p a s t  100 y e a r s ,  a p p r o x i m a t e l y  95 p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  Uni ted  S t a t e s  p o p u l a t i o n  

w i l l  marry  a t  some t im e  in  t h e i r  l i f e .  From t h e  f o r e g o i n g  s t a t i s t i c s ,  I t  

I s  e v i d e n t  t h a t  many p o t e n t i a l  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  w i l l  be o r  w i l l  

hav e  been p e r s o n a l l y  i n v o lv e d  w i t h  s o c i a l  i s s u e s  o f  p r e - m a r l t a l  s e x ,  

p r e g n a n c y ,  a b o r t i o n ,  unwed p a r e n t h o o d ,  d ru g  abuse  o r  a l i e n a t e d  p a t t e r n s  o f  

b e h a v i o r  tow ard  r e l i g i o u s ,  s o c i a l  o r  p o l i t i c a l  sp h e re s  o f  l i f e .  What 

i n f l u e n c e ,  I f  a n y ,  w i l l  t h e s e  e x e r t  on s t u d e n t  p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  d a t i n g  o r  

m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s ?  Are t h e r e  a p p a r e n t  v a l u e  d i f f e r e n c e s  b e tw een  p a r e n t s  

and s t u d e n t s  in  t h e s e  d im e n s io n s ?  What f u t u r e  fam i ly  p a t t e r n s  o r  l i f e  

s t y l e s  a r e  I n d i c a t e d  by a t t i t u d e s  o f  t o d a y ' s  you th  In t h e s e  d im e n s io n s ?

S t a t e m e n t  o f  t h e  Problem

T h i s  s t u d y  was d e s i g n e d  t o  d e t e r m i n e  w h e th e r  o r  n o t  s t u d e n t s '  

v a l u e s  toward  s e l e c t i o n  o f  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  r e f l e c t e d  i s s u e s  

a p p a r e n t  in  t o d a y ' s  y o u th  c u l t u r e .  V a lue  s i m i l a r i t y  o r  d i s s i m i l a r i t y  

be tw een  p a r e n t - c h i l d  g e n e r a t i o n  r e g a r d i n g  m a r i t a l  c h o i c e s  was i n c o r p o r a t e d  

i n t o  t h e  d e s i g n .  An a t t e m p t  was made t o  a s s e s s  t h e  i n f l u e n c e  o f  s p e c i f i e d  

p e r s o n a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  on t h e  s e l e c t i o n  o f  d a t i n g  a n d / o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t ­

n e r s  a s  v iew ed  by s t u d e n t s  and p a r e n t s .  C o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s  r a t e d  hypo­

t h e t i c a l  p e r s o n a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  f o r  t h e i r  p a r t n e r s ;  p a r e n t s  r a t e d  t h e

*3john Hudson and Lura  Henze,  "Campus V alues  in  Mate S e l e c t i o n :
A R e p l i c a t i o n , "  J o u r n a l  o f  M a r r i a g e  and t h e  F a m i ly . XXIX (November, 1 9 6 9 ) ,  
p .  775.



p e r so n a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  f o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  f o r  t h e i r  sons  o r  d a u g h te r s .

The s p e c i f i c  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  s t u d i e d  p e r t a i n e d  t o  a d a t i n g  a n d / o r  m a r i t a l

p a r t n e r  who:

1. had n e u r o t i c  t e n d e n c i e s

2 . had a  s l i g h t  p h y s i c a l  h an d icap  ( l im p ed ,  lo ss  o f  f i n g e r s ,  speech

Impediment)

3 . had a major  p h y s i c a l  h a n d ic a p  ( l o s s  o f  one l imb, b l i n d )

it. was In poor h e a l t h

5 . was no t  c o n s id e r e d  good look ing

6 . had been d iv o rc e d

7. f a v o r e d  d i v o r c e  as  s o l u t i o n  t o  c o n f l i c t  In m a r r i a g e

8 . had c h i l d r e n  by a p r e v i o u s  m a r r i a g e

9 . was a h a b i t u a l  smoker

10. was a  h a b i t u a l  d r i n k e r

11. was a drug u s e r

12. was a drug a d d i c t

13. was c u r r e n t l y  l i v i n g  In a  commune

14. was c u r r e n t l y  l i v i n g  a s  a h ippy 

15- was o f  a n o th e r  r a c e

16. had a  much lower e d u c a t i o n a l  a t t a i n m e n t  leve l

17. had a much h i g h e r  e d u c a t i o n a l  a t t a i n m e n t  l eve l

18. was o f  a lower so c io -e co n o m ic  l ev e l

19. was o f  a  h i g h e r  so c io -e c o n o m ic  l e v e l

20 . f a v o r e d  sexual  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  w i th  o t h e r  than  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r

21. had no d e s i r e  t o  b e a r  o r  r e a r  c h i l d r e n

22 . f a v o r e d  a b o r t i o n

23 . was c o n s id e r e d  s e x u a l l y  p e r m is s iv e
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2*k  had t o t a l l y  den o u n ced  r e l i g i o u s  p r a c t ' c e

25 . Had t o t a l l y  denounced  r e l i g i o u s  f a ! t h  

( I n c l u d e d  on f e m a le  q u e s t i o n n a i r e  o n l y . )

26 .  had r e f u s e d  I n d u c t i o n  I n t o  t h e  armed s e r v i c e s

27 .  had f a t h e r e d  an  I l l e g i t i m a t e  c h i l d

2 8 . h e ld  l i t t l e  s e n s e  o f  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  

( I n c l u d e d  on m ale  q u e s t i o n n a i r e  o n l y . )

26 .  had had  a t  l e a s t  one  p r e - m a r ! t a l  a b o r t i o n

27 .  had g i v e n  up  an I l l e g i t i m a t e  c h i l d

28 .  was r e a r i n g  an  I l l e g i t i m a t e  c h i l d

2 9 . had l i t t l e  s e n s e  o f  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y

S t a t i s t i c a l  Des ign  

T h e se  p r e c e d i n g  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  were  i n c o r p o r a t e d  i n t o  s e v e r a l  

v a r i a b l e s  In t h e  s t u d y  I n c l u d i n g :  (1 )  t h e  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  p r e f e r e n c e s

o f  c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s ;  (2)  t h e  m a r i t a l  p r e f e r e n c e  o f  s tuden t* .  3s compared t o  

t h e  m a r i t a l  p r e f e r e n c e s  o f  t h e i r  p a r e n t s  f o r  t h e i r  s i b l i n g s ;  (3)  t h e  

m a r i t a l  p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  d a u g h t e r s  and sons  as  comparrd  by  m o th e rs  and 

f a t h e r s ;  and (*f) m a r i t a l  p r e f e r e n c e s  a s  p e r c e i v e d  by  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  g ro u p s :  

(a )  male  and f e m a l e  s t u d e n t s ;  (b) m a r r i e d  and n o n - m a r r l e d  s t u d e n t s ;

(c) campus r e s i d e n t s  and n o n - r e s i d e n t  I a l  s t u d e n t s ,  and (d) s t u d e n t s  who 

p e r c e i v e d  t h e m s e l v e s  a s  l i b e r a l ,  c o n s e r v a t i v e  o r  i n d e p e n d e n t .

A L l k e r t  t y p e  q u e s t i o n n a i r e  was  d e s ig n e d  by t h e  r e s e a r c h e r  t o  t e s t  

t h e  n u l l  h y p o t h e s e s .  The I n s t r u m e n t  was checked  f o r  v a l i d i t y  and r e l i a ­

b i l i t y .  K e n d a l l ' s  t a u - c o e f f t c l e n t  o f  c o r r e l a t i o n  was u se d  t o  d e t e r m in e  

r e l l a b l l I t y .



The q u e s t i o n n a i r e s  were a d m i n i s t e r e d  t o  a sam ple  o f  s t u d e n t s  

a t t e n d i n g  The U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Akron and  t h e i r  p a r e n t s .  A t o t a l  o f  **65 s t u ­

d e n t s  and 3 ) 8  p a r e n t s  co m p r ised  t h e  f i n a l  sam ple .

Chi s q u a r e  and a v e r a g e  mean s c o r e s  were  u s e d  t o  d e t e r m in e  s i g n i f ­

i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  b e tw een  th e  v a r i a b l e s  I n c o r p o r a t e d  In t h e  s t u d y .  The 

c r i t i c a l  r e j e c t i o n  l e v e l  was e s t a b l i s h e d  a t  t h e  .01 l e v e l  o f  p r o b a b i l i t y .  

A d e t a i l e d  d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  t h e  d e s i g n  o f  t h e  s tu d y  I s  g iv e n  In C h a p te r  I I I

H y p o th e s e s

The n u l l  h y p o t h e s e s  t e s t e d  i n  t h i s  s tu d y  w e r e  as  f o l l o w s :

1. T h e re  w i l l  b e  no s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  b e tw e en  t h e  a c c e p t e d  
and r e j e c t e d  p e r s o n a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  w h ich  i n f l u e n c e  t h e  
s e l e c t i o n  o f  d a t i n g  p a r t n e r s  and t h o s e  w h ich  i n f l u e n c e  t h e  
s e l e c t i o n  o f  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  as  p e r c e i v e d  by c o l l e g e  s t u ­
d e n t s .

2 .  There  w i l l  be  no s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  b e tw ee n  t h e  a c c e p t e d  
and r e j e c t e d  p e r s o n a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  w hich  I n f l u e n c e  t h e  
s e l e c t i o n  o f  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  a s  viewed by c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s
and t h o s e  w h ic h  I n f l u e n c e  t h e  s e l e c t i o n  o f  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s
f o r  s i b l i n g s  a s  v iewed by p a r e n t s  o f  c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s .

3 .  T h e re  w i l l  b e  no s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  be tw een  t h e  a c c e p t e d  
and r e j e c t e d  p e r s o n a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  w h ich  I n f l u e n c e  t h e  
s e l e c t i o n  o f  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  a s  p e r c e i v e d  by 
c o l l e g e  m a le s  and t h o s e  w h ich  I n f l u e n c e  t h e  s e l e c t i o n  o f  
d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  a s  p e r c e i v e d  by c o l l e g e  f e m a le s .

T h e re  w i l l  b e  no s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  In  t h e  h y p o t h e t i c a l
s e l e c t i o n  o f  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  f o r  sons  and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s
f o r  d a u g h t e r s  a s  p e r c e i v e d  by m o th e rs  and f a t h e r s .

5 .  There  w i l l  b e  no s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  b e tw e e n  t h e  a c c e p te d  
and r e j e c t e d  p e r s o n a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  which  I n f l u e n c e  t h e  
s e l e c t i o n  o f  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  a s  p e r c e i v e d  by 
m a r r i e d  c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s  and n o n - m a r r i e d  c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s .

6 .  The re  w i l l  be  no  s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  b e tw e e n  t h e  a c c e p t e d  
and r e j e c t e d  p e r s o n a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  w h ic h  i n f l u e n c e  t h e  
s e l e c t i o n  o f  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  a s  p e r c e i v e d  by 
r e s i d e n t  campus s t u d e n t s  and n o n - r e s i d e n t  campus s t u d e n t s .
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7.  T h e r e  w i l l  be  no s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  between t h e  a c c e p t e d  
and r e j e c t e d  p e r s o n a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  w h ich  i n f l u e n c e  t h e  
s e l e c t i o n  o f  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  a s  v iewed by c o l l e g e  
s t u d e n t s  who p e r c e i v e  t h e m s e lv e s  a s  l i b e r a l ,  c o n s e r v a t i v e ,  o r  
I n d e p e n d e n t .

L im ita t io n s

The l i m i t a t i o n s  o f  t h e  s t u d y  w ere  p r i m a r i l y  r e l a t e d  t o  t h e  sa m p le  

and t h e  method o f  t e s t i n g .  The f i n d i n g s  o f  t h e  s tu d y  sh o u ld  n o t  be 

g e n e r a l i z e d  on a u n i v e r s a l  b a s i s  due t o  t h e  l i m i t e d  sample s t u d i e d .  I t  

s h o u ld  a l s o  be r e c o g n i z e d  t h a t  t h e  e le m en t  o f  s o c i a l  d e s i r a b i l i t y  may have 

i n f l u e n c e d  t h e  c h o i c e s  o f  answ ers  f o r  some p e r s o n s .  A l though  an a t t e m p t  

was made t o  ran d o m iz e  t h e  sam ple ,  t h e  i n v e s t i g a t o r  r e c o g n iz e d  t h a t  t h e  

s t u d e n t  s am p le  r e p r e s e n t e d  a g r e a t e r  d e g r e e  o f  r a n d o m iz a t io n  th a n  t h e  

p a r e n t a l  s am p le .  A l l  s t u d e n t s  s e l e c t e d  f o r  t h e  s tu d y  co m p le ted  t h e  

q u e s t i o n n a i r e .  A p p ro x im a te ly  35 p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  p a r e n t s  who were  a s k e d  

t o  p a r t i c i p a t e  in  t h e  s tu d y  r e t u r n e d  u s a b l e  r e p l i e s .  I t  m ig h t ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  

b e  assumed t h a t  t h e  p a r e n t s  who w ere  i n t e r e s t e d  In t h e  s tu d y  c o m p r i s e d  t h e  

p a r e n t a l  s am p le .

D e f i n i t i o n  o f  Terms Used in  S tudy

1. A t t i t u d e  "The sum t o t a l  o f  a m an 's  I n c l i n a t i o n  and
f e e l i n g s ,  p r e j u d i c e  o r  b i a s ,  p r e c o n c e i v e d  
n o t i o n s ,  i d e a s ,  f e a r s ,  t h r e a t s ,  and con* 
v l c t i o n s  a b o u t  any s p e c i f i c  t o p i c . 11 ̂

2 .  Communal l i v i n g  s i x  t o  f i f t e e n  p e r s o n s  o f  b o t h  s e x e s  d e t e r ­
mined t o  r e c o n s t r u c t  t h e i r  own l i v e s  and 
i n f l u e n c e  o t h e r s  t o  s e e k  m ean ing fu l  w o rk ,  
mutual  lo v e  and s p i r i t u a l  r e - b l r t h .  Com­
munal l i v i n g  may o r  may n o t  be  e x te n d e d  t o  
i n c l u d e  s e x u a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  among I t s  
members.

ij,
L. L. T h u r s t o n e  and E. J .  Chaves ,  The Measurement o f  A t t i t u d e . 

(C h ic a g o :  U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Ch icago  P r e s s ,  1929) ,  pp .  7 -8 .



3 .  Datfng  a  r e l a t i o n s h i p  e x p r e s s i n g  f reedom ,  lack
o f  commitment o r  p u b l i c  o b l i g a t i o n  f o r  
any s o r t  of  f u t u r e  a c t i o n .  5

Drug a d d i c t  a p p l i e d  t o  p e r so n  who Is  d ep en d en t  upon
t h e  a d d i c t i n g  d ru g s  such as  opium and I t s  
d e r i v a t i v e s ,  s y n t h e t i c  n a r c o t i c s ,  b a r b i ­
t u r a t e s  and s o l v e n t s .

5 .  Drug u s e r  a p p l i e d  t o  a p e r so n  who has  an h a b i t u a t i o n
f o r  c o c a i n e ,  amphetamines,  m a r i j u a n a ,  LSD, 
o r  o t h e r  h a l l u c i n o g e n i c  d r u g s . *'

6 . Hippy p e r s o n  who shuns c o n v e n t io n a l  forms o f
d r e s s  code ,  h a b i t s  o f  p e r so n a l  c a r e  and 
c l e a n l i n e s s  and t r a d i t i o n a l  v a l u e s  o f  
m a t e r i a l i s m .  A h ippy Is  u s u a l l y  i d e n t i ­
f i e d  by symbols  o f  d r e s s  and a c c e s s o r i e s  
c u r r e n t l y  te rmed  as  "h ippy  s t y l e . "  Drug 
u s e  and communal I l y in g  ex c lu d e d  from 
t h e  d e f i n i t i o n  o f  a h ippy .

7 .  Value  I n d i v i d u a l  Idea  o f  c o n d i t i o n s  and o b j e c t s
w h ich  g iv e s  meaning t o  l i f e  f o r  him and 
o f  r e a l i t y  as he t h i n k s  i t  t o  be.*®
"Complex b u t  d e f i n i t e l y  p a t t e r n e d  p r i n c i p l e s  
r e s u l t i n g  from t h e  t r a n s a c t i o n a l  i n t e r p l a y  
o f  t h r e e  a n a l y t i c a l l y  d i s t i n g u i s h a b l e  
e l e m e n t s  o f  t h e  e v a l u a t i v e  p r o c e s s — t h e  
c o g n i t i v e ,  t h e  a f f e c t i v e ,  and t h e  d i r e c t i v e  
e l e m e n t s —which g iv e  o r d e r  and d i r e c t i o n  t o  
t h e  e v e r - f l o w i n g  s t r e a m  o f  human a c t s  and 
t h o u g h t s  . . . " 1 9

'^ J a c k  D e lo r a ,  " S o c i a l  Systems o f  D a t ing  on a C o l l e g e  Campus," 
M a r r ia g e  and Fam ily  L i v i n g . XXV (F e b ru a ry ,  1963) ,  p.  82 .

*®Kenneth L. J o n e s ,  L o u is  W. S h a in b e rg  and C u r t i s  0.  Byer,  Drugs 
and A lc o h o l . (New York: H a rp e r  and Row, 1969) ,  pp .  9 -1 1 .

"jbid.
*®Eleanore L. Kohlmann, " P e r s o n a t  V a lu e s —What a r e  They?"

J o u r n a l  o f  Home Economics . LiV (December, 1962) ,  p.  819.

'®F1 o r e n c e  R. Kluckhohn and Fred L. S t r o d t b e c k ,  V a r i a t i o n s  in 
V a lu e  O r i e n t a t i o n s . (New York: Row, P e t e r s o n  and Company, 1961),  p.  3^1



CHAPTER II

REVIEW OF LITERATURE

The phenomena o f  d a t e  s e l e c t i o n  and m a r i t a l  c h o ic e  Is  complex. I t  

h as  long been  r e c o g n iz e d  t h a t  mate s e l e c t i o n  c r i t e r i a  and m a r i t a l  a s p i r a ­

t i o n s  r e f l e c t  t h e  s o c i a l  c o d e s  o f  a g iven  c u l t u r e  and v a r y  most w id e ly  

t h r o u g h o u t  t h e  w o r ld .  The " f i l t e r i n g " *  o r  s e l e c t i v e  f a c t o r s  o p e r a t i v e  

w i t h i n  any  c u l t u r e  o r  s u b c u l t u r e  have n e i t h e r  been t o t a l l y  a s s e s s e d  nor  

u n d e r s t o o d .

The American d a t i n g  and mate s e l e c t i o n  p ro c e ss  I s  u n iq u e .  Amer­

i c a n  y o u th  f r e q u e n t l y  r e c e i v e  more p a r e n t a l  and fo rm a l ized  c o u n s e l in g  on 

t h e  s u b j e c t  o f  what  o c c u p a t i o n  o r  what c o l l e g e  they  should  s e l e c t  than  on 

t h e  s u b j e c t  o f  who th ey  sh o u ld  o r  shou ld  n o t  marry .  The American d a t i n g  

s y s te m ,  a c c o r d i n g  t o  Pope and Knudsen, i s  p a r t i c i p a n t - r u n .  P a r e n t s  may 

a t t e m p t  t o  t e a c h  c h i l d r e n  r e s t r a i n t ,  e s p e c i a l l y  t h e i r  d a u g h t e r s ,  however,  

as  c h i l d r e n  e n t e r  a d o l e s c e n c e ,  th e  pee r  g ro u p  In f lu e n c e s  may compete w i th  

p a r e n t a l  a t t i t u d e s  and c o n t r o l s .  At t h i s  p o i n t ,  t h e  youth  t a k e s  c o n t r o l  

o f  t h e  b a r g a i n i n g  power w i t h i n  th e  c o u r t s h i p  m arke t .

* At t a n  C. K e rc k h o f f  and Kei th  E. D a v i s ,  "Value Consensus  and Need 
C o m p le m e n ta r i ty  in Mate S e l e c t  io n ." .  American S o c i o l o g i c a l  Review. LXII 
( J u n e .  1962) ,  p .  295.

2
H a l l o w e l l  Pope and Dean D. Knudsen, " P r e m a r i t a l  Sexual  Norms,

The Fam ily  and S o c ia l  C h a n g e ."  Jou rna l  o f  M arr iag e  and t h e  F am i ly . XXVII 
(August ,  t 9 6 5 ) ,  pp .  315-16 .



In t h e  r e v i e w  o f  l i t e r a t u r e  an a t t e m p t  w i l l  be  made t o  s u rv e y  

v a r i o u s  t h e o r i e s  w h ich  may be r e l a t e d  t o  t h e  mate s e l e c t i o n  p r o c e s s .  

R e s e a r c h  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  p r o g r e s s i v e  and b e h a v i o r a l  ap p ro ach es  t o  mate 

s e l e c t i o n  as  w e l l  a s  t h e  s o c i a l  and p a r e n t a l  In f lu en ce  upon t h e  d a t i n g  

p r o c e s s  w i l l  b e  d i s c u s s e d .

E x t e n s i v e  l i t e r a t u r e  has a c cu m u la te d  on th e  s u b j e c t  o f  who d a t e s  

and  who m a r r i e s  whom. A l though  th e  phenomenon o f  the  d a t i n g  p r o c e s s  was 

m e n t io n e d  in  s o c i o l o g i c a l  l i t e r a t u r e  p r i o r  t o  t h e  1930s ,  t h e  o b s e r v a t i o n s  

o f  W a l l e r  r e g a r d i n g  s h i f t i n g  campus d a t i n g  p a t t e r n s  b r o u g h t  t h e  s u b j e c t  t o  

t h e  a t t e n t i o n  o f  r e s e a r c h e r s  and t h e o r i s t s .  L i t t l e  r e s e a r c h  on d a t i n g  and 

c o u r t s h i p  p r a c t i c e s  was a t t e m p t e d  u n t i l  t h e  l a t e  19*>0s. D ur ing  t h e  p a s t  

few d e c a d e s  v a r i o u s  t h e o r e t i c a l  f rameworks  o f  r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  d a t i n g  and 

m a r i t a l  s e l e c t i o n  have  b e e n  p ro p o se d .

The R a t in g  and D a t in g  Complex

E a r l y  r e s e a r c h  r e g a r d i n g  d a t i n g  p r a c t i c e s  on c o l l e g e  campuses  was 

c o n d u c t e d  by W a l l e r  a t  P e n n s y lv a n i a  S t a t e  U n i v e r s i t y .  A l th o u g h  t h e  s t u d y  

was  p u b l i s h e d  in  1937, d a t a  f o r  t h e  s tu d y  was c o l l e c t e d  In t h e  l a t e  1920$ 

and  w as ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  r e f l e c t i v e  o f  t h e  d e c a d e  o f  th e  R o a r in g  T w e n t ie s .  

W a l l e r  n o t e d  a  d e f i n i t e  d e p a r t u r e  from t h e  formal  code o f  c o u r t s h i p ,  

engagem ent  and m a r r i a g e  In t h e  em ergence  o f  t h r i l l - s e e k i n g  e x p l o i t a t i v e  

r e l a t i o n s h i p s  and a  c o m p e t i t i v e  sy s tem  o f  d a t i n g  and r a t i n g  which had 

l i t t l e  o r  no c o n n e c t i o n  w i t h  m a r r i a g e .  The d e t e r m in a n t s  o f  campus 

p r e s t i g e  f o r  d a t i n g  p o p u l a r i t y  a c c o r d i n g  t o  t h e  male p r e f e r e n c e  f o r  f e m a le

^Lee G. Burch I n a l ,  "The P r e m a r i t a l  Dyad and Love I n v o lv e m e n t , "  in  
Handbook o f  M a r r i a g e  and t h e  F a m i ly , e d .  by Haro ld  T. C h r i s t e n s e n ,  
(C h icag o :  Rand-McNal l y , 196*0, p.  6**3.
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d a t e s  i n c l u d e d  good c l o t h e s ,  a smooth l i n e  and t h e  a b i l i t y  t o  d a n c e  w e l l .  

In a  p a t t e r n  o f  c i r c u l a r  c a u s a t i o n ,  t h e  most p o p u l a r  g i r l s  became t h e  

m o s t  f r e q u e n t l y  s o u g h t .

Campus f e m a le s  gave h i g h e s t  r a t i n g  t o  men who b e lo n g e d  t o  b e t t e r  

f r a t e r n i t i e s ,  w ere  p ro m in e n t  in  a c t i v i t i e s ,  had c o p io u s  su p p ly  o f  s p e n d in g  

money,  w e r e  w e l l  d r e s s e d  and had  smooth manners and a t t r a c t i v e  a p p e a r a n c e .  

A good l i n e ,  a b i l i t y  t o  d a n c e  w e l l  and a c c e s s  t o  an au to m o b i le  a l s o  

a t t r i b u t e d  t o  h i g h e r  r a t i n g s  f o r  male  d a t e s .

W a l l e r  r e c o g n i z e d  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  r a t i n g  and d a t i n g  v a r i e d  f rom one 

s c h o o l  t o  a n o t h e r .  He c o n s i d e r e d  t h e  c o m p e t i t i v e  m a t e r i a l i s t i c  r a t i n g  

as  d y s f u n c t i o n a l  t o  t h e  p r o c e s s  o f  m a r i t a l  s e l e c t i o n .  The r e s e a r c h e r  

a d m i t t e d  t h a t  a  t r u e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  m igh t  d ev e lo p  f rom r a t i n g  and d a t i n g ,  

b u t  I f  a  c o u p l e  moved i n t o  a more s i n c e r e  and l a s t i n g  r e l a t i o n s h i p ,  t h e  

o r i g i n a l  i n v o lv e m e n t  was b a s e d  on t h e  p r e t e n t i o n  t h a t  each  was In  l o v e  

w i t h  t h e  o t h e r  s i n c e  t h e  e n t i r e  complex  o f  r a t i n g  and d a t i n g  was g r e a t l y
lx

s u p p o r t e d  by p r e t e n d i n g .

T h e o r e t i c a l  d e s c r i p t i o n s  o f  d a t i n g  and c o u r t s h i p  were  r e l a t e d  t o  

s t u d e n t  r e s p o n s e s  by Lowrie  In 1951. C o n t r a ry  t o  t h e  t h e o r i s t s  who 

c l a i m e d  t h a t  d a t i n g  was f o r  p r e s t i g e  o r  e x p l o i t a t i o n ,  Lowrie found  t h a t  

t h e  m a j o r i t y  o f  s t u d e n t s  c l a i m e d  e d u c a t i o n a l  and s o c i a l I z a t I o n a I  b e n e f i t s  

f ro m  t h e  d a t i n g  p r o c e s s .  O n e - t h i r d  o f  t h e  s t u d e n t s  s t u d i e d  c la im e d  d a t i n g  

was a  l e a r n i n g  o r  e d u c a t i o n a l  p r o c e s s .  Lowrie found  t h a t  s t u d e n t s  d i d  no t  

d i s t i n g u i s h  be tw een  d e g r e e  o f  in v o lvem en t  o r  commitment in  d a t i n g  and

'•w i I la rd  W a lle r ,  "The R a tin g  and D a tin g  C om plex," American 
S o c io lo g ic a l  R eview . I I  (O c to b e r, 1937) ,  pp. 727“3^*.



c o u r t s h i p .  The word " c o u r t s h i p " ,  h o w e v e r ,  was no t  c o n s i d e r e d  a p a r t  o f  

t h e  1950 campus te rminology .**

Smith  r e - t e s t e d  W a l l e r ' s  t h e o r y  on t h e  same campus where  t h e  o r i g ­

i n a l  d a t a  was c o l l e c t e d .  Changes in  h o u s in g  f a c i l i t i e s  and m a l e - f e m a l e  

r a t i o s  w ere  e v i d e n t  o v e r  t h e  2 0 - y e a r  span  be tw een  s t u d i e s .  The m a le -  

f e m a l e  r a t i o  was s i x  t o  o n e  In t h e  1930s and d e c r e a s e d  t o  t h r e e  t o  o n e  by 

t h e  1950s .  N e a r ly  h a l f  o f  t h e  male  p o p u l a t i o n  o f  t h e  campus r e s i d e d  In  

f r a t e r n i t y  h o u ses  a t  t h e  t im e  o f  W a l l e r ' s  s t u d y ;  t w e n ty  y e a r s  l a t e r  o n l y  

o n e - f o u r t h  o f  t h e  Penn S t a t e  m ales  w e r e  r e s i d i n g  In f r a t e r n i t y  h o u s e s .

The s t u d e n t s  w ere  a sk e d  t o  e x p r e s s  ag ree m e n t  o r  d i s a g r e e m e n t  w i t h  t h e  28 

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  w h ich  w ere  In c lu d e d  In  W a l l e r ' s  o r i g i n a l  s t u d y .  Over  90

p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  f e m a le s  s t a t e d  t h a t  I t  was n o t  n e c e s s a r y  f o r  males  t o  have

s e x  r e l a t i o n s  o r  be on f o o t b a l l  teams t o  be c o n s i d e r e d  p o p u l a r .  F em a les  

In S m i t h ' s  s tu d y  d i f f e r e d  w i t h  W a l l e r ’ s f i n d i n g s  on s u c h  I tems as  

b e l o n g i n g  t o  one  o f  t h e  b e t t e r  f r a t e r n i t i e s ,  h av in g  a  c o p io u s  su p p ly  o f  

money and h a v in g  a c c e s s  t o  an a u t o m o b i l e .  Of 3 ^  men in  t h e  s tu d y ,  80 

•p e r  c e n t  a g r e e d  t h a t  a g i r l  must be  smooth  In m anners  and a p p e a r a n c e .

Sm i th  found  t h e  c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s  s t i l l  aw are  o f  a r a t i n g  and d a t i n g

c o m p lex ,  b u t  t h e y  w ere  n o t  in  ag ree m e n t  w i t h  W a l l e r ' s  p r i o r i t y  o f  i t e m s .  

The r a t i n g - d a t i n g  complex  was found t o  b e  more o p e r a t i v e  d u r in g  t h e  p r e -  

engagem ent  p e r i o d  th a n  a f t e rw a rd s .^ *

F o l lo w in g  W a l l e r ' s  and S m i t h ' s  s t u d i e s .  Blood a t t e m p t e d  t o  c h e c k  

t h e  c l o s e n e s s  o f  f i t  o f  W a l l e r ' s  r a t i n g  complex  t o  t h e  g e n e r a t i o n  o f  t h e

^Samuel H. L o w r ie ,  " D a t in g  T h e o r i e s  and S t u d e n t  R e s p o n s e s , "  
American S o c i o l o g i c a l  Rev iew . XVI ( Ju n e  3 ,  1 9 5 0 #  PP. 33*t-**0.

^ W i l l i am  M. S m i th ,  J r . ,  " R a t i n g  and D a t in g :  A R e - S t u d y , "
M a r r i a g e  and Fam ily  L i v i n g . XIV (November, 1952) ,  pp .  3 1 2 -1 7 .



1950s .  Over 200 U n i v e r s i t y  o f  M ich igan  male and female s t u d e n t s ,  s e l e c ­

t e d  a t  random, p a r t i c i p a t e d  In t h e  s tu d y  by t a k i n g  a r e f i n e d  v e r s i o n  o f  

W a l l e r ' s  r a t i n g  s c a l e .  The s c a l e  was m o d i f ie d  t o  Inc lude  some f a c t o r s  

wht(c h  Smith found t o  be  s i g n i f i c a n t  In s e l e c t i o n  o f  d a t e s .  A pproxi­

m a t e l y  h a l f  o f  W a l l e r ' s  I tems f a i l e d  t o  r e c e i v e  m a j o r i t y  s u p p o r t ;  t h e r e ­

f o r e ,  t h e y  were  n o t  c o n s i d e r e d  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  o f  t h e  1950 r a t i n g  p r i o r ­

i t i e s .  The p a t t e r n  o f  r e sp o n s e s  t o  t h e  m o d if ied  Items on B l o o d ' s  s c a l e  

s u g g e s t e d  t h a t  p e r s o n a l i t y  a s p e c t s  o u t r a n k e d  t h e  more m a t e r i a l i s t i c  Items 

which  dominated t h e  Penn S t a t e  s tu d y  o f  t h e  1930s. Blood r e g a rd e d  t h e  

s y s te m  o f  v a lu e s  r e f e r r e d  t o  by W a l l e r  a s  more t y p i c a l  o f  t h e  Greek 

campus p o p u la t i o n  t h a n  t h e  o v e r a l l  u n i v e r s i t y  p o p u l a t i o n .  Blood 

summarI z e d :

W a l l e r *5 s c a l e  o f  campus v a l u e s  was n o t  g e n e r a l l y  sub ­
s c r i b e d  t o  by con tem p o ra ry  s t u d e n t s  a t  t h e  U n i v e r s i t y  o f  
M ich igan .?

8The t a b l e  on page 17 I l l u s t r a t e s  t h e  r e s u l t s  o f  t h e  m o d i f ie d  

p o p u l a r i t y  s c a l e  a d m i n i s t e r e d  t o  t h e  Michigan U n i v e r s i t y  s t u d e n t s  In 1953.

One o f  t h e  most  s t r i k i n g  r e s u l t s  o f  B l o o d ' s  s tu d y  was t h a t  s i x  

o f  t h e  37 I tems In t h e  m o d i f ie d  q u e s t i o n n a i r e  r a t e d  unanimous app rova l  

f rom  a l l  t h e  s t u d e n t s .  These  s i x  I tems re g a rd e d  p e r so n s  who: ( I )  were

p l e a s a n t  and c h e e r f u l ;  (2) had a s e n s e  o f  humor; (3) were  good s p o r t s ;

(4)  w ere  n a t u r a l ;  (5) were c o n s i d e r a t e  and (6) were n e a t  In a p p e a ra n c e .

A l l  s i x  Items were  r e l a t e d  t o  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  which enhance  human I n t e r ­

a c t i o n  r a t h e r  t h a n  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  which  would I n d i c a t e  e x p l o i t a t i o n  o r

^Rober t  0 .  B lood ,  J r . ,  "A R e t e s t  o f  W a l l e r ' s  R a t in g  Complex,"  
M a r r i a g e  and Family  L i v i n g . XVII ( F e b r u a r y ,  1955)* pp.  *t l-47.



TABLE I .  HALE PE R C EPT IO N S OP CAMPUS NORMS FOR FEMALE POPULARITY

Item Per Cent 
Yes Rank Source o f  Item

Is c o n s id e ra te 99.3 1
Is p lea sa n t  end cheerfu l 97.0 3.5
Is nea t  In appearance 97.8 3.5 U a l le r
Has a sense o f  humor 97.8 3.5
Is a good sp o r t 97.8 3.5
Is w i l l in g  to  j o in  In a  group 97.0 6.5
Has good sense ,  Is  I n t e l l i g e n t 97.0 6.5
Be n a tu ra l 96.3 8
Is a p p ro p r ia te ly  dressed 95.5 9 W aller ,  modified
Is dependable 94.8 11
Thinks o f  th ings  to  do 94.8 11
Gets along well w ith  h is  own sex 94.8 11
Is a well-rounded person 94.0 13
Is h o n es t ,  s t r a ig h t - fo rw a rd 90.3 14
Is w ell-po ised 88.8 15
Is an I n t e l l i g e n t  c o n v e r s a t io n a l i s t 86 .6 16
Is em otionally  mature 85 .8 17
Is a good 1I s te n e r 84 .8 18
Is good-looking, a t t r a c t i v e 82.7 19 W aller
Has po lished  manners 81.3 20 W aller ,  modified
Is popular w ith  th e  oppos ite  sex 79.9 21 (W aller, female only)
D oesn 't  have a rep u ta t io n  f o r  p e t t in g 73.2 22 (W alter, female only)
Is a f f e c t i o n a t e 70.9 23
Knows how to  dance w el1 70.1 2k Waller
Doesn 't  have a rep u ta t io n  f o r  necking 64.9 25 (W aller, female only)
Goes to  popular p laces 57.9 26 (W aller, female only)
Is w i l l in g  to  d r in k  s o c ia l ly 47 .4 27 (W aller, female only)
Is w i l l in g  to  neck on occasion 45.5 28 (Smith, modified)
Is prominent in a c t i v i t i e s 34.3 29 W aller
Belongs to  a f r a t e r n i t y 32.1 30.5 W aller
Has a c a r  o r  access  to  one 32.1 30.5 Waller
Has p len ty  of money 14.9 32 W aller
Is w i l l in g  to  p e t  on occasion 13.4 33 (Smith, modified)
Has p len ty  o f  c lo th e s 9 .7 34 W aller ,  modified
Dates popular s tu d e n ts  only 9 .0 35 (W aller, female only)
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m a t e r f a t  Ism. T h e s e  r a t i n g s  s u g g e s t  a more f u n c t i o n a l  o b j e c t i v e  t o  c o l ­

l e g e  d a t i n g  t h i n  W a l l e r ' s  f i n d i n g s  and a n a l y s i s .  The u n i f o r m i t i e s  of  

B l o o d ' s  r e - t e s t  o f  W a l l e r ' s  s t u d y  im p l ie d  a p a t t e r n  u n l i k e  e i t h e r  t h e  

t r a d i t i o n a l  c o u r t s h i p  phenomena o r  t h e  r a t i n g  and d a t i n g  com plex .

E m phas is  was tc<ward t h e  d e s i r a b i l i t y  o f  I n t e r p e r s o n a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  and 

e q u a l t t ^ r l a n  c o m p a n i o n s h i p . ^

Rogers  and  Havens s t u d i e d  b e h a v i o r  p a t t e r n s  o f  d a t i n g ,  r a t h e r  

t h a n  d a t i n g  p r e f e r e n c e s ,  a t  Iowa S t a t e  U n i v e r s i t y  in  1958. R e s u l t s  w e re  

In  a g re e m e n t  wTth S m i t h ' s  f i n d i n g s  and i n d i c a t e d  e s t a b l i s h e d  p r e s t i g e  

r a t i n g s  w i t h i n  d e f i n i t e  endogamy p a t t e r n s  f o r  d a t i n g ,  p l n n f n g s  and 

e n g a g e m e n t s .  Hen f rom  h ig h  p r e s t i g e  f r a t e r n i t i e s  d a ted  women from h ig h  

p r e s t i g e  s o r o r i t i e s ;  d o r m i t o r y  men d a t e d  d o r m i t o r y  women.*®

S o c i a l  Homogamy and Endogamy 

The p r i n c i p l e s  p f  homogamy, h e te ro g a m y ,  endogamy and  exogamy a r e  

r e p e a t e d l y  r e f e r r e d  t o  In mate s e l e c t i o n  l i t e r a t u r e .  As e a r l y  as  19^9 

B u r g e s s  and Locke r e p o r t e d  t h a t  more t h a n  100 s t u d i e s  I l l u s t r a t e d  e v i ­

d e n c e  t h a t  " l i k e  m ar ry  l l k e . " ^  Homogamy r e f e r s  t o  s i m i l a r i t y  o f  v a r i o u s  

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s ,  o r  b r i e f l y ,  "1 Ike  a t t r a c t  l i k e . "  Heterogamy s u g g e s t s  

t h a t  " o p p o s i t e s  a t t r a c t . "  Endogamy r e f e r s  t o  p e r s o n s  m a r r y i n g  w i t h i n  a

^ R o b e r t  B lo o d ,  J r . ,  " U n i f o r m i t i e s  and D i v e r s i t i e s  in Campus 
D a t i n g  P r e f e r e n c e s , "  M arr iaoe  and Family  L i v i n g . XVIII ( F e b r u a r y ,  1956) ,
PP. 37 -W k

*®E. M. R o g e rs  and A. E. Havens ,  " P r e s t i g e  R a t in g  and Mate 
S e l e c t i o n  on a C o l l e g e  Campus,"  M a r r i a g e  and Family L i v i n g . XXII ( F e b r u a r y ,  
I 9 6 0 ) ,  p p .  5 5 - 5 9 .

* * E rn e s t  W. Burgess  and Harvey J .  Locke,  The F a m i l y . (New York: 
A m e r ic an  Book C o . ,  19^5 ) ,  p .  ^ 2 2 .



g i v e n  g roup ;  exogamy I n d i c a t e s  m a r r i a g e  o u t s i d e  a g roup s t r u c t u r e .  Cer ­

t a i n  a s p e c t s  o f  each  o f  t h e s e  t h e o r i e s  o r  phenomena have been  r e s e a r c h e d  

by p s y c h o l o g i s t s  and s o c i o l o g i s t s .  P s y c h o l o g i s t s  have c o n f i n e d  t h e i r  

a t t e n t i o n  t o  I n d iv i d u a l  p h y s i c a l  and p s y c h o lo g i c a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s .  S o c i ­

o l o g i s t s  have r e f e r r e d  t o  e x t e r n a l  f a c t o r s  p roduced  w i t h i n  s o c i a l  s e t t i n g s

In  an emphasis  o f  e t h n i c  o r i g i n ,  r e s i d e n t i a l  p r o p i n q u i t y ,  r a c e ,  r e l i g i o n ,

12s t a t u s  and s o c i a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s .

The p h y s i c a l  and p s y c h o s o c i a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  which may o p e r a t e  

In mate s e l e c t i o n  w i t h i n  t h e  b o u n d a r i e s  o f  homogamy and endogamy w i l l  be 

d i s c u s s e d  l a t e r  in  t h i s  c h a p t e r  as  th ey  r e l a t e  t o  v a lu e  c o n s e n s u s .  The 

I n t e n t  h e r e  w i l l  be to  b r i e f l y  o u t l i n e  a few o f  t h e  more s i g n i f i c a n t  

s o c i o l o g i c a l  f a c t o r s  which e i t h e r  th rough  l e g a l  o r  s o c i a l  cus tom ,  have 

d i r e c t  b e a r i n g  upon mate s e l e c t i o n .

One o f  t h e  most e x t e n s i v e  s t u d i e s  r e g a r d i n g  c u l t u r a l  f a c t o r s  and 

mate  s e l e c t i o n  was done by H o l l l n g s h e a d .  A 5^ p e r  c e n t  random sample o f  

c o u p l e s  m a r r i e d  in New Haven, C o n n e c t i c u t  In 19*+8 and s t i l l  r e s i d i n g  in 

New Haven in 19**9» drawn by Census  T r a c t s ,  p a r t i c i p a t e d  In s t r u c t u r e d  

I n t e r v i e w s .  The r e s u l t s  o f  t h e  H o l l ln g sh e a d  s tu d y  w i l l  be d i s c u s s e d  and 

I n c o r p o r a t e d  w i t h  o t h e r  a p p r o p r i a t e  r e s e a r c h  f i n d i n g s  In r e g a rd  t o  th e  

f o l l o w in g  f a c t o r s :  r a c e ,  r e l i g i o n ,  e t h n i c  o r i g i n  and c l a s s .

Race

Race a p p e a r s  t o  have t h e  s t r o n g e s t  most e x p l i c i t  l i m i t a t i o n  in 

m a r i t a l  s e l e c t i o n .  I n t e r r a c i a l  m a r r i a g e s  a r e  t h e  l e a s t  p r e v a l e n t  f o r  a l l

August B. H o l l l n g s h e a d ,  " C u l t u r a l  F a c t o r s  In t h e  S e l e c t i o n  o f  
M ar r iag e  M a te s . "  American S o c i o l o g i c a l  Review. XV (O c to b e r ,  1950) ,  
pp .  619-27 .
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forms o f  mixed m a r r i a g e s .  The r a t e  o f  I n t e r r a c i a l  m a r r i a g e s  v a r i e s  by 

s t a t e ,  a c c o rd in g  t o  e x i s t i n g  laws which may p r o h i b i t  I n t e r r a c i a l  m ar ­

r i a g e s  and a c c o r d in g  t o  p o p u l a t i o n  r a t i o s ,  Negro-White  c o m b in a t io n s  a r e  

g e n e r a l l y  t h e  major  t y p e  o f  I n t e r r a c i a l  m a r r i a g e s .  A l though  c u r r e n t  

d a t a  r e g a r d i n g  I n t e r f a f t h  m a r r i a g e  I s  Incom ple te ,  I t  I s  e s t i m a t e d  t h a t  

I n t e r r a c i a l  m a r r i a g e s  c o n s t i t u t e  l e s s  th an  one p e r  c e n t  o f  a l l  m a r r i a g e s  

In t h e  U n i ted  S t a t e s .  There  a p p ea r s  t o  be an I n c r e a s e  In t h e  I n c i d e n t  o f

f n t e r f a l t h  m a r r i a g e ;  however ,  t h e  t r e n d  may be l i m i t e d  t o  c e r t a i n  r e g i o n s

13 IU o f  t h e  c o u n t r y .  *

R e l i q l o n

H o l l ln g sh e a d  found t h a t  n ex t  t o  r a c e ,  r e l i g i o n  I s  t h e  most

d e c i s i v e  c u l t u r a l  f a c t o r  o p e r a t i n g  In mate s e l e c t i o n .  N in e ty -o n e  p e r  c e n t

o f  a l l  m a r r i a g e s  In t h e  New Haven s tu d y  were r e l i g i o u s l y  endogamous.

H o l l ln g s h e a d  noted t h a t  t h e  r a t e  o f  I n t e r f a i t h  m a r r i a g e  had remained

s t a b l e  In New Haven o v e r  two g e n e r a t i o n s .  No c o n s i s t e n t  ten d en cy  be tw een

11I n t e r f a f t h  m a r r iag e s  and sex o f  p a r t n e r s  was o b s e r v e d .  J

BurchIna l  found more f a v o r a b l e  a t t i t u d e s  tow ard  d a t i n g  p a r t n e r s  o f  

o t h e r  f a i t h s  than  toward  m ar ry ing  p e r s o n s  o f  o t h e r  f a i t h s . ^  A l though  

much d a t a  can be produced  t o  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  re  1 Ig tous -endogam y norms do 

e x i s t ,  t h e  r a t e s  o f  I n t e r f a i t h  m a r r i a g e s  w i l l  v a ry  w i t h i n  r e g i o n s  and

^ J o s e p h  G olden ,  " C h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  o f  t h e  Negro-W hite  I n t e r m a r r i e d  
in P h i l a d e l p h i a . "  American S o c i o l o g i c a l  Review. XVIII ( A p r i l ,  1 953) ,  p .  19.

^ O a v l d  H e r r ,  "Negro-White  M arr iage  In t h e  U n i t e d  S t a t e s , "  J o u r n a l  
o f  M arr iage  and th e  F a m i ly . XXVIII (August ,  1966) ,  p p .  262-73 .

^ H o l l l n g s h e a d ,  op .  c l t . .  pp .  622-23.

*^Lee G. B u r c h I n a l ,  op.  c l t . .  p .  652.
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w i t h i n  d e n o m i n a t i o n s .  C l i c k  r e p o r t e d  t h a t  a p p r o x i m a t e l y  93 p e r  c e n t  o f

t h e  J e w ish  m a r r i a g e s ;  91 p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  P r o t e s t a n t  m a r r i a g e s ,  and  78 p e r

17c e n t  o f  t h e  C a t h o l i c  m a r r i a g e s  w e re  r e l i g i o u s l y  homogamous n a t i o n a l l y .

E t h n i c  O r i g i n

E t h n i c i t y  h a s  been  c l o s e l y  r e l a t e d  t o  r e l i g i o n  a n d ,  i n  c o m b in a ­

t i o n ,  t h e y  have been  a  pow erfu l  I n f l u e n c e  In t h e  mate  s e l e c t i o n  p r o c e s s .  

H o l l l n g s h e a d  n o ted  a  t e n d e n c y  t o  c r o s s  e t h n i c  l i n e s  w i t h i n  r e l i g i o u s

g r o u p s .  In most c a s e s ,  m a r r i a g e s  a c r o s s  r e l i g i o u s  l i n e s  I n v o lv e d  m ix in g

18o f  e t h n i c  g roups  In t h e  New Haven s t u d y .  w

S o c i a l  S t a t u s  and P r o p i n q u i t y

S o c i a l  s t a t u s  and s p a c i a l  p r o x i m i t y  a r e  c l o s e l y  r e l a t e d .  Many 

19 20r e s e a r c h e r s  ' have  a c c e p t e d  p r o p i n q u i t y  a s  a s i g n i f i c a n t  c r i t e r i o n  In 

t h e  m a te  s e l e c t i o n  p r o c e s s .  A l though  t h e r e  Is  a  p o s i t i v e  c o r r e l a t i o n  

be tw een  r e s i d e n t i a l  a r e a  and m a r r i a g e ,  f t  s h o u ld  b e  n o t e d  t h a t  many o t h e r  

" f i l t e r i n g 11 f a c t o r s  e x e r t  I n f l u e n c e  In  t h e  m ate  s e l e c t i o n  p r o c e s s .  

H o l l l n g s h e a d  o b s e rv e d  t h a t  5 8 .2  p e r  c e n t  o f  b o t h  p a r t n e r s  In  m a r r i a g e  

came f rom t h e  same r e s i d e n t i a l  a r e a .  I f  a d j a c e n t  r e s i d e n t i a l  a r e a s  w ere  

I n c lu d e d  In t h i s  g r o u p ,  t h e  p e r c e n t a g e  i n c r e a s e d  t o  82* 8 .  I t  was I n d i ­

c a t e d  in  t h e  New Haven s tu d y  t h a t  when c l a s s  l i n e s  w e r e  c r o s s e d .  I t  was

, 7 Paul  C. C l i c k  and E. Landau,  "Age a s  a F a c t o r  in  M a r r i a g e , "  
American S o c i o l o g i c a l  Review. XV ( F e b r u a r y ,  1950) ,  p p .  5 1 7 - 2 9 .

^ H o l l l n g s h e a d ,  o p . c l t . .  pp .  623-2*K

19̂James B o s s a r d ,  " R e s i d e n t i a l  P r o p i n q u i t y  a s  a  F a c t o r  In  Mar­
r i a g e , "  American J o u r n a l  o f  S o c i o l o g y . XXXVII ( S e p t e n b e r ,  1 9 3 2 ) ,  p p .  2 1 9 -22 .

2^Marvln R. R o l l e r ,  " R e s i d e n t i a l  and O ccup a t io n a l  P r o p i n q u i t y , "  
American S o c io lo g i c a l  Review. XI I I  (O c tobe r ,  19**8) * pp.  613-16 .
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more f r e q u e n t  f o r  males t o  s e l e c t  wives  from lower c l a s s e s .  There  was

a l s o  a s t r o n g  a s s o c i a t i o n  b e tw een  e d u c a t i o n ,  r e l i g i o n  and c l a s s e s .

That l s t t h e  l e v e l s  o f  e d u c a t i o n  and t h e  s i m i l a r i t y  o f  r e l i g i o n  o p e r a t e d

21w i t h i n  t h e  g i v e n  s o c i a l  s t r a t a  and w i t h i n  r e s i d e n t i a l  p r o x im i t y .

Some r e s e a r c h e r s  h av e  d i s p u t e d  t h e  co n c e p t  o f  s t a t u s  endogamy, 

L e s l i e  and R ic h a rd s  found In  t h e i r  s tudy  a t  Purdue U n i v e r s i t y  on ly  

minimal t e n d e n c i e s  toward homogamy In a sample o f  s t u d e n t s  who d a t e d  p r i o r

t o  e n t e r i n g  c o l l e g e  and no  homogamous p a t t e r n s  among t h o s e  who d a t e d  and

22m arr ied  a f t e r  c o l l e g e  e n t r a n c e .  O ther  r e s e a r c h e r s  have  i n d i c a t e d  t h a t

homogamous t e n d e n c i e s  were g r e a t e s t  among c o u p l e s  s t i l l  dependent  upon

p a r e n t a l  l i v i n g  r e l a t i o n s h i p s .

W a l l e r  d id  not  a c c e p t  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  s o c i a l  s t a t u s  o p e r a t e d  In th e

d a t i n g  s e l e c t i o n  p a t t e r n s  o f  t h e  Penn S t a t e  s t u d e n t s  in h i s  s tudy  r e g a r d i n g

t h e  r a t i n g  and d a t in g  com plex .  P r e s t i g i o u s  f a c t o r s  were  no t  c o n s id e r e d  in

reg a rd  t o  d i f f e r e n c e s  be tween  p a r e n t a l  background  and f a m i l i a l  s o c i a l

c l a s s .  W a l l e r  viewed t h e  s t u d e n t s  a t  Penn S t a t e  a s  a b a s i c  homogeneous

group e x t r a c t e d  from m idd le  c l a s s  o r i g i n s .

In c o n t r a s t  t o  W a l l e r ' s  b e l i e f ,  I r a  R e i s s  s u g g e s t s :

S o c i a l  c l a s s e s  on campus a r e  n o t  s im p le  ' p o p u l a r i t y '  c l a s s e s ,  
b u t  t h a t  t h e y  a re  s t a b l e  c l a s s  s t r u c t u r e s  based  on many campus 
v a l u e s  and t h a t  they  r e f l e c t  p a r e n t a l  s o c i a l  c l a s s  and a f f e c t  
s e r i o u s  a s  wel l  as c a s u a l  d a t i n g . 23

22 G. R. L e s l i e  and A. H. R ic h a rd s o n ,  "Family  V ersus  Campus I n f l u ­
ences  In R e l a t i o n  t o  Mate S e l e c t i o n , "  S o c i a l  P rob lem s. IV (O c to b e r ,  1956) ,  
pp. 117-20.

^ 3 | r a  l . R e i s s ,  op .  c l t . .  p .  195.
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In g e n e r a l ,  r e s e a r c h  has  ev idenced  t h a t  t h e  primary mechanism

l e a d i n g  t o  c h o i c e  of  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r  I s  s i m i l a r i t y  o r  homogamy In r e s p e c t

t o  r a c e ,  r e l i g i o n ,  s o c i a l  c l a s s ,  r e s i d e n t i a l  p r o p in q u i ty  and e t h n i c

b a c k g ro u n d .  The norm a tive  p a t t e r n s  a r e  w e l t  embodied by I n v e s t i g a t i o n

and d o c u m e n ta t io n .  In a d d i t i o n  t o  t h e s e  homogamous f a c t o r s ,  numerous

r e s e a r c h e r s  have  s u g g es ted  t h a t  homogamy a l s o  e x i s t s  as a s e l e c t i v e  f a c t o r

In r e g a r d  t o  p h y s i c a l  and p s y c h o lo g i c a l  o r  s o c i a l - p s y c h o l o g i c a l  c h a r a c t e r -

24I s t f c s  a s  w e l l .  The Burgess  and W a l l in  s tu d y  o f  engaged c o u p le s  and th e  

l o n g i t u d i n a l  r e s e a r c h  com p i led  by Kelly^"* I n d i c a t e  th a t  homogamous t e n ­

d e n c i e s  a r e  o p e r a t i v e  in v a r i o u s  d im ensions  i n c l u d i n g  s o c i a l  endogamy, 

p h y s i c a l  and p s y c h o lo g i c a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s .

T h e o r i e s  o f  Complementary Needs and 
Value C o n sen su s  In Mate S e l e c t i o n

The t h e o r y  o f  complementary  needs  In  mate  s e l e c t i o n  was deve loped  

by  Winch, K t s a n e s  and K ts a n e s  In t h e  mid f i f t i e s .  I t  Is b ased  on t h e  f a c t  

t h a t  homogamy o p e r a t e s  w i t h  r e s p e c t  t o  v a r i o u s  s o c i a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  

I n c l u d in g  s o c io - e c o n o m ic ,  r a c e ,  r e l i g i o n ,  s t a t u s ;  however,  a  second 

p r i n c i p l e  o f  m a te  s e l e c t i o n  becomes o p e r a t i v e  w i t h i n  the  h e t e r o s e x u a l  

dyad .  The complementary  need  th e o ry  s u g g e s t s  t h a t  I n d iv id u a l s  s e l e c t  

w i t h i n  t h e i r  f i e l d  o f  e l l g l b l e s  t h e  p e rson  who g i v e s  the  g r e a t e s t  p romise  

o f  p r o v i d i n g  maximum need g r a t i f i c a t i o n .  Needs o f  spouses a r e  comple­

m entary  r a t h e r  th a n  s i m i l a r .  Some needs a r e  d i f f e r e n t  In k in d ;  o t h e r s  

a r e  d i f f e r e n t  In  i n t e n s i t y .  Needs may be g r a t i f i e d  c o n s c i o u s l y  o r

24E r n e s t  Burgess  and Paul W a l l i n ,  o p . c l t .

^ E ,  Lowell  K e l l y ,  " C o n s i s t e n c y  o f  t h e  Adult  P e r s o n a l i t y , "  
American P s y c h o l o g i s t s , X (November, 1955),  pp .  659 .81 .
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o r  u n c o n s c i o u s l y ;  a p e r so n  may o r  may n o t  be m a r e  of t h e  m o t i v a t i o n  f o r

26b e h a v i o r  n e ed e d  t o  f u l f i l l  h i s  needs .

The p r e l i m i n a r y  r e p o r t  on complementary  needs d e s c r i b i n g  th e  com­

p le x  d e s i g n  and t e s t i n g  p r o c e d u r e s  was p u b l i s h e d  In 1953. I t  was h y p o th ­

e s i z e d  t h a t  h i g h  a s s e r t i v e s  would t en d  t o  marry  high r e c e p t I v e s . ^  The 

r e s u l t s  o f  t h e  s tu d y  w ere  based  on 388 I n t e r s p o u s a l  c o r r e l a t i o n s .  I n t e r ­

v iews and  p r o j e c t i v e  t e s t s  were a d m i n i s t e r e d  t o  25 N or thw es te rn  U n i v e r s i t y  

u n d e r g r a d u a t e  s t u d e n t s  and t h e i r  r e s p e c t i v e  s p o u ses .  D i s t r i b u t i o n s  o f  

c o r r e l a t i o n  d e r i v e d  from t h e  a n a l y s e s  o f  t h e  n e e d - i n t e r v i e w  and p e r so n a l  

c o n f e r e n c e s  s u p p o r t e d  t h e  t h e o r y  o f  complementary  needs in  mate s e l e c t i o n .  

D i s t r i b u t i o n s  b a se d  on c a s e - h i s t o r y  and t h e  Thematic A p p e rc ep t io n  T e s t
n Q

(TAT) w e r e  n o t  s u p p o r t i v e  o f  t h e  t h e o r y .  K tsanes  u t i l i z e d  t h e  same 

d a t a  In  a f a c t o r  a n a l y s i s  d e s ig n  to  s tu d y  ty p o lo g y  of  p e r s o n a l i t y .  He 

h y p o t h e s i z e d  t h a t  p e r s o n s  who I n d ic a t e d  h igh  r a t i n g s  on a  g iv en  f a c t o r  

would t e n d  t o  s e l e c t  a mate who had I n d i c a t e d  e i t h e r  low o r  n e g a t i v e  

r a t i n g s  on t h e  same f a c t o r .  Four ty p e s  o f  p e r s o n a l i t i e s  were  e x t r a c t e d  

from kk v a r i a b l e s  d e r i v e d  from t h e  I n t e r v i e w  d a t a .  The r e s u l t s  o f  t h e  

s t a t i s t i c a l  a n a l y s i s  were  c o n s i s t e n t  w i t h  t h e  t h e o r y  o f  complementary

^ R o b e r t  F. Winch, T. K tsanes  and V. K tsanes ,  "The Theory o f  
Complementary Needs In M a te -S e l e c t  ion;  An A n a l y t i c  and D e s c r i p t i v e  
S t u d y , 11 American S o c i o l p q i c a l  Review, XIX ( J u n e ,  195*0, PP. 21*1-49.

^ R o b e r t  Winch, T. K tsanes  and V. K ts a n e s ,  "E m p ir ic a l  
E l a b o r a t i o n  o f  t h e  Theory  o f  Complementary Needs in Mate S e l e c t i o n , "  
J o u rn a l  o f  Abnormal Psycho l o g y . LI ( Ju n e ,  1953) ,  pp. 508-13 .

28R o b e r t  F. Winch, "The Theory o f  Complementary Needs In 
M a t e - S e l e c t i o n :  F i n a l  R e s u l t s  on t h e  T e s t  o f  General H y p o t h e s i s , "
American S o c i o l o g i c a l  Review. XX (O c to b e r ,  1955) ,  pp. 552-55 .
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n e e d s .  H a r r i e d  p a r t n e r s  s e l e c t e d  s p o u s e s  who p o s s e s s e d  p e r s o n a l i t y
29

f a c t o r s  d i f f e r e n t  f rom t h e i r  own.

The t h e o r y  o f  need c o m p l e m e n t a r i t y  In m a te  s e l e c t i o n  h a s  been  

d i s p u t e d  by s e v e r a l  r e s e a r c h e r s .  Hos t  f r e q u e n t  c r i t i c i s m s  r e v o lv e  

a ro u n d  t h e  i s s u e s  o f  t h e  s m a l l  sam p le  s i z e  and t h e  d e r i v a t i o n  o f  d a t a  

from t h e  same b a s i c  s a m p le .  In  an a t t e m p t  t o  r e t e s t  t h e  com plem enta ry  

n e e d s  t h e o r y ,  Bowerman and Day u t i l i z e d  s c o r e s  from t h e  Edwards P e r s o n a l  

P r e f e r e n c e  S c h e d u le  f o r  60 S e a t t l e ,  W ash ing ton  c o l l e g e  c o u p l e s  who w ere  

e i t h e r  f o r m a l l y  e n g a g e d ,  p i n n e d  o r  had a mutua l  u n d e r s t a n d i n g  r e g a r d i n g  

t h e  f u t u r e .  R e s u l t s  o f  t h e  s t u d y  d i d  n o t  s u p p o r t  th e  need com plem enta ry  

t h e o r y .  The d a t a  I n d i c a t e d  l i t t l e  e v i d e n c e  o f  e i t h e r  com plem en ta ry  o r  

homogamous n e e d s  In  p a i r e d  c o m b i n a t i o n s .  The m a j o r i t y  o f  t h e  225 c o r ­

r e l a t i o n s  b e tw een  needs  o f  c o u p l e s  were  s m a l l .  In c a s e s  w here  a n a l y s i s

p ro d u ce d  s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s ,  t h e r e  was no c o n s i s t e n t  s u p p o r t  f o r

30e i t h e r  c o m p l I m e n t a r l n e s s  o r  homogamy.

S c h e l l e n b e r g  and Bee a l s o  a d m i n i s t e r e d  t h e  Edwards P e r s o n a l  P r e ­

f e r e n c e  S c h e d u le  t o  r e - c h e c k  t h e  f i n d i n g s  o f  Winch and Bowerman and Day. 

R e s u l t s  from c o u p l e s  who w e r e  g o in g  s t e a d y ,  engaged  o r  r e c e n t l y  m a r r i e d  

i n d i c a t e d  e m o t io n a l  homogamy r a t h e r  th a n  c o m p l e m e n t a r in e s s .  H a r r i e d  

c o u p l e s  e x h i b i t e d  h i g h e r  mean c o n v e r g e n c e  s c o r e s  th a n  n o n - m a r r l e d  

c o u p l e s  as  f u r t h e r  s u p p o r t  f o r  t h e  homogamous-need h y p o t h e s i s . ^

9Q
J T. K t s a n e s ,  "Mate  S e l e c t i o n  on t h e  B a s i s  o f  P e r s o n a l i t y  Type:

A S tudy  U t i l i z i n g  an  E m p i r i c a l  Typo logy  o f  P e r s o n a l i t y , "  American 
S o c i o l o g i c a l  Rev iew . XX ( O c t o b e r ,  1 9 5 5 ) ,  pp .  5 ^ 7 - 5 1 .

^ C h a r l e s  E. Bowerman and B a r b a r a  R. Day, "A T e s t  o f  t h e  T h e o ry  
o f  Complementary  Needs as  A p p l i e d  t o  C o u p le s  D ur ing  C o u r t s h i p , "  American 
S o c i o l o g i c a l  Review, XXI ( O c t o b e r ,  1956) ,  pp .  6 0 2 -0 5 .

3 1J .  A. S c h e l l e n b e r g  and  L. S. Bee ,  "A R e - e x a m in a t io n  o f  t h e
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K e r c k h o f f  and D av is  u t i l i z e d  a l o n g i t u d i n a l  s tu d y  t o  m easure  

homogamy and c o m p l e m e n t a r in e s s  In  r e g a r d  t o  p r o g r e s s  In r e l a t i o n s h i p s .

They h y p o t h e s i z e d  t h a t  v a l u e  c o n s e n s u s  and c o m p le m e n ta r i ty  o f  needs  

w ere  I n d e p e n d e n t l y  r e l a t e d  t o  p r o g r e s s  toward  permanence.  Q u e s t i o n n a i r e s  

w e re  c o m p le te d  by 103 Duke U n i v e r s i t y  s t u d e n t s  who were e n g a g e d ,  p in n e d  

o r  s e r i o u s l y  a t t a c h e d .  Seven months  l a t e r ,  t h e  103 c o u p l e s  w ere  asked  t o  

c o m p le t e  a second  q u e s t i o n n a i r e ;  9k o f  t h e s e  r e p l i e s  w e re  u s a b l e .  The 

two In d e p e n d e n t  v a r i a b l e s  w ere  v a l u e  c o n s e n s u s ,  a s  measured  by The F a r b e r  

Fam i ly  V a lu e s  Index ,  and need c o m p l e m e n t a r i t y ,  as  measured by t h e  FIRO-B 

s c a l e  f o r  I n c l u s i o n ,  c o n t r o l  and a f f e c t i o n .  Value  c o n se n su s  was s i g n i f ­

i c a n c e  was n o te d  tow ard  l o n g - t e r m  c o u p l e s .  T h e re  was a r e l a t i o n s h i p ,

b e tw een  com plem en te r  I n e s s  and p r o g r e s s  tow ard  permanence,  a l t h o u g h  n o t
32

s i g n i f i c a n t ,  In two o u t  o f  t h e  t h r e e  m e a s u r e s .

K arp ,  J a c k s o n  and L e s t e r  a t t e m p t e d  t o  d e m o n s t r a t e  t h a t  homogamous- 

need and c o m p le m e n ta ry -n e e d  o p e r a t e d  t o g e t h e r  In t h e  mate  s e l e c t i o n  p r o ­

c e s s .  P e r s o n a l i t y  t r a i t s  r a t h e r  t h a n  p e r s o n a l i t y  needs w ere  a p p r a i s e d  t o  

r e s e a r c h  a  m o d i f i e d  h y p o t h e s i s  o f  t h e  co m p lem en ta ry -n eed  t h e o r y .  The 

d e s i g n  was b a s e d  upon t h e  a s su m p t io n  t h a t  mate  s e l e c t i o n  o r i g i n a t e d  on 

homogamous m e a s u re s .  The r e s e a r c h e r s  h y p o t h e s i z e d  t h a t  c o u p l e s  would 

I l l u s t r a t e  more homogamous th a n  non-homagamous t r a i t s  o r  s e l e c t  p a r t n e r s  

w i t h  t r a i t s  w hich  t h e y  would  w i s h  t o  p o s s e s s .  F i f t y - f o u r  engaged 

W e l l e s l e y  C o l l e g e  g i r l s  w ere  g i v e n  a q u e s t i o n n a l r e  t o  d e t e r m i n e  I f  a l i s t  

o f  5^ a d j e c t i v a l  p h r a s e s  w ere  d e s c r i p t i o n s  o f  a c t u a l - s e l f ,  I d e a l - s e l f ,

T heory  o f  Complementary Needs In Mate S e l e c t i o n , "  M ar r iag e  and Fam ily  
L i v i n g . XXII ( F e b r u a r y ,  I 9 6 0 ) ,  pp.  2 2 7 -3 2 .

^ A l a n  C. K e r c k h o f f  and K e i t h  E. D a v i s ,  op .  c l t . . pp .  2 9 5 -303 .
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f i a n c e ' s  a c t u a l - s e l f ,  o r  o f  t h e  f i a n c e ' s  c l o s e s t  m a le  f r i e n d .  R e s u l t s  

I n d i c a t e d  a s i g n i f i c a n t  d e g r e e  o f  homogamy be tw een  t h e  t r a i t s  o f  t h e  

s u b j e c t  and t h e  t r a i t s  o f  h e r  f i a n c e ;  a s  p e r c e i v e d  by t h e  s u b j e c t .

When t h e  t r a i t s  w e r e  n o t  homogamous, t h e r e  was a  s i g n i f i c a n t  t e n d e n c y  

f o r  t h e  f i a n c e  t o  r e s e m b le  t h e  s u b j e c t ' s  i d e a l - s e l f  r a t h e r  th a n  t h e  

a c t u a l - s e l f .  The r e s e a r c h e r s  c l a i m  t h a t  t h e  I d e a l - s e l f  f u l f i l l m e n t  p r o ­

c e s s  o p e r a t e s  f o r  t r a i t s  In w h ich  t h e  I n d i v i d u a l ' s  a c t u a l - s e l f  and I d e a l -  

s e l f  d i f f e r . ^

In summary o f  t h e  t h e o r i e s  o f  need  c o m p l e m e n t a r i t y  and v a l u e  

c o n s e n s u s ,  K e r c k h o f f  and D av is  s u g g e s t  t h a t  v a r i o u s  " f i l t e r i n g  f a c t o r s "  

o p e r a t e  d u r in g  p h a s e s  o f  t h e  mate  s e l e c t i o n  p e r i o d .  S o c i a l  s t a t u s  v a r i ­

a b l e s  ( c l a s s ,  r e l i g i o n ,  e t c . )  o p e r a t e  In t h e  e a r l y  s t a g e s ,  c o n s e n s u s  on 

v a l u e s  somewhat l a t e r ,  and need c o m p l e m e n t a r i t y  s t i l l  l a t e r . ^

S e v e r a l  o t h e r  r e s e a r c h e r s  hav e  s u g g e s t e d  p r o g r e s s i v e  s t a g e s  in 

t h e  m ate  s e l e c t i o n  p r o c e s s .  R e i s s  i n t e r p r e t e d  a c i r c u l a r i t y  o f  t h e  

phenomenon In a c o n c e p t u a l i z a t i o n  r e f e r r e d  t o  as  t h e  Wheel Theory  o f  

Love. A ccord ing  t o  R e i s s ,  r a p p o r t  I s  t h e  e s s e n t i a l  I n g r e d i e n t  In t h e  

d eve lopm en t  o f  r a p p o r t ,  one  r e v e a l s  h i m s e l f  and t h e r e b y  moves I n t o  t h e  

s e l f - r e v e l a t i o n  s t a g e  w h ich  c r e a t e s  an  a tm o sp h e re  f o r  n e e d .  The r e v e l a ­

t i o n  s t a t e  I s  f o l l o w e d  by a  mutual  d e p e n d e n t  o r  I n t e r d e p e n d e n t  s t a g e  

w h ic h  f i n a l l y  c r e a t e s  a  p e r s o n a l i t y  need  f u l f i l l m e n t . ^

^ E l l e n  S. K a rp ,  J u l i e  H. J a c k s o n ,  and David L e s t e r ,  " I d e a l -  
S e l f  F u l f i l l m e n t  In  Mate S e l e c t i o n :  A C o r o l l a r y  t o  t h e  Complementary
Need T heory  in  Mate S e l e c t i o n , "  J o u r n a l  o f  M ar r iag e  and F a m i l y . XXXM 
(May, 1970) ,  pp .  2 6 9 - 7 2 .

- V*

^ S c e r c k h o f f  and  D a v i s ,  o p .  c l t . .  p .  303.

35 I r a  L. R e i s s ,  "Toward a S o c i o l o g y  o f  t h e  H e t e r o s e x u a l  Love 
R e l a t i o n s h i p . "  M a r r i a g e  and Fam i ly  L i v i n g . XXII (May, I 9 6 0 ) ,  pp .  139-1*5.
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M u r s t e ln  s u g g e s t s  t h a t  r o l e  s i m i l a r i t y  and p e r c e p t i o n  Is  an  

I m p o r t a n t  a s p e c t  o f  t h e  mate s e l e c t i o n  p r o c e s s .  H is  t h e o r y  I n c o r p o r a t e s  

s t i m u l u s ,  v a l u e  and r o l e .  P a r t n e r s  who p o s s e s s  s i m i l a r  p h y s i c a l  a t t r a c ­

t i v e n e s s  and v a l u e  s i m i l a r i t y  f u r t h e r  a n a l y z e  t h e i r  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  th ro u g h  

r e a l  o r  imagined r o l e - c o m p a t l b 1 1 i t y . P e r c e i v e d  s i m i l a r i t y  o r  com ple­

m e n t a r i t y  Is  n o t  c o n s i d e r e d  as  s i g n i f i c a n t  a s  s e l f - a c c e p t a n c e  o f  t h e  

p e r c e i v e d .  High s e l f - a c c e p t i n g  I n d i v i d u a l s ,  In M u r s t e l n ' s  s t u d y ,  w ere  

more a p t  t o  p e r c e i v e  t h e i r  p a r t n e r  a s  s i m i l a r  t h a n  low s e l f - a c c e p t i n g

I n d i v i d u a l s . ^

P a r e n t a l  Image and P a r e n t a l  I n f l u e n c e

The w is h  f o r  a  p a r e n t a l  s u b s t i t u t e  Is  an u n c o n s c i o u s  m o t iv e  In 

mate  s e l e c t i o n  a c c o r d i n g  t o  p s y c h o a n a l y t i c a l  t h e o r y .  In t h i s  t h e o r y ,  t h e  

a s s u m p t io n  Is made t h a t  p e o p le  a r e  i n c l i n e d  t o  s e l e c t  a  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r  

w i t h  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  s i m i l a r  t o  t h o s e  o f  h i s  p a r e n t  o f  t h e  o p p o s i t e  s e x ,  

e s p e c i a l l y  I f  t h e  p a r e n t - c h i l d  I n t e r r e l a t i o n s h i p  was a happy one d u r i n g  

h i s  c h i l d h o o d .  A l th o u g h  s e v e r a l  s t u d h a v e  been  a t t e m p t e d  t o  

c o n f i r m  t h i s  t h e o r y ,  t h e  d a t a  p r e s e n t e d  t o  d a t e  a r e  f a r  from c o n c l u s i v e .

^ B e r n a r d  | , M u r s t e l n ,  " S t i m u l u s  -  Value  -  R o le :  A Theory  o f
M a r i t a l  C h o i c e , "  J o u r n a l  o f  M a r r i a g e  and t h e  F a m i ly . XXXI I {August ,  1970) 
pp .  1*65-80.

3 7 c i l f f o r d  K i r k p a t r i c k ,  "A S t a t i s t i c a l  I n v e s t i g a t i o n  o f  t h e  
P s y c h o n a l y t i c  T heory  o f  Mate S e l e c t i o n , "  J o u rn a l  o f  Abnormal and S o c i a l  
P s y c h o lo g y . XXXII (O c to b e r -D e ce m b e r ,  1 9 3 7 ) .  pp. 4 2 7 - 3 0 .

3®Robert F .  Winch,  "The R e l a t i o n  Between C o u r t s h i p  B e h a v io r  and 
A t t i t u d e s  Toward P a r e n t s  Among C o l l e g e  Men," American S o c i o l o g i c a l  
Rev iew . V I I I  ( A p r i l ,  1943) ,  pp. 1 6 4 -7 4 .

- ^ R o b e r t  F .  Winch,  " I n t e r r e l a t i o n s  Between C e r t a i n  S o c i a l  Back­
g round  and P a r e n t - S o n  F a c t o r s  In  a S tu d y  o f  C o u r t s h i p  Among C o l l e g e  
Men," American S o c i o l o g i c a l  Rev iew . XI ( J u n e ,  1 9 4 6 ) ,  pp .  333*41.
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S t r a u s s  found  e v i d e n c e  t o  s u p p o r t  t h e  g e n e r a l i z a t i o n  t h a t  t h e r e

was  a  d e f i n i t e  p a r e n t a l  Image I n f l u e n c e  a l t h o u g h  I t  may o r  may no t  be
Lq

a t t r i b u t e d  t o  t h e  p a r e n t  o f  t h e  o p p o s i t e  s ex .

V a r i o u s  a s p e c t s  o f  p a r e n t a l  I n f l u e n c e  o r  p a r e n t a l  images have  

b e e n  r e s e a r c h e d  d u r i n g  t h e  p a s t  s e v e r a l  d e c a d e s .  In on e  o f  t h e  e a r l i e s t  

s t u d i e s  B a r b e r ,  In  1936, a t t e m p t e d  t o  I n v e s t i g a t e  d i f f e r e n c e s  and s i m i ­

l a r i t i e s  o f  v ie w s  r e g a r d i n g  e s s e n t i a l  c r i t e r i a  o p e r a t i v e  In t h e  s e l e c t i o n  

o f  a  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r  p o s s e s s e d  by p a r e n t s  and t h e i r  c o l l e g e  age  c h i l d r e n .  

The s t u d y  p r o d u c e d  same r a t h e r  s i g n i f i c a n t  f i n d i n g s :

1. P a r e n t s  w e re  w i l t i n g  f o r  s o n s  and d a u g h t e r s  t o  m ar ry  
p e r s o n s  o f  low er  economic r a n k ,  a l t h o u g h  they w ere  n o t  
a s  w i l l i n g  in  t h i s  r e g a r d  a s  w e re  t h e  young p e o p le  
t h e m s e l v e s .

2 .  Sons i n s i s t e d  much more upon b e a u t y  in  t h e i r  m a te s  t h a n  
d i d  p a r e n t s  and d a u g h t e r s .

3 .  P a r e n t s  w e re  o n l y  a  l i t t l e  l e s s  I n t o l e r a n t  o f  m ates  o f  
u n a t t r a c t i v e  d i s p o s i t i o n s  and p e r s o n a l i t y  than  were  
young p e o p l e .

A. P a r e n t s  and c h i l d r e n  were  f a r  a p a r t  on moral s t a n d a r d s .
P a r e n t s  i n s i s t e d  s t r o n g l y  t h a t  t h e i r  c h i l d r e n  sh o u ld  n o t  
m a r ry  p e r s o n s  o f  lower mora l  s t a n d a r d s .  On t h e  a v e r a g e  
o n e - f o u r t h  o f  t h e  young p e o p l e  w ere  w i l l i n g  t o  do s o  i f  
a l l  o t h e r  f a c t o r s  w ere  s a t i s f a c t o r y .

5 -  Young p e o p l e  r a t e d  d i s p o s i t i o n  and p e r s o n a l i t y  c h a r a c t e r ­
i s t i c s ,  f o l l o w e d  by h e a l t h ,  i n t e l l i g e n c e ,  e d u c a t i o n  and 
t h e  same r e l i g i o n  h i g h e s t  f o r  d e s i r o u s  t r a i t s  In m a r i t a l  
p a r t n e r s .

6 .  P a r e n t s  r a t e d  h y p o t h e t i c a l  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  f o r  t h e i r  
c h i l d r e n  In  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  h e i r a r c h y :  h e a l t h ,  same
r e l i g i o u s  f a i t h ,  moral s t a n d a r d s .  I n t e l l i g e n c e  and e d u c a ­
t i o n ,  d i s p o s i t i o n  and p e r s o n a l i t y . * ^

**®Anselm S t r a u s s ,  "The I n f l u e n c e  o f  P a r e n t a l  Images Upon M a r i t a l  
C h o i c e . 1* A n e r l c a n  S o c i o l o g i c a l  Rev iew . XI (O c to b e r ,  19^6) ,  pp .  5 5 ^ -5 9 .

'Ray B a b e r ,  "Some Mate S e l e c t i o n  S t a n d a r d s  o f  C o l l e g e  S t u d e n t s  
and T h e i r  P a r e n t s , "  J o u r n a l  o f  S o c i a l  H y g ien e . XXII (March,  1936) ,
PP. 11 5 -2 5 .
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B a t e s  fo u n d  In t h e  s t u d y  t h a t  " v i r t u a l l y  th e  e n t i r e  body o f  d a t a  

t e n d e d  t o  s u p p o r t  t h e  h y p o t h e s i s  t h a t  p a r e n t s  s t i l l  p l a y  r o l e s  In c o u r t ­

s h i p  which a f f e c t  t h e  b e h a v i o r  and d e c i s i o n s  o f  t h e  c h i l d . "  However,  he 

found p a r e n t a l  I n f l u e n c e  in  t h e  p r o c e s s  m os t  v a r i e d  and c o n c l u d e d :

W h e th e r  o r  n o t  a p a r e n t  In o u r  c u l t u r e  p la y s  a d o m in a t in g  
r o l e  In c o u r t s h i p  seems t o  be  l e s s  a f u n c t i o n  o f  s t e r e o t y p e  
c u l t u r a l  demands ,  t h a n  o f  t h e  adequacy  o f  t h e  p e r s o n a l  a d j u s t ­
ment o f  t h e  p a r e n t  h i m s e l f .  C o u r t s h i p  p r e s e n t s  c e r t a i n  d i f f i ­
c u l t i e s  o f  a d j u s t m e n t  t o  n e a r l y  a l l  p a r e n t s ,  bu t  m o s t ,  b e in g  
f a i r l y  w e l l  a d j u s t e d  p e r s o n s ,  make t h e  n e c e s s a r y  a d a p t a t i o n s  
w i t h o u t  t o o  much d i f f i c u l t y  j u s t  a s  t h e y  s i m i l a r l y  f a c e  o t h e r  
c r i s i s  p e r i o d s  o f  l i f e . ^

Winch made s e v e r a l  o b s e r v a t i o n s  c o n c e r n i n g  p a r e n t a l  I n f l u e n c e  

on c h o i c e  o f  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  In a  s e r i e s  o f  s t u d i e s  d u r i n g  t h e  1940s.  

The r o l e  o f  t h e  m o th e r  was o f  g r e a t e r  s i g n i f i c a n c e  t o  t h e  s o n ' s  d a t i n g  

p r o g r e s s  t h a n  t h e  r o l e  o f  t h e  f a t h e r .  C onsequen t  r e s e a r c h  d i d  no t
£i’J Mi

c l e a r l y  I n d i c a t e  w h e th e r  t h i s  p a t t e r n  was p r e v a l e n t  f o r  d a u g h t e r s .

Winch a l s o  fo u n d  t h a t  p r o g r e s s  in  d a t i n g  among males  was d i r e c t l y  c o r r e ­

l a t e d  w i t h  s u c c e s s  o r  f a v o r a b i l l t y  In e a r l y  d a t i n g  p r a c t i c e s  and t h e  

d e s i r e  t o  b e  m a r r i e d .  T h e re  was a l s o  some e v i d e n c e  t o  I n d i c a t e  t h a t  

t h e  s o n ' s  p r o g r e s s  in  d a t i n g  was c o r r e l a t e d  t o  p a r e n t a l  h a p p i n e s s  and 

t h e  f a m i ly  eco n o m ic  and s o c i a l  s t a t u s .  F a c t o r  a n a l y s i s  o f  o r i g i n a l  d a t a  

p r o v id e d  o r g a n i z a t i o n  and s p e c u l a t i o n  r e g a r d i n g  m a t r i c e s  o f  f a m i l y

^ A l a n  B a t e s ,  " P a r e n t a l  R o le s  In C o u r t s h i p . 11 S o c i a l  F o r c e s . XX 
(May, 191+2), p .  4 8 6 .

^ R o b e  r t  F .  Winch, " I n t e r r e l a t i o n s  Between C e r t a i n  S o c i a l  Back­
ground and P a r e n t - S o n  F a c t o r s  In a S tudy  o f  C o u r t s h i p  Among C o l l e g e  
Men," op .  c l t .

M.
R o b e r t  F .  Winch,  " C o u r t s h i p  In C o l l e g e  Women," American 

J o u r n a l  o f  S o c i o l o g y . LV (November,  1949) ,  p p .  269- 78 .



v a r i a b l e s  and t h e i r  i n f l u e n c e  on th e  male c o u r t s h i p  b e h a v i o r  p a t t e r n s  

and p r o g r e s s  a s  w e l l  as t o  p o s s i b l e  r e a c t i o n s  t o  u l t i m a t e  spouses .*1'’

B a te s  and K i r k p a t r i c k  and Caplow found t h a t  m o the rs  encouraged  

I n i t i a l  o r  e a r l y  d a t i n g  more f r e q u e n t l y  th a n  f a t h e r s  and t h a t  b o th  p a r ­

e n t s  p la y e d  a more p r o t e c t i v e  r o l e  f o r  t h e  d a u g h te r s  th a n  f o r  t h e  s o n s .  

F a t h e r s  had a  t e n d e n c y  t o  d i s a p p r o v e  f i r s t  d a t e s  f o r  t h e i r  d a u g h t e r s  

more f r e q u e n t l y  th a n  f o r  t h e i r  sons.**^'  ^

Sussman s t u d i e d  ways in which p a r e n t s  in f lu e n c e d  t h e i r  c h i l d r e n  

r e g a r d i n g  s e l e c t i o n  o f  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s .  He found t h a t  in 

t h e  m a j o r i t y  o f  c a s e s ,  p a r e n t s  used  p r e s s u r e  t a c t i c s  such a s  p r o p e r  

m i l i e u  f o r  d a t i n g ,  p e r s u a s i o n  a n d / o r  t h r e a t e n i n g  o f  w i th d raw a l  o f  

economic s u p p o r t .  E ig h ty -o n e  pe r  c e n t  o f  t h e  p a r e n t s  in h i s  s tu d y  

a d m i t t e d  u s in g  some p e r s u a s i v e  t e c h n i q u e  when c h i l d r e n  d a te d  p e r so n s  

who were n o t  ap p ro v e d .  P a r e n t s  a l s o  a d m i t t e d  t o  suc ce ss  In a m a j o r i t y  

o f  a t t e m p t s . 1*®

In a U n i v e r s i t y  o f  W isc o n s in  s tu d y  o f  296 men and women, P r in c e  

found t h a t  7*t p e r  c e n t  o f  campus coeds  had r e c e iv e d  some p a r e n t a l  

a d v i c e  on t h e  c h o i c e  o f  a m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r .  In most c a s e s ,  t h e  a d v ic e  

was g iven  by t h e  m o ther  t o  b o th  d a u g h t e r s  and s o n s .  The p a r e n t a l  a d v ic e

Lc
•’Rober t  F. Winch, "P r im a ry  F a c t o r s  in a Study o f  C o u r t s h i p , "  

American S o c i o l o g i c a l  Review. XII (December, 19*+7), pp. 658-66 .

**Al an B a t e s ,  op. c l t .

^ C l i f f o r d  K i r k p a t r i c k  and Theodore Caplow, " C o u r t s h i p  in a Group 
o f  M inneso ta  S t u d e n t s , "  American J o u rn a l  o f  S o c io lo g y . LI ( J a n u a r y ,  19^5) ,  
pp.  12^-25 .

lift
Marvin Sussman, " P a r e n t a l  P a r t i c i p a t i o n  in Mate S e l e c t i o n  and 

I t s  E f f e c t s  Upon Family  C o n t i n u i t y , "  S o c ia l  F o r c e s , XXXII (November,
1953) ,  p p . 32 ,  7 6 -8 1 .
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most f r e q u e n t l y  r e c e i v e d  by t h e  men r e f e r r e d  t o  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  c o n ­

c e r n i n g  t h e  same r e l i g i o u s  f a i t h ,  t r a i t s  I n f l u e n c i n g  homemaklng a b i l i t y ,  

f a m i l y  b ack g ro u n d  and d i s p o s i t i o n  and p e r s o n a l i t y .  P a r e n t a l  a d v i c e ,  

most f r e q u e n t l y  s u g g e s t e d  t o  f e m a l e s ,  r e g a r d e d  t h e  s e l e c t i o n  o f  p a r t n e r s

who p o s s e s s e d  good f i n a n c i a l  p r o s p e c t s ,  s i m i l a r  r e l i g i o u s  f a i t h ,  d l s p o s l -

49t l o n ,  p e r s o n a l i t y  and good f a m i l y  b ac k g ro u n d .  *

In a d d i t i o n  t o  f i n d i n g s  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  p r e v a l e n c e  o f  s o c i a l  homo­

gamy, Coombs a l s o  found i n d i c a t i o n  t o  s u p p o r t  t h e  view t h a t  f o r c e s  in 

t h e  p a r e n t a l  home e x e r t e d  i n f l u e n c e  f o r  homogamy. D a ta  from h i s  s tu d y  

i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  t h e r e  was a p o s i t i v e  c o r r e l a t i o n  be tween home i n f l u e n c e  

and homogamy In m e a su r in g  c h u r c h  a f f i l i a t i o n .  E i g h t y - e i g h t  p e r  c e n t  o f  

t h e  c o u p l e s  l i v i n g  a t  home c h o s e  m a te s  w i t h  s i m i l a r  r e l i g i o u s  b ac k g ro u n d s  

a s  compared t o  64 p e r  c e n t  o f  c o u p l e s  no t  l i v i n g  a t  home.50

In g e n e r a l .  I t  might  be summarized t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  d e f i n i t e  d a t i n g  

and m a r i t a l  s e l e c t i o n  norms f u n c t i o n i n g  w i t h i n  t h e  m a r i t a l  sy s te m .  T hese  

norms have rem a in ed  r e l a t i v e l y  s i m i l a r  o v e r  t h e  p a s t  two o r  t h r e e  g e n e r a ­

t i o n s .  Hew much I n f l u e n c e  t h e  home o r  p a r e n t a l  en v i ro n m e n t  e x e r t  w i t h i n  

t h e s e  d im e n s io n s  I s  d i f f i c u l t  t o  a s c e r t a i n .  R e f e r e n c e  made t o  v a r i o u s  

k i n d s  o f  p a r e n t a l  Influence-*^ i s  d e f i n i t i v e  o f  t h e  i n t e r p l a y  o f  c o n ­

s en su s  f a c t o r s  o p e r a t i v e  in  t h e  s e l e c t i o n  p r o c e s s .  K i r k p a t r i c k  

summarizes  much o f  t h e  r e s e a r c h  in  s t a t i n g :

^ A l f r e d  j . P r i n c e ,  " F a c t o r s  In Hate  S e l e c t i o n , "  The F am ily  L i f e  
C o o r d i n a t o r . X ( J u l y ,  1961) ,  pp .  5 5 -5 8 .

50ROb e r t  H. Coombs, " R e i n f o r c e m e n t  o f  V a lues  In t h e  P a r e n t a l  Home 
a s  a  F a c t o r  In Mate S e l e c t i o n , "  M a r r i a g e  and F a m i ly  L i v i n g , XIV (May, 
1 9 6 2 ) ,  p p .  1 5 5 - 5 7 .

^Anselm  S tra u ss ,  op. c i t .
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A d m i t t in g  t h a t  o t h e r  f a c t o r s  may be  o p e r a t i v e  In home 
e n v i r o n m e n t ,  t h e r e  Is  r ea so n  t o  b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h e  p a r e n t a l  
I n f l u e n c e  Is t h e  dom inan t  one* F o r  even though c o u r t s h i p  In 
t h e  U n i t e d  S t a t e s  h a s  f o r  s e v e r a l  g e n e r a t i o n s  been c h a n g in g  
away from d i r e c t  p a r e n t a l  c o n t r o l  tow ard  ' s e l f - a r r a n g e d '  
m a r r i a g e s ,  s t u d i e s  show t h a t  p a r e n t s  c o n t i n u e  t o  p l a y  a 
s i g n i f i c a n t  p a r t  In  t h e  c o u r t s h i p s  and m a r r i a g e s  o f  t h e i r
c h i l d r e n . 52

The Id ea l  Mate Theory

C l o s e l y  a l i g n e d  w i t h  th e  I n f l u e n c e  o f  p a r e n t a l  Image and I n f l u e n c e  

upon t h e  mate  s e l e c t i o n  p r o c e s s  I s  t h e  I d e a l  mate  t h e o r y .  The t h e o r y  

p r e s u p p o s e s  t h a t  a p e r s o n  o f  m a r r i a g e a b l e  age a l r e a d y  p o s s e s s e s  an Image 

o f  t h e  k in d  o f  p e r s o n  t h e y  would p r e f e r  t o  m ar ry .  E a r l y  r e s e a r c h  In t h i s  

a r e a  was  c o n f i n e d  t o  d e t e r m i n i n g  w h ich  t r a i t s  o r  which c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  

w e re  d e s l r e d  w i t h i n  s p e c i f i e d  p o p u l a t i o n s .  NImkoff s t a t e d :

T h e re  does  n o t  seem t o  be much d o u b t  t h a t  most p e r s o n s  have 
a  more  o r  l e s s  c o n s c i o u s  idea l  a t  t h e  t im e  th ey  m ee t  and c h o o se  
a  m a te  and t h a t  t h e  i d e a l  has  some b e a r i n g  on th e  c h o i c e . 53

R a t h e r  t h a n  I n v e s t i g a t i n g  w h ich  t r a i t s  were  m ost  d e s i r a b l e  In t h e  

I d e a l  m a te  s e l e c t i o n  p r o c e s s ,  S t r a u s s  r e v e r s e d  t h e  q u e s t i o n  In  a  1946 

s t u d y  t o  d e t e r m in e  I f  t h e  a c t u a l  mate  c h o i c e  was I n f lu e n c e d  by t h e  Idea l  

m a te  Image.  In a s t u d y  o f  373 engaged  o r  r e c e n t l y  m a r r i e d  p e r s o n s ,

S t r a u s s  found  91 p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  men and 93 p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  women s a i d  

t h e y  h e l d  some c o n s c i o u s  Id e a l  o f  a m a te .  A pprox im a te ly  80 p e r  c e n t  o f  

t h e  g r o u p  b e l i e v e d  t h a t  t h e  c o n c e p t  o f  t h e i r  id e a l  mate was upperm ost  in  

t h e i r  m in d s  a l t h o u g h  many s a i d  th ey  d i d  n o t  c o n s c i o u s l y  compare  t h e i r

^ C l i f f o r d  K i r k p a t r i c k ,  op .  c l t . .  p .  125.

53Meyer F. N Im k o f f ,  M ar r iag e  and t h e  F a m i ly . (B o s to n :  Houghton
M i f f l i n  C o . )  191*7. P .  4 0 2 .



I d e a l  m a te  and t h e i r  c h o s e n  mate  In t h e i r  d e c i s i o n  t o  m a r ry .  O t h e r s  

f e l t  t h a t  t h e i r  c o n c e p t i o n  o f  an I d e a l  m a te  e x i s t e d ,  b u t  t h a t  t h e y  w e re  

o n l y  v a g u e l y  f o r m u l a t e d  in  t h e i r  m in d s .  A l a r g e  p r o p o r t i o n  o f  t h e  g ro u p  

a d m i t t e d  t h a t  t h e i r  Image o f  t h e  I d e a l  m a te  was r e l a t e d  t o  p h y s i c a l ,  

t e m p e ra m e n ta l  and c u l t u r a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s .  Temperamenta l  t r a i t s  w e re  

s t r e s s e d  l e s s  t h a n  o t h e r  t r a i t s  In t h e  s t u d y .  As I n d i c a t e d  In p a t t e r n s  

o f  homogamy, d i f f e r e n c e s  In r a c e ,  f a i t h ,  s o c i a l ,  e d u c a t i o n a l  and e c o ­

nomic s t a t u s  r an k ed  h ig h  on e l i m i n a t i n g  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s .  A p p ro x im a te ly  

o n e  h a l f  o f  t h e  s a m p le  b e l i e v e d  t h a t  t h e i r  m ates  came c l o s e  t o  t h e i r  c o n -
cL

c e p t  o f  an Id e a l  m a te  in  te rm s  o f  p h y s i c a l  and p e r s o n a l  t r a i t s .

P r i n c e  s t u d i e d  c o ed s  a t  t h e  U n i v e r s i t y  o f  W isc o n s in  In an a t t e m p t  

t o  d e t e r m i n e  w h ich  t r a i t s  w ere  r e g a r d e d  m ost  d e s i r a b l e  o r  most u n d e s i r ­

a b l e  In p o t e n t i a l  m a te s  and i f  young p e o p l e  o f  m a r r i a g e a b l e  age d i d ,  in 

f a c t ,  h av e  an I d e a l  m a te .  I f  s o ,  q u e s t i o n e d  P r i n c e ,  what  were  t h e i r  

s o u r c e s  o f  I d e a l - I m a g e s ?  I t  was found  t h a t  men and women so u g h t  s i m i l a r  

q u a l i t i e s  in  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s .  Both  s e x e s  t e n d e d  t o  s t r e s s  d i s p o s i t i o n  

and p e r s o n a l i t y ,  I n t e l l i g e n c e ,  mora l  c h a r a c t e r  and u n d e r s t a n d i n g .  Men, 

more o f t e n  th a n  women, s t r e s s e d  p h y s i c a l  a t t r a c t i v e n e s s .  Men a l s o  

d e s i r e d  a mate  who had homemaking a b i l i t i e s  and was w e l l - g ro o m e d .  Women, 

In  c o n t r a s t ,  t e n d e d  t o  s e l e c t  an Id e a l  m ate  who was a m b i t i o u s  and I n d u s ­

t r i o u s ,  had a s e n s e  o f  humor and who w an te d  a home and f a m i l y .  Be ing  a 

good p r o v i d e r  was a l s o  c o n s i d e r e d  an e s s e n t i a l  in  an i d e a l  mate .  

U n d e s i r a b l e  t r a i t s  m o s t  f r e q u e n t l y  l i s t e d  by t h e  m a le s  In t h e  s tu d y  w ere :  

s e l f i s h n e s s  and I n c o n s l d e r a t e d n e s s ,  l a c k i n g  p e r s o n a l  c l e a n l i n e s s ,  l a c k i n g  

homemaking a b i l i t y ,  low mora l s t a n d a r d s  and low i n t e l l i g e n c e .  The

^ A n s e lm  S t r a u s s ,  o p . c l t .
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u n d e s i r a b l e  t r a i t s  most  f r e q u e n t l y  m e n t io n e d  by g i r l s  In t h e  I d e a l  mate  

c h o i c e  w e r e  s e l f i s h n e s s  and I n c o n s I d e r a t e d n e s s ,  la ck in g  In a m b i t i o n  o r  

l a z y ,  c o n c e i t e d n e s s ,  s e l f - c e n t e r e d n e s s ,  low mora l  s t a n d a r d s ,  and l a c k i n g  

p e r s o n a l  c l e a n l i n e s s .

P r i n c e  found t h a t  t h e  c o n c e p t i o n  o f  an Idea l  m a te  was d e r i v e d  

f o r  t h e  m o s t  p a r t  f rom f a m i l y  o r i e n t a t i o n s .  Over h a l f  o f  t h e  s t u d e n t s  

s t u d i e d  r e p o r t e d  t h a t  t h e i r  I d e a l  mate  Image was based upon e i t h e r  t h e i r  

o b s e r v a t i o n  o f  one o r  b o t h  p a r t n e r s . ^

W i l l i a m s  a s s e s s e d  530 c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s  In r eg a rd  t o  h y p o t h e t i c a l  

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  d e s i r e d  In c o n c e p t s  o f  Id e a l  m a te s .  I t  was found  t h a t  

women, In t h e o r y  a t  l e a s t ,  w e re  more demanding  and more c r i t i c a l  of  

s p e c i f i e d  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  f o r  mate s e l e c t i o n  t h a n  were m a l e s .  O ld e r  and 

m a r r i e d  s t u d e n t s  were a l s o  more r i g i d  In t h e i r  c h o ic e  o f  m a te .  P r e f e r r e d  

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  ranked by b o t h  s i n g l e  and m a r r i e d  s t u d e n t s  w e re  l i s t e d  as  

c a p a c i t y  f o r  p a r e n t h o o d ,  d e s i r e  f o r  c h i l d r e n ,  s a t i s f a c t o r y  grooming and 

s i m i l a r i t y  o f  i n t e r e s t .  M ales  r a t e d  p h y s i c a l  a t t r a c t i v e n e s s  and s i m i ­

l a r i t y  o f  a g e  h i g h e r  t h a n  f e m a l e s .

In g e n e r a l ,  W i l l i a m s o n ' s  s tu d y  I n d i c a t e d  o n ly  minimal  e f f e c t s  on 

mate  s e l e c t i o n  In r e l a t i o n  t o  c l a s s  d i f f e r e n c e .  Upper c l a s s e s  w ere  some­

what  more demanding  o f  I n t e l l e c t u a l  q u a l i f i c a t i o n s .  Upper c l a s s  s t u ­

d e n t s  w e re  a l s o  more r i g i d  In t h e i r  t e n d e n c i e s  t o  r e j e c t  p e r s o n s  due t o  

c e r t a i n  " r e j e c t i o n  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s . "

R e l i g i o u s  d i f f e r e n c e s  were a l s o  s t u d i e d  and f o r  t h e  most  p a r t  I t  

was found  t h a t  r e l i g i o n  e x e r t e d  a p p r o x i m a te ly  t h e  same i n f l u e n c e  as  c l a s s  

p o s i t i o n s  a l t h o u g h  no t  a lw ay s  on t h e  same I te m s .  C a t h o l i c s  p l a c e d  l e s s

5 5 A l f r e d  P r i n c e ,  o p . c l t .



em p h a s is  on e d u c a t i o n ;  h o w ev er ,  d e c i d e d l y  g r e a t e r  emphasis  on d e s i r e  f o r  

c h i l d r e n  and r e l i g i o n .  P r o t e s t a n t s  ranked  I n t e r m e d i a t e l y  b e tw e e n  C a th ­

o l i c s  and Jews In r e j e c t i o n  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s . ^

D a t i n g  a s p i r a t i o n s  and p a r t n e r  s a t i s f a c t i o n  w i th  i d e a l  m a t e  con­

c e p t s  w e re  t e s t e d  by Coombs and Kenkel In a s t u d y  which In v o lv e d  s e l e c ­

t i o n  o f  d a t i n g  p a r t n e r s  v i a  c o m p u te r .  Marked s e x - l i n k e d  d i f f e r e n c e s  were 

d i s c o v e r e d .  Women had a t e n d e n c y  t o  be  more r i g i d  In t h e  s e l e c t i o n  of  

com pu te r  a r r a n g e d  d a t e s  t h a n  w e re  men. S e v e n t y - t h r e e  p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  

women r e q u i r e d  t h e i r  d a t e  t o  be  o f  t h e  same r a c e  a s  compared w i t h  56 p e r  

c e n t  o f  t h e  m a l e s .  One f o u r t h  o f  t h e  women f e l t  I t  was a b s o l u t e l y  nec ­

e s s a r y  t o  d a t e  someone o f  t h e  same f a i t h ;  a p p r o x i m a t e l y  50 p e r  c e n t  p r e ­

f e r r e d  p a r t n e r s  o f  t h e  same r a c e  w h i l e  t h e  r e m a i n in g  q u a r t e r  s a i d  I t  

made l i t t l e  d i f f e r e n c e .  By c o m p a r i s o n ,  o n l y  14 p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  m a le s  

f e l t  I t  was a b s o l u t e l y  n e c e s s a r y  t o  d a t e  someone o f  th e  same f a i t h .  

D i f f e r e n c e s  In r a c i a l  and r e l i g i o u s  p r e f e r e n c e s  be tween m a le s  and 

f e m a le s  w e re  s i g n i f i c a n t  a t  t h e  .001 l e v e l .

S e v e n t y - f o u r  p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  g i r l s ,  com pared  t o  64 p e r  c e n t  o f  

t h e  m a le s  s a i d  t h a t  t h e y  d e s i r e d  t h e i r  p a r t n e r s  t o  wear  s t y l i s h  c l o t h e s .  

G i r l s  a l s o  had a  t e n d e n c y  t o  r a t e  d a n c in g  a b i l i t y  h i g h e r  t h a n  men. The 

o n ly  q u a l i t y  w h ich  men r a t e d  h i g h e r  t h a n  f e m a l e s  was p h y s i c a l  a t t r a c ­

t i v e n e s s .

A h i g h e r  number o f  men, 4 1 . 0  p e r  c e n t ,  compared t o  32 p e r  c e n t  

o f  t h e  women w ere  s a t i s f i e d  w i t h  t h e i r  co m p u te r  a r r a n g e d  d a t e s  on th e

^ R o b e r t  c .  W i l l i a m s o n ,  " D a t i n g ,  C o u r t s h i p  and th e  ' I d e a l  M a te1: 
Some R e l e v a n t  S u b c u l t u r a l  V a r i a b l e s , "  F am ily  L i f e  C o o r d i n a t o r , XIV 
( J u l y ,  1965) ,  pp .  137-44.
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i n i t i a l  d a t e .  A f o l l o w - u p  s t u d y ,  s i x  months  l a t e r ,  I n d i c a t e d  t h a t  b o th

57s e x e s  w ere  l e s s  e n t h u s i a s t i c  a b o u t  t h e i r  d a t e s ,  e s p e c i a l l y  t h e  women.

P e r s o n a l i t y  C h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  and P h y s ic a l  T r a i t s  

A l though  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  b e tw ee n  p e r s o n a l i t y  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s ,  

p h y s i c a l  t r a i t s  and t h e  m a te  s e l e c t i o n  p r o c e s s  have b een  e s t a b l i s h e d  In 

v a r i o u s  t h e o r i e s ,  s e v e r a l  r e s e a r c h e r s  hav e  c h o s e n  t o  s tu d y  p e r s o n a l  

a t t i t u d e s  and p h y s i c a l  a t t r i b u t e s  a p a r t  f rom any t h e o r e t i c a l  f ramework .

In o n e  o f  t h e  e a r l i e s t  s t u d i e s ,  B e rn a rd  s u rv e y e d  500 s t u d e n t s  a t  t h e  

U n i v e r s i t y  o f  C o lo r a d o  t o  d i s c o v e r  t h e i r  a t t i t u d e s  toward  v a r i o u s  a s p e c t s  

o f  m a r r i a g e  and f a m i l y .  Some o f  t h e  more  s i g n i f i c a n t  r e s u l t s  o f  B e r n a r d ' s  

s u r v e y  I n c l u d e d :

1. E i g h t y - e i g h t  p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  s t u d e n t s  f e l t  t h a t  sex  was 
no t  t h e  m ost  i m p o r t a n t  f a c t o r  i n  l i f e .

2 .  S l x t y - t h r e e  p e r  c e n t  f e l t  t h a t  some s e x  l i b e r t y  s h o u ld  
b e  p e r m i t t e d  b e f o r e  engagem ent  o r  m a r r i a g e .

3 .  S i x t y - f i v e  p e r  c e n t  w a n te d  t h e i r  p a r t n e r  t o  b e  o f  a t  
l e a s t  e q u a l  I n t e l l i g e n c e .  In a c o m p a r i so n  o f  m a le s  and 
f e m a l e s ,  how ever ,  i t  was found  t h a t  89 p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  
m a le s  p r e f e r r e d  p a r t n e r s  o f  e q u a l  i n t e l l i g e n c e  w h i l e
58 p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  f e m a l e s  d e s i r e d  s u p e r i o r  I n t e l l i g e n c e  
In t h e i r  h u s b a n d s .  I t  was i n t e r e s t i n g  t o  n o te  t h a t  n o t  
one p e r s o n  In t h e  sam p le  f a v o r e d  I n f e r i o r  i n t e l l i g e n c e  
in  h i s  o r  h e r  p a r t n e r .

4 .  E ig h ty  p e r  c e n t  o f  b o t h  s e x e s  b e l  fared t h a t  one a c t  o f  
I n f i d e l i t y  s h o u ld  be p a r d o n e d ;  t h e  r e m a in in g  20 p e r  
c e n t  t h o u g h t  t h a t  im m ed ia te  s e p a r a t i o n  sh o u ld  e n s u e  
as  a  r e s u l t  o f  i n f i d e l i t y .

5 .  The m a j o r i t y  o f  r e s p o n d e n t s  a s p i r e d  f o r  h i g h e r  s t a n d a r d s  
o f  l i v i n g  and f e w e r  c h i l d r e n  in  c o n t r a s t  t o  lower

^ R o b e r t  H. Coombs and W i l l i a m  F .  K e n k e l ,  "Sex  D i f f e r e n c e s  In 
D a t i n g  A s p i r a t i o n s  and S a t i s f a c t i o n  w i t h  Computer  A rranged  P a r t n e r s , "  
J o u r n a l  o f  H a r r  I ag e  and t h e  F a m i l y . XXXVIII ( F e b r u a r y ,  1 966) ,  pp .  6 2 - 6 9 .
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s t a n d a r d s  o f  l i v i n g  and l a r g e r  f a m i l i e s .  A d o p t io n  
was a c c e p t e d  a lm o s t  u n an im o u s ly  as  an a l t e r n a t i v e  
t o  c h i l d l e s s n e s s .

6 .  Over 80 p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  g r o u p  a p p ro v ed  o f  t h e  use o f  
c o n t r a c e p t I v e s  in m a r r i a g e .  D i f f e r e n c e s  among t h e  
s e x e s  I n d i c a t e d  t h a t  p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  m a le  sample 
approved  w h i l e  7^ p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  f e m a l e s  s u p p o r t e d  
t h e  u se  o f  c o n t r a c e p t i v e s .

7 . N e a r ly  88  p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  t o t a l  g roup  a g r e e d  t h a t  
d i v o r c e  w as  an  e x p e d i e n t  s o c i a l  d e v i c e  and r e g i s t e r e d  
no o p p o s i t i o n  t o  I t  on m o r a l ,  e t h i c a l  o r  r e l i g i o u s
g r o u n d s . 5 °

McCormick and Macrory a s k e d  259 u n d e r g r a d u a t e  women a t  t h e  Uni­

v e r s i t y  o f  W is c o n s in  t o  r a t e  v a r i o u s  t r a i t s  d e s i r e d  In a h u sb an d .  The 

t r a i t s  which  w ere  d e s i r e d  most In a  p r o s p e c t i v e  husband  were  c h a r a c t e r  

and i n t e l l i g e n c e ,  f o l l o w e d  by p o p u l a r i t y  and p h y s i c a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s .  

R e l i g i o u s  a f f i l i a t i o n ,  f a m i ly  and o c c u p a t i o n  w ere  n e x t  In o r d e r .  

N a t i o n a l i t y  was o f  t h e  l e a s t  c o n s e q u e n c e .  N i n e t y - t w o  pe r  c e n t  o f  t h e  

s t u d e n t s  would n o t  m a r ry  a Negro and 68 p e r  c e n t  w ou ld  n o t  m a r ry  a man 

w i t h  low er  e d u c a t i o n  th a n  t h e m s e l v e s . 33

W e l le r  s t u d i e d  s t u d e n t  a t t i t u d e s ,  b o t h  B r e t h r e n  and N o n - B r e th r e n ,  

in  B r e t h r e n  I n s t i t u t i o n s  In t h e  l a t e  19**0s. Two h u ndred  and f i f t y  s t u ­

d e n t s  e v a l u a t e d  *»2 c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  o f  p o t e n t i a l  m a r r i a g e  p a r t n e r s ,  The 

t r a i t s  were c l a s s i f i e d  I n to  s e v e n  c a t e g o r i e s :  r e l i g i o n s ,  e d u c a t i o n  and

i n t e l l e c t ,  e t h i c s ,  t h e  p h y s i c a l ,  d o m e s t i c  l i f e  econom ics  and s o c i a l  

v i r t u e s .  The B r e t h r e n  were s l i g h t l y  l e s s  I n s i s t e n t  th a n  t h e  N o n -B re th re n

58wm iam B e r n a r d ,  " S t u d e n t  A t t i t u d e s  on M a r r i a g e  and t h e  F a m i l y , "  
American  S o c i o l o g i c a l  Review. I I )  ( J u n e ,  1938) ,  pp .  35^-61 .

33Thomas C. McCormick and Boyd E. M acrory ,  "Group V a lu e s  in 
Mate S e l e c t i o n ,  in  a  Sample o f  C o l l e g e  G i r l s , "  S o c i a l  F o r c e s . XXII 
(October-M ay ,  1 9 ^ 3 -M t) ,  pp. 3 1 5 - 1 7 .
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In  t h e i r  demands f o r  m a r r i a g e  p a r t n e r s .  Host f r e q u e n t l y  r e q u i r e d  c h a r ­

a c t e r i s t i c s  r e g a r d e d  p o s s e s s i o n  o f  p e r s o n a l  c l e a n l i n e s s ,  d e s i r e  f o r  home 

and f a m i l y ,  t h e  a b i l i t y  t o  s u p p o r t  a f a m i l y  and good h e a l t h .  P e r s o n a l  

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  w h ich  were  r e g a r d e d  as  most u n d e s l r ^ l e  w ere  t h e  u s e  o f  

i n t o x i c a t i n g  l i q u o r ,  s e x  r e l a t i o n s  w i t h  o t h e r s  and t h e  u s e  o f  t o b a c c o .  

Women w e r e  somewhat more I n s i s t e n t  on good economic and f a m i ly  b ack g ro u n d  

t h a n  t h e  men. W e l l e r  c o n c lu d e d  t h a t  young p e o p le  were s t i l l  d i s t i n c t l y  

c o n v e n t i o n a l

61 62S e v e r a l  r e s e a r c h e r s  ' have  u t i l i z e d  s i m i l a r  q u e s t i o n n a i r e s  

on  v a r i o u s  cam puses  d u r i n g  t h e  p a s t  t h i r t y  y e a r s  t o  examine and compare  

campus v a l u e s  In  r e g a r d  t o  mate  s e l e c t i o n .  For t h e  n o s t  p a r t ,  t h e s e  

s t u d i e s  hav e  n e t t e d  much t h e  same r e s u l t s  r e g a r d l e s s  o f  t h e  y e a r  In 

w h ic h  t h e y  w e re  c o m p le te d  o r  on t h e  campus on w hich  t h e y  were  s t u d i e d .

C h r i s t e n s e n ' s  s t u d y  I n v o lv e d  t h e  a d m i n i s t e r i n g  o f  two s u r v e y s ,  

f i v e  y e a r s  a p a r t ,  t o  t h e  s t u d e n t s  a t  Brigham Young U n i v e r s i t y  d u r in g  

t h e  19b0s .  Both  s t u d i e s  i n d i c a t e d  two f a c t o r s  which  w e re  r a t e d  most 

I m p o r t a n t  In  m a te  s e l e c t i o n :  d e p e n d a b l e  c h a r a c t e r  and e m o t io n a l

s t a b i l i t y  and m a t u r i t y .  O ther  f a c t o r s  r a t i n g  h i g h e r  w e re  a m b i t i o n ,  

I n d u s t r i o u s n e s s ,  p l e a s i n g  d i s p o s i t i o n  and d e s i r e  f o r  home and c h i l d r e n .  

The l e a s t  d e s i r a b l e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  p e r t a i n e d  t o  I n d i v i d u a l s  who w e re

^ ® F o r r e s t  L. W e l l e r ,  " S t u d e n t  A t t i t u d e s  on M a r r ia g e  P a r t n e r s , "  
S o c i o l o g y  and S o c i a l  R e s e a r c h . XXV1, (19*+6), pp .  512-2*+.

^ R e u b e n  H i l l ,  "Campus V a lu e s  in  Mate S e l e c t i o n , "  J o u r n a l  o f  
Home E c o n o m ic s . XXXVII (November, !9*+5), pp.  55*+-58.

^ R o b e r t  M cGinnis ,  "Campus V a lu e s  in Mate S e l e c t i o n :  A
R e p e a t  S t u d y . "  S o c i a l  F o r c e s . XXXVI (May, 1959) ,  pp .  3 6 8 -7 3 .
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d i s h o n e s t  and u n r e l i a b l e ;  n e u r o t i c  and u n s t a b l e  e m o t i o n a l l y ;  h a r d  t o  

g e t  a l o n g  w i t h ;  p e r s o n s  whom a p a r t n e r  d i d n ' t  love  and p e r s o n s  who 

u s e d  l i q u o r  an d  t o b a c c o .

Hudson and Henze summarized v a r i o u s  s t u d i e s  w h ich  had been  

r e p l i c a t e d  o v e r  a p e r i o d  o f  t h r e e  d e c a d e s  (1939 t o  1969) .  In a  com par­

i s o n  o f  r a n k i n g  o f  18 c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  o v e r  t h e  y e a r s ,  Hudson and Henze 

f o u n d  s t r i k i n g  c o n s i s t e n c y  In t h e  s t u d e n t s '  e v a l u a t i o n  o f  t h e s e  t r a i t s .  

C h a s t i t y  and good h e a l t h  e v i d e n c e d  t h e  g r e a t e s t  d e c l i n e  In r a n k  o v e r  th e

t h r e e  d e c a d e s .  The t a b l e  be low  i l l u s t r a t e s  t h e  compar ison  o f  r a n k i n g s

6**b y  s e x  and y e a r s :

TABLE I I .  TABLE AND RANK OP 18 PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS IN HATE SELEC
TION BASED ON MEAN VALUE, BY YEAR AND SEX

C h a r a c t e r i s t i c s
Male Female

1939 1956 1967 1939 1956 1967

1.  D e p e n d a b le  c h a r a c t e r 1 1 1 2 1 2
2 .  E m o t io n a l  s t a b i l i t y 2 2 3 1 2 1
3 .  P l e a s i n g  d i s p o s i t i o n 3 ** k ** 5 k
b .  Mutual a t t r a c t i o n l* 3 2 5 6 3
5 .  Good h e a l t h 5 6 9 6 9 10
6 .  D e s i r e  f o r  h o m e - c h l l d r e n 6 5 5 7 3 5
7 .  R e f in e m e n t 7 8 7 8 7 8
8 .  Good c o o k - h o u s e k e e p e r 8 7 6 16 16 16
9 .  Ambit i o n - i n d u s t r i o u s n e s s 9 9 8 3 i* 6

10. C h a s t i t y 10 13 15 10 15 15
11. E d u c a t i o n - I n t e l  1 Ig en ce 11 11 10 9 1** 7
12. S o c 1a b 1 1 i t y 12 12 12 11 U 13
13.  S i m i l a r  r e l i g i o u s  b ack g ro u n d 13 10 11* \k 10 11
1h. Good l o o k s \k 15 11 17 18 17
15. S i m i l a r  e d u c a t i o n a l  b ack g ro u n d 15 1** 13 12 8 9
16. F a v o r a b l e  s o c i a l  s t a t u s 16 16 16 15 13 1**
17.  Good f i n a n c i a l  p r o s p e c t 17 17 18 13 12 12
18.  S i m i l a r  p o l i t i c a l  b ac k g ro u n d 18 18 17 18 17 18

^ H a r o l d  y .  C h r i s t e n s e n ,  " S t u d e n t  Views on Nate S e l e c t i o n , "  
M a r r i a g e  and F a m i ly  L i v i n g . IX (Autumn, 19**7), pp .  85 -88 .

^ H u d s o n  and Henze ,  p .  77**.
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In c o n c l u s i o n ,  Hudson and Henze w r o t e :

The c h a r g e  t h a t  young p e o p l e  hav e  d e p a r t e d  f rom t r a d i ­
t i o n a l  v a l u e s  and a r e  l e s s  s e r i o u s  a b o u t  mate s e l e c t i o n  Is  n o t  
g i v e n  s u p p o r t  by t h e  p r e s e n t  s tu d y .  I n d e e d ,  t h e  f i n d i n g s  s u g ­
g e s t  t h a t  y o u t h ' s  v a l u e s  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  im p o r tan c e  o f  p e r s o n a l  
c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  In m ate  s e l e c t i o n  a r e  much t h e  same to d a y  as  
t h e y  w ere  a  g e n e r a t i o n  ago .

I t  m igh t  b e  s a i d  In c o n c l u s i o n  t h a t  s o c i a l  c h a n g e  In t h e  
a r e a  o f  mate  s e l e c t i o n  has  n o t  b e en  a s  g r e a t  a s  I n d i c a t e d  by 
t h e  p r e s s ,  f e a r e d  by t h e  p a r e n t ,  and p e r h a p s  hoped by t h e
y o u th .

Changing  L i f e  S t y l e s

The f o r e g o i n g  r e v ie w  o f  r e s e a r c h  I n d i c a t e s  t h a t  t h e r e  h a s  been  

l i t t l e  d e p a r t u r e  f rom t r a d i t i o n a l  v a l u e s  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  s e l e c t i o n  o f  

d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  d u r i n g  t h e  p a s t  few d e c a d e s .  T h e re  has  b e e n  

c o n s i d e r a b l e  s i m i l a r i t y  in  t h e  s t u d i e s  c o n c e r n i n g  mate s e l e c t i o n  c r i t e r i a .  

In t h e  m a j o r i t y  o f  c a s e s ,  r e s e a r c h e r s  have s t u d i e d  optimum, s o c i a l l y  

d e s i r a b l e  o r  i d e a l i s t i c  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s .  In many c a s e s ,  t h e s e  c h a r a c t e r ­

i s t i c s  hav e  been  i t e m i z e d  in  a s t r u c t u r e d  q u e s t i o n n a i r e  w h ich  r e q u i r e d  

p r i o r i t y  r a t i n g s  o r  r e s p o n s e s  i n d i c a t i n g  a c c e p t a n c e  o r  r e j e c t i o n .  f t  

I s  q u i t e  c o n c e i v a b l e  t h a t  most  p e r s o n s  would  p o s s e s s  many o f  t h e  d e s i r ­

a b l e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s .  However,  i n d i v i d u a l s  a r e  n o t  s een  by I tem 

a n a l y s i s ,  b u t  in a  t o t a l  p e r s p e c t i v e .  Suppose  a p e r s o n  would p o s s e s s  

many o f  t h e  p lu s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  d e s i r e d  in  a mate  ( p l e a s i n g  d i s p o s i t i o n ,  

s i m i l a r  r e l i g i o n ,  e d u c a t i o n  and d e p e n d a b i l i t y ) ,  b u t  was r e a r i n g  an 

I l l e g i t i m a t e  c h i l d .  What i n f l u e n c e  would  t h i s  l a t t e r  f a c t  have  upon a 

p e r s o n ' s  s e l e c t i o n  o f  a m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r ?  The c o n c e r n  o f  t h e  impact o f  

many f a c e t s  o f  o u r  e m e rg in g  " y o u t h  c u l t u r e "  must  b e  c o n s i d e r e d  as  

s i g n i f i c a n t  f a c t o r s  In t h e  mate  s e l e c t i o n  p r o c e s s .  K e n i s to n  s t a t e s :

John Hudson and Lura F, Henze,  o p .  c i t .
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Every  s o c i e t y  t e n d s  t o  Ig n o re  I t s  most  t ro u b le s o m e  c h a r ­
a c t e r i s t i c s . ^  U s u a l l y  t h e s e  rem ain  unfa thom ed  p r e c i s e l y  
b e c a u s e  th e y  a r e  t a k e n  f o r  g r a n t e d ,  b e c a u s e  l i f e  would  be 
I n c o n c e i v a b l e  w i t h o u t  t h e s e  t r a i t s .  And most  o f t e n  t h e y  a r e  
t a k e n  f o r  g r a n t e d  b e c a u s e  t h e i r  r e c o g n i t i o n  would be p a i n f u l  
t o  t h o s e  c o n c e r n e d  o r  d i s r u p t i v e  t o  t h e  s o c i e t y .  . . .

Thus th o u g h  b a r r a g e d  w i t h  d i s c u s s i o n  o f  ' o u r  r a p i d l y  
c h a n g in g  w o r l d 1 and ' r e c e n t  d e v e l o p m e n t , 1 we t o o  e a s i l y  can  
rem ain  I n c o g n i z a n t  o f  t h e  enormous s i g n i f i c a n c e ,  and In many 
ways t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  u n i q u e n e s s ,  o f  s o c i a l  chan g e  In o u r  
s o c i e t y .  Rap id  c h a n g e s  In a l l  a s p e c t s  o f  l i f e  mean t h a t  
l i t t l e  c a n  b e  c o u n t e d  on t o  e n d u r e  from g e n e r a t i o n  t o  
g e n e r a t i o n ,  t h a t  a l l  t e c h n o l o g i e s ,  a l l  I n s t i t u t i o n s ,  a l l  
v a l u e s  a r e  open  t o  r e v i s i o n  and o b s o l e s c e n c e . 67

K e n i s t o n  c o n t i n u e s  t o  r e l a t e  c h an g e  t o  em erg ing  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  

o f  t o d a y ' s  y o u t h  by  o b s e r v i n g  t h a t  t h e  most  o u t s t a n d i n g  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  

o f  y o u th  t o d a y  I s  t h e i r  a p p a r e n t  l a c k  o f  a deep  commitment t o  a d u l t  

v a l u e s  and r o l e s .  The y o u n g e r  g e n e r a t i o n ,  i n  I n c r e a s i n g  numbers ,  a r e  

a l i e n a t e d  from t h e i r  p a r e n t s '  c o n c e p t i o n s  o f  a d u l t h o o d ,  d i s s a t i s f i e d  

w i t h  t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  I n s t i t u t i o n s  o f  s o c i e t y  and d i s a f f i l i a t e d  from th e  

main  s t r e a m s  o f  t r a d i t i o n a l  p u b l i c  l i f e . 68

In d e s c r i b i n g  t h e  e v e n t s  w h ich  o c c u r r e d  a t  Kent S t a t e  U n i v e r s i t y  

In t h e  s p r i n g  o f  1970, M Ichener  w r o t e  c o n c e r n i n g  t h e  new l i f e  s t y l e  s u b ­

s c r i b e d  t o  by some o f  t h e  n a t i o n ' s  y o u th :

The new l i f e - s t y l e  r e j e c t s  most  o f  t h e s e  p r e c e p t s ,  [ t h o s e  
b a s e d  upon t h e  P u r i t a n i c a l  Code] and Is  t h u s  an a s s a u l t  on a l l  
t h a t  o l d e r  p e o p l e  h o ld  most  s a c r e d .  S t a r t i n g  from a p o s i t i v e  
I n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  l i f e  ( i n d e e d ,  a m ost  o p t i m i s t i c  o n e , )  th e  
new l i f e - s t y l e  p r e a c h e s  l o v e ,  f reed o m ,  i n t e r d e p e n d e n c e ,

66R enne th  K e n i s t o n ,  " S o c i a l  Change and Youth in  A m e r i c a , "  in 
B a r a s h  and S c o u r b y ,  o p .  c i t . . p .  353 ,  q u o t i n g  E r i k  H. E r l k s o n ,  Change 
and  C h a l l e n g e  (New York:  B a s i c  Books ,  1963) .

^ K e n n e t h  K e n i s t o n ,  " S o c i a l  Change and Youth In  A m e r i c a , "  In 
B a r a s h  and S c o u rb y ,  o p .  c i t . .  p .  353.

6 8 l b l d . .  p .  363 .
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p e r s o n a l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  and r a d i c a l l y  new I n t e r p r e t a t i o n  
o f  s o c i e t y .  S p e c i f i c a l l y ,  I t  r i d i c u l e s  t h e  P u r i t a n  e t h i c  
a s  a r c h a i c  and d e s t r u c t i v e .  . .

The new l i f e - s t y l e ,  c o n t i n u e d  M ichener ,  f i n d s  n o  p l a c e  f o r  

p a t r i o t i s m  and h o l d s  t h e  m i l i t a r y  In  c o n te m p t .  Those who a d h e r e  t o  t h e  

new s t y l e  hav e  a d e e p  r e s p e c t  f o r  w ork  I f  t h ey  I n i t i a t e  I t  and u n d e r ­

s t a n d  i t s  f u n c t i o n .  Many o f  them ,  e s p e c i a l l y  women, r e j e c t  t r a d i t i o n a l  

m a r r i a g e  a s  a  p a t t e r n  o f  l i f e .  Love becomes t h e  c a p a c i t y  t o  r e l a t e  t o  

o t h e r  human b e i n g s .  C h a s t i t y  i s  n o t  c o n s i d e r e d ;  I f  on e  Is p h y s i c a l l y  

a t t r a c t e d  t o  someone,  t h e  new l i f e - s t y l e  would s u b s c r i b e  t o  do so m e th in g  

a b o u t  I t  and g e t  I t  o u t  o f  t h e  s y s t e m . ^

A l th o u g h  t h e  new l i f e - s t y l e  may n o t  be  t o t a l l y  s u b s c r i b e d  t o  by 

t h e  m a j o r i t y  o f  t o d a y ' s  y o u t h ,  v a r i o u s  a s p e c t s  o f  t h i s  mode o f  l i f e  have  

f i l t e r e d  I n t o  t h e  t h i n k i n g  o f  a  l a r g e  p e r c e n t a g e  o f  t h e  you n g e r  g e n e r a ­

t i o n .  I s s u e s  o f  d r u g s ,  s e x u a l  p e r m i s s i v e n e s s ,  unwed p a r e n t h o o d  o r  

b a c h e l o r  p a r e n t h o o d ,  a b o r t i o n ,  d r a f t  e v a s i o n ,  a p a th y  to w ard  r e l i g i o u s  

I n s t i t u t i o n s  a l o n g  w i t h  d r a s t i c  c h a n g e s  in w e a r i n g  a p p a r e l ,  o b v io u s  on 

cam puses  t h r o u g h o u t  t h e  c o u n t r y ,  a r e  p e rh a p s  sy m bo l ic  o f  bo th  c o n c e r n  and 

b e h a v i o r  o f  y o u t h  c u l t u r e .  A l th o u g h  t h e  v a s t  m a j o r i t y  o f  t h e  y o u th  c a n ­

n o t  b e  c o n s i d e r e d  e x t r e m i s t s  o r  r a d i c a l s ,  t h ey  a r e  becoming I n c r e a s i n g l y  

I n v o lv e d  in  many o f  t h e s e  p a t t e r n s  w h ic h  w i l l ,  w i t h o u t  a  d o u b t ,  a l t e r  

t h e i r  a d u l t  l i v e s .  I f  95 p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  p r e s e n t  g e n e r a t i o n  m a r r i e s ,  as  

h a s  been  t r u e  o f  t h e  g e n e r a t i o n s  o f  t h e  p a s t  100 y e a r s ,  I t  i s  q u i t e  

o b v i o u s  t h a t  i n d i v i d u a l s  w i l l  c a r r y  many o f  t h e s e  s o c i a l  i n v o lv e m e n ts  

i n t o  t h e i r  m a r r i a g e s .

^ J a m e s  M ic h e n e r .  Kent  S t a t e —What Happened and  Why. (New York: 
Random House,  1 9 7 1 ) ,  pp .  6 6 - 6 9 .
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Drugs

The d ru g  I s su e  o f  r e c e n t  y e a r s  has  been  viewed as a problem

undermin ing  s o c i a l  m o r a l i t y  and d e s t r o y i n g  t h e  f a b r i c  o f  t h e  younger

g e n e r a t i o n .  C o n s e r v a t iv e  e s t i m a t e s  p l a c e  t h e  number o f  drug dependen t

p e r s o n s  be tw een  600 ,000  and 7 5 0 , 0 0 0 . N a t io n a l  e s t i m a t e s  i n d i c a t e d

t h a t  one o u t  o f  e v e ry  3000 p e r s o n s  i s  c u r r e n t l y  a d d i c t e d  t o  d r u g s .  In

l a r g e r  c i t i e s ,  however,  t h a t  p r o p o r t i o n  may be c l o s e r  t o  one o u t  o f

71e v e ry  130 p e r s o n s .

A r e c e n t  G a l lup  p o l l  found t h a t  t h e  number o f  c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s  

who have t r i e d  m a r i j u a n a  and LSD has  grown a t  a rem arkable  r a t e  o v e r  a 

p e r i o d  o f  l e s s  t h a n  f o u r  y e a r s .  (n a  n a t i o n a l  survey  o f  c o l l e g e  s t u ­

d e n t s ,  c om ple ted  In December, 1970, kZ p e r  c e n t  s a id  th e y  had t r i e d  

m a r i j u a n a .  T ha t  f i g u r e  a lm o s t  d o u b le s  t h e  1969 f i g u r e  of  22 p e r  c e n t  

and Is  e i g h t  t im e s  as  h igh  a s  t h e  1967 f i g u r e  o f  f i v e  p e r  c e n t .

Another  r e c e n t  n a t i o n a l  s u rv e y  I n d i c a t e d  t h a t  62 per  c e n t  o f  t h e  h ig h  

school  s t u d e n t s  knew someone u s i n g  m a r i ju a n a ;  83 pe r  c e n t  o f  t h e  c o l l e g e  

s t u d e n t s  s u rv e y ed  knew someone t a k i n g  m a r i j u a n a . ^

The use  o f  LSD I s  a l s o  on th e  I n c r e a s e .  The l a t e s t  su rv ey  o f  

c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s  l i s t s  1** p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s  u s in g  some 

LSD o r  o t h e r  h a l l u c i n o g e n ,  compared t o  fo u r  p e r  c e n t  In 1969 and one  p e r

7®American S o c ia l  H e a l t h  A s s o c i a t i o n ,  The P r i c e  o f  I g n o r a n c e ,
op .  c l t .

^*Karl Kaufman, " U n d e r s t a n d in g  and M eet ing  Problems o f  Drug 
A b u se ,"  P aper  p r e s e n t e d  f o r  t h e  Family L i f e  E duca t ion  C onfe rence ,  
B loomington;  In d ia n a  U n i v e r s i t y ,  A p r i l  20,  1971.

^ G e o r g e  G a l lu p ,  " S t u d e n t s '  Drug Use I s  R i s i n g , "  Akron Beacon 
J o u r n a l . J a n u a r y  17, 1971, p.  A 21.

73"The New Youth Poll," op, cjt.
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c e n t  In 1967 .^*  A r e c e n t  n a t i o n a l  p o l l  found  t h a t  62 p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  

c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s  knew p e r s o n s  on am phetam ines  w h i l e  57 p e r  c e n t  knew 

p e r s o n s  on LSD. In t h e  h ig h  s c h o o l  g r o u p ,  M  p e r  c e n t  knew p e r s o n s  on 

amphetamines  and 35 p e r  c e n t  knew p e r s o n s  t a k i n g  LSD.

The u s e  o f  b a r b i t u r a t e s  ( d e p r e s s a n t s  o r  "d o w n s" )  h a s  a l s o  

I n c r e a s e d  f rom  10 p e r  c e n t  In 1969 t o  p e r  c e n t  in  1970.7® A p p ro x i ­

m a te ly  35 p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  campus c o ed s  c l a i m e d  th e y  knew p e r s o n s  on 

H ero in  and 19 p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  h ig h  sch o o l  s t u d e n t s  s a i d  t h e y  knew p e r s o n s

on H e r o i n . ^

S ex u a l  P e r m i s s i v e n e s s

S t u d i e s  r e g a r d i n g  p r e m a r i t a l  s ex  a r e  a b u n d an t  In f a m i l y  l i f e

l i t e r a t u r e .  W hi le  many r e s e a r c h e r s  I n d i c a t e  t h a t  t h e r e  Is  a g r e a t e r

t e n d e n c y  and a c c e p t a n c e  o f  p r e m a r i t a l  s e x u a l  b e h a v i o r  among t h e  younger

g e n e r a t i o n ,  o t h e r s  s t i l l  i n s i s t  t h a t  t h e  s i g n i f i c a n t  I n c r e a s e  In  s e x u a l

78p e r m i s s i v e n e s s  o c c u r r e d  In t h e  1920s.

In an e x t e n s i v e  s t u d y  o f  p r e m a r i t a l  s e x u a l  p e r m i s s i v e n e s s ,  R e i s s  

gave  e v i d e n c e  t h a t  v a l u e s  p e r t a i n i n g  t o  s e x u a l  b e h a v i o r  a r e  more c o n ­

s e r v a t i v e  among t h e  a d u l t  t h a n  among t h e  c o l l e g e  age p o p u l a t i o n .  In a 

s t u d y  o f  a d u l t s ,  c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s  and h ig h  s c h o o l  s t u d e n t s '  a t t i t u d e s

7**George G a l l u p ,  o p .  c l t .

75"The New Youth P o l l , "  o p . c I t .

7®George G a l l u p ,  o p .  c l t .

77'»The New Youth P o l l , "  o p .  c l t .

7®Robert B e l l ,  " P a r e n t - C h i l d  C o n f l i c t  In Sexual  V a l u e s , "
J o u r n a l  o f  S o c i a l  I s s u e s . XXII ( A p r i l ,  1 966) ,  pp .  3 ^ - ^ .



to w ard  p e r m a r l t a l  s e x ,  R e i s s  found  t h a t  a  s i g n i f i c a n t  l a r g e r  p e r c e n t a g e  

o f  b o t h  h ig h  sch o o l  and c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s  ag re ed  upon t h e  a c c e p t a b i l i t y

o f  b o t h  p e t t i n g  and i n t e r c o u r s e  d u r i n g  engagement  t h a n  d i d  t h e  p a r e n t a l

79sa m p le .  ^

B e l l  and B u e r k l e  compared a t t i t u d e s  o f  217 c o e d s  w i t h  t h e i r

m o th e r s  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  q u e s t i o n s  o f  v i r g i n i t y .  E i g h t y - e i g h t  p e r  c e n t  o f

t h e  m o th e r s  s a i d  v i r g i n i t y  was v e r y  I m p o r t a n t  a t  m a r r i a g e ,  12 p e r  c e n t

s a i d  I t  was g e n e r a l l y  i m p o r t a n t .  A p p ro x im a te ly  55 p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e

d a u g h t e r s  f e l t  I t  was v e r y  i m p o r t a n t ;  3*+ p e r  c e n t  s a i d  I t  was g e n e r a l l y

80I m p o r t a n t  and 13 p e r  c e n t  s a i d  I t  was n o t  I m p o r t a n t .

In a t r e n d  a n a l y s i s ,  C h r i s t e n s e n  and Gregg s t u d i e d  s e v e r a l  

c u l t u r e s  o v e r  a p e r i o d  o f  t e n  y e a r s  t o  d e t e r m in e  w h e th e r  o r  n o t  a t t i ­

t u d e s  c o n c e r n i n g  p r e m a r i t a l  c o i t u s  had l i b e r a l i z e d  d u r in g  t h e  d e c a d e  

o f  t h e  s i x t i e s .  They fo u n d  a r e l a t i v e l y  g r e a t e r  l i b e r a l i z a t i o n  o f  

f e m a le s  o v e r  m a l e s ,  I n d i c a t i n g  an i n t e r s e x  c o n v e r g e n c e  o f  b o th  a t t i t u d e  

and b e h a v i o r .  More t h a n  h a l f  o f  t h e  c o e d s  in  a m ld w e s te rn  u n i v e r s i t y  

s a i d  t h e y  w anted  t o  m ar ry  a male  who was v i r g i n .  A p p ro x im a te ly  h a l f  o f  

t h e i r  male c l a s s m a t e s  c l a i m e d  v i r g i n i t y .  A g r e a t e r  p e r c e n t a g e  o f  

m oun ta in  s t a t e  c o e d s  i n s i s t e d  on m a r ry in g  v i r g i n  m a le s .  S e v e n t y - f o u r  

p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  m a le s  in  t h e  m ld w e s te rn  c o l l e g e  s t a t e d  t h e y  want  t o

m a r ry  v i r g i n s ;  h ow ever ,  o n l y  61 p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  women In t h e  same u n i -

8 1v e r s i t y  c l a i m e d  v i r g i n i t y .

? 9 | r a  L. R e i s s ,  "The S c a l i n g  o f  P r e m a r i t a l  Sexual  P e r m i s s i v e n e s s ,  
J o u r n a l  o f  M a r r i a g e  and t h e  F a m i l y . XXVI ( F e b r u a r y ,  196*0, PP. 26 ,  188-98

80R o b e r t  B e l l  and J a c k  B u e r k l e y ,  "M other  and D a u g h te r  A t t i t u d e s  
Toward P r e m a r i t a l  Sexual  B e h a v i o r , "  M a r r i a g e  and Fam ily  L i v i n g , XXXIII 
( F e b r u a r y ,  1961) ,  pp .  3 9 0 -9 2 .

®*Haro1d T.  C h r i s t e n s e n  and C h r i s t i n a  F. G regg ,  "Changing  Sex
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In a r e c e n t  s u r v e y  o f  s e x u a l  e x p e r i e n c e  and a t t i t u d e s  among

c o e d s ,  B e l l  and C h a s k e s  found  t h a t  t h e r e  a p p e a re d  t o  b e  l e s s  c o m m it '

ment o f  engagement  a s  a  n e c e s s a r y  c o n d i t i o n  f o r  p r e m a r i t a l  c o i t u s .  I f ,

s t a t e d  t h e  r e s e a r c h e r s ,  t h e  f i n d i n g s  a r e  a c c u r a t e ,  t h e  r e s u l t s  c o u l d

I n d i c a t e  t h e  f i r s t  s i g n i f i c a n t  ch an g e  In p r e m a r i t a l  s e x u a l  b e h a v i o r

82p a t t e r n s  s i n c e  t h e  1920s .

A l t e r n a t i v e s  t o  P r e -m a r  I t a l  P regnancy  

By t h e  m i d - s i x t i e s ,  I l l e g i t i m a c y ,  b a c h e l o r  m o th e rh o o d  and 

a b o r t i o n — l i k e  s e x —w e re  no Tonger s u b j e c t s  o f  t a b o o .  I n c r e a s e d  p r e ­

m a r i t a l  s e x u a l  e x p e r i e n c e s  and more l i b e r a l i z e d  a t t i t u d e s  r e g a r d i n g  

a l t e r n a t i v e s  t o  p r e m a r i t a l  p r e g a n c y  hav e  b r o u g h t  t h e s e  s u b j e c t s  t o  t h e  

f o r e f r o n t .  The number  o f  I l l e g i t i m a t e  b i r t h s  has  d o u b le d  In t h e  p a s t  

15 y e a r s .  The s p i r a l I n g  s u r g e  o f  I l l e g i t i m a t e  b i r t h s  may be  I l l u s ­

t r a t e d  In  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  f i g u r e s :  In 1950,  a b o u t  one o u t  o f  e v e r y  25

c h i l d r e n  b o rn  In t h e  U n i t e d  S t a t e s  was I l l e g i t i m a t e .  By I 9 6 0 ,  t h e  

f i g u r e  was one o u t  o f  e v e r y  19 b i r t h s .  By 1965, I t  was one  o u t  o f  e v e r y

15. I f  t h e  t r e n d  c o n t i n u e s  a t  t h e  p r e s e n t  r a t e ,  sometime d u r i n g  t h e  

1970s one  o u t  o f  e v e r y  10 American b a b i e s  w i l l  be b o rn  o u t  o f  w ed lo ck .

In some o f  t h e  m a jo r  c i t i e s  o f  t h e  U n i t e d  S t a t e s ,  t h e  f i g u r e  has
83a l r e a d y  been  s u r p a s s e d .

Norms In America  and S c a n d i n a v l a , "  J o u r n a l  o f  M a r r ia g e  and t h e  F a m i l y . 
XXXII (November, 1 9 7 0 ) ,  pp .  6 1 6 -2 7 .

82 Rober t  B e l l  and J a y  C h ask es ,  o p .  c l t . .  pp.  8 1 - 8 4 .

Akron Beacon J o u r n a l . " I l l e g i t i m a c y  Is E x p l o d i n g , "  op .  c l t .
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The t r e n d  tow ard  s i n g l e  p a r e n t h o o d  h a s  been  n o t e d  among t h e

w h i t e  m id d le  c l a s s  m o t h e r s .  The N a t i o n a l  C o u n c i l  on I l l e g i t i m a c y  In

New York C i t y  n o t e d  t h a t  one  o u t  o f  e v e r y  t h r e e  unwed m o t h e r s  k e p t  h e r

baby  In 1967. The l a r g e s t  r a t e  o f  I n c r e a s e  In b a c h e l o r  m otherhood  was

84among t h e  w h i t e  m id d le  c l a s s  g i r l s .

A b o r t i o n s ,  b o th  l e g a l  and I l l e g a l ,  a r e  I n c r e a s i n g  a t  r a p i d  r a t e s .

I t  has  been  e s t i m a t e d  t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  a p p r o x i m a t e l y  2 0 0 ,0 0 0  t o  1.2

85m i l l i o n  I l l e g a l  a b o r t i o n s  p e r fo rm e d  a n n u a l l y  In t h e  U n i t e d  S t a t e s .

Of t h e  s e v e r a l  s t a t e s  w here  a b o r t i o n  laws have  been  l i b e r a l i z e d ,  many 

have  r e p o r t e d  t h a t  l e g a l  a b o r t i o n s  a r e  up a t  l e a s t  25 p e r  c e n t ;  however ,  

I l l e g a l  a b o r t i o n s  a r e  s t i l l  p r e v a l e n t  In t h e s e  s t a t e s .® ®

A r e c e n t  s u rv e y  o f  c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s '  a t t i t u d e s  to w a rd  a b o r t i o n  

I l l u s t r a t e d  t h a t  t h e  d e s i r a b i l i t y  o f  a b o r t i o n  was s i g n i f i c a n t l y  r e l a t e d  

t o  s e x ,  c o l l e g e  l e v e l ,  c h u r c h  a c t i v i t y ,  f a m i l y  s i z e ,  e x p o s u r e  t o  a b o r t i o n  

and a t t i t u d e  toward  p r e m a r i t a l  s e x .  The d a t a  I n d i c a t e d  t h a t  t h e r e  would 

be  I n c r e a s i n g  a c c e p t a n c e  o f  a b o r t i o n  In t h e  n e a r  f u t u r e . ® ^

A l t e r n a t i v e  L i f e  S t y l e s  

R e l i g i o u s  p r a c t i c e s ,  m i l i t a r y  I n v o lv e m e n t ,  I n t e r r a c i a l  d a t i n g ,  

and c o h a b i t a t i o n  w i t h o u t  t h e  r i g h t s  o f  t r a d i t i o n a l  m a r r i a g e  a r e  s i g n i f i c a n t

84A r l e n e  Van Breem s,  " F o r  Them, Motherhood Comes B e f o r e  M a r r i ­
a g e , "  Akron Beacon J o u r n a l . August  2 4 ,  1969,  p .  E 19.

®^Robert B e l l ,  S o c i a l  D e f i a n c e  (New York: The Dorsey  P r e s s ,  1 9 7 1 ) ,
p . 125.

®®Robert H a l l ,  "The A b o r t io n  R e v o l u t i o n , "  In  A r l e n e  S k o l n l c k  and 
Jerome S k o l n l c k ,  Fam ily  i n  T r a n s i t i o n . B o s to n :  L i t t l e ,  Brown and Company,
1971.  p .  263.

®7joseph Maxwell ,  " C o l l e g e  S t u d e n t s '  A t t i t u d e s  Toward A b o r t i o n , "
The Family  C o o r d i n a t o r . IXX ( J u l y ,  1 970) ,  pp .  2 47 -52 .
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t o p i c s  o f  c o n c e r n  f o r  b o t h  t h e  young and t h e i r  p a r e n t a l  g e n e r a t i o n .  

V a r i o u s  p a t t e r n s  o f  n o n - c o n f o r m i t y  a r e  sym bo l ic  o f  y o u t h f u l  d i s c o n t e n t  

w i t h  t h e  s t a t u s  quo  o r  " t h e  e s t a b l i s h m e n t " .  The more ex t r e m e  hav e  

a t t e m p t e d  t o  r e d i s c o v e r  l i f e  f o r  t h e m s e lv e s  In v a r i o u s  forms o f  a l t e r ­

n a t i v e  l i f e  s t y l e s .

One s u c h  l i f e  s t y l e ,  o r i g i n a t i n g  In t h e  e a r l y  1960s ,  I s  known 

a s  M p p is m .  C o n s t i t u t i n g  a  s m a l l  m i n o r i t y  o f  y o u t h ,  t h e  h ippy  s u b ­

c u l t u r e  I s  made up  o f  b e t t e r  t h a n  a v e r a g e  e d u c a t e d ,  m o s t l y  w h i t e  s o n s  

and d a u g h t e r s  o f  t h e  m id d le  o r  u p p e r  m id d le  c l a s s .  A l though  many 

h i p p i e s  a r e  i m a g i n a t i v e ,  a r t i c u l a t e  and a r t i s t i c ,  t h e r e  a r e  a l s o  some 

who a r e  m e n t a l l y  i l l  o r  v i c t i m s  o f  heavy u se  o f  LSD o r  m a r i j u a n a .

H i p p i e s  r e b e l  a g a i n s t  "V ie tn a m ,  n u c l e a r  f u s i o n ,  a u to m a t io n ,  b i g n e s s  

in  I n d u s t r y ,  l a b o r  and g o v e rn m e n t— In sum, a g a i n s t  e v e r y t h i n g  t h a t

d i m i n i s h e s  t h e  im p o r ta n c e  o f  t h e  I n d i v i d u a l .  T h e i r  s l o g a n  i s  " I  am

88a human b e i n g :  Do n o t  f o l d ,  s p i n d l e  o r  m u t i l a t e . "

A n o th e r  l i f e  s t y l e  w h ic h  h a s  a t t r a c t e d  p e rh a p s  th o u s a n d s  o f  

young p e o p l e  I s  t h e  p a t t e r n  o f  communal l i v i n g .  Although t h i s  form o f  

l i v i n g  h a s  b ee n  engaged  In by many g r o u p s ,  f o r  a v a r i e t y  o f  r e a s o n s ,  t h e  

w o r l d  o v e r  t h r o u g h o u t  h i s t o r y ,  i t  a p p e a r s  I r o n i c  t h a t  i t  sh o u ld  r e a p p e a r  

among a h i g h l y  e d u c a t e d  a f f l u e n t  y o u th  c u l t u r e .  Communal l i v i n g  i s  t h e  

s h a r i n g  o f  r e s o u r c e s  in  a c l o s e l y  k n i t  community .  Some communes have 

became a  s u b c u l t u r e  o f  h i p p i e s ;  o t h e r s  have b ee n  f o r m u l a t e d  by t h o s e  

who d o  n o t  c o n s i d e r  t h e m s e l v e s  h i p p i e s .  In g e n e r a l ,  in tercommunal  o r

8fiJu n e  Bingham, "The I n t e l l i g e n t  S q u a r e ' s  Guide t o  H i p p i e l a n d , "  
in  B a rash  S c o u r b y ,  op .  c i t . .  pp .  3 8 3 -9 4 .
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t r i b a l  b a r t e r i n g ,  s u b s i s t e n c e  f a rm in g  and s m a l l  c r a f t  I n d u s t r i e s  do n o t  

p r o v i d e  s u f f i c i e n t  money f o r  n e c e s s a r y  e x p e n s e s  f o r  t h e  o p e r a t i o n  o f  

communal l i v i n g ;  t h e r e f o r e ,  t h e  m a j o r i t y  o f  communal members a r e  f o r c e d  

t o  r e l y  on w e l f a r e  a s s i s t a n c e  o r  b e n e f a c t o r s .  T h i s  f a c t  p r e s e n t s  a 

dilemma f o r  communards s i n c e  I t  I s  t h e  e s t a b l i s h m e n t  which  t h e y  w is h  t o  

e s c a p e  which  must  s u p p o r t  them .  C h i l d r e n  a l s o  p r e s e n t  a di lemma f o r  

communards . A l th o u g h  c h i l d r e n  a r e  c o n s i d e r e d  th e  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  o f  a l l  

communal members,  most  communes a r e  c u r r e n t l y  f a c i n g  a  c h o i c e  be tw een  

t r a i n i n g  t h e  n e x t  g e n e r a t i o n  o f  communards and a l l o w i n g  t h e i r  o f f s p r i n g  

t h e  f reedom  o f  c h o i c e .  The m a j o r i t y ,  i t  would  seem, would  o p t  f o r  t h e  

l a t t e r  cho ice .®®

The r e c e n t  d i lemmas o f  l i f e  s t y l e s  f a c e d  by many o f  o u r  younger  

g e n e r a t i o n  may be an I n d i c a t i o n  t h a t  t h e  t h e o r y  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  mate 

s e l e c t i o n  p r o c e s s  Is  no l o n g e r  in  t u n e  w i t h  t h e  p r a c t i c e .  On t h e  o t h e r  

h a n d ,  I t  may be  p o s s i b l e  t h a t  young p e r s o n s  who do become In v o lv e d  w i t h  

d e v i a n t  l i f e  p a t t e r n s  f rom t r a d i t i o n a l  norms do n o t  c o n s i d e r  t h e  I m p l i ­

c a t i o n  f o r  f u t u r e  m a r i t a l  l i f e .  The p r o p o r t i o n  o f  young p e r s o n s  

In v o lv e d  In I s s u e s  o f  d r u g s  and communal o r  p r o g r e s s i v e  m a r i t a l  a r r a n g e ­

m en ts  h a s  n o t  y e t  been  d e t e r m i n e d .  In a d d i t i o n ,  t h e  g e n e r a l  a t t i t u d e  

o f  young p e o p l e  r e g a r d i n g  t h e s e  p r a c t i c e s  in r e l a t i o n s h i p  t o  t r a d i t i o n a l  

m a r i t a l  l i f e  h a s  n o t  been  a s s e s s e d .

Ofi
J Benne t  B e r g e r  e t  a l . .  " C h i l d - R e a r i n g  P r a c t i c e s  o f  t h e  Communal 

F a m i l y , "  In  S k o l n l c k  and S k o l n i c k ,  op .  c t t . .  pp.  5 0 9 - 2 3 .
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RESEARCH DESIGN

Le ss  th a n  t e n  y e a r s  ago ,  Michael  p r e d i c t e d  In h i s  book ,  The 

Next  G e n e r a t i o n , t h a t  t h e  " y o u th  would t u r n  I n t e n s i v e l y  t o  s e l f -  

e m p h a s l z ln g  e x p e r i e n c e s  w i t h  l o v e ,  f a m i l y ,  s e x ,  r e l i g i o n ,  h a l l u c i n a -  

t o r y  d r u g s ,  e t c . " '  The  campus s c e n e  a c r o s s  t h e  c o u n t r y  t o d a y ,  In p a r t ,  

r e f l e c t s  t h e  r e a l i s m  o f  M i c h a e l ' s  p r e d i c t i o n .  The ch an g in g  campus 

s c e n e  a s  w e l l  a s  t h e  p r e s e n t  s o c i a l  I s s u e s  o f  d r u g s ,  communal l i v i n g ,  

I n c r e a s e d  I l l e g i t i m a c y ,  unwed p a r e n t h o o d ,  I n c r e a s e d  a b o r t i o n ,  I n t e r ­

r a c i a l  d a t i n g  and l o s s  o f  r e l i g i o u s  p r a c t i c e  a r e  f r e q u e n t l y  c o n s i d e r e d  

I n d i c a t i v e  o f  c h a n g in g  v a l u e s  among o u r  y o u th  and p e rh ap s  a w id e n in g  o f  

t h e  gap  b e tw een  g e n e r a t i o n s .

P a t t e r n s  o f  b e h a v i o r  may r e f l e c t  a v a l u e  o r  th e y  may s im p ly  

r e f l e c t  a p a s s i n g  mood o r  f a d .  A l l p o r t  s t a t e s ,  "Even t h e  b e s t  I n t e ­

g r a t e d  o f  p e r s o n a l i t i e s  do n o t  a lw ays  a c t  c o n s i s t e n t l y  w i t h  t h e i r  

s c h e m a ta  o f  v a l u e s . "  I t  m igh t  w e l l  be t h a t  long range commitments  In 

t h e  d e c i s i o n  making p r o c e s s  a r e  more r e f l e c t i v e  o f  an i n d i v i d u a l ' s  

v a l u e s  t h a n  h i s  s p o n t a n e o u s ,  immediate  o r  i m i t a t i v e  b e h a v i o r  p a t t e r n s .  

The s e l e c t i o n  o f  e i t h e r  a h y p o t h e t i c a l  o r  r e a l i s t i c  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r

^Donald M ic h a e l ,  op .  c l t . .  p. 161
2

E l e a n o r  Kohlman, op .  c l t . .  p .  820.
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m ig h t  I n d i c a t e  an e x t e n s i o n  o f  o n e ' s  v a l u e  s y s t e m ;  t h a t  I s ,  what 

p e r s o n a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  one would  be  w i l l i n g  t o  acc e p t  o r  what p e r ­

s o n a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  one found n e c e s s a r y  t o  r e j e c t  In a m a r i t a l  

p a r t n e r .

E x t e n s i v e  l i t e r a t u r e  c o l l e c t e d  o v e r  t h e  p a s t  t h r e e  d ec a d e s  p e r ­

t a i n i n g  t o  t h e  m a te  s e l e c t i o n  p r o c e s s  has  p r o d u ce d  l i m i t e d  I n d i c a t i o n  

o f  t h e  I n f l u e n c e  o f  d r u g s ,  a b o r t i o n ,  communal l i v i n g  and I l l e g i t i m a c y ,

In r e l a t i o n  t o  t h e  s e l e c t i o n  o f  d a t i n g  o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s .  F u r t h e r m o r e ,  

l i t e r a t u r e  I s  v i r t u a l l y  n o n - e x i s t e n t  In r e g a r d  t o  th e  s i m i l a r i t i e s  o r  

d i f f e r e n c e s  o f  o p i n i o n  w h ich  m ig h t  e x i s t  be tw een  g e n e r a t i o n s  p e r t a i n i n g  

t o  t h e  I n f l u e n c e  o f  t h e s e  f a c t o r s  on m ate  s e l e c t i o n  c r i t e r i o n .

Do p e r s o n a l  c h a r a c t e r  I s t I c s  I n v o lv i n g  I s s u e s  o f  d r u g  ab u se ,  

a b o r t i o n ,  I l l e g i t i m a t e  c h i l d r e n ,  unwed p a r e n t h o o d ,  communal l i v i n g  and 

h tp p t s m  I n f l u e n c e  t h e  c h o i c e  o f  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s ?  Do p a r e n t s  

and y o u th  v iew  t h e s e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  s i m i l a r l y  a s  they  r e l a t e  t o  t h e  

s e l e c t i o n  o f  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s ?  Are p e r s o n a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  r e s u l t i n g  

from s e l f - i m p o s e d  t y p e s  o f  b e h a v i o r s  c o n s i d e r e d  d i f f e r e n t l y  from I n n a t e  

p e r s o n a l  o r  p h y s i c a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s ?  Are m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  s e l e c t e d  o r  

r e j e c t e d  on t h e  b a s i s  o f  s i m i l a r  c r i t e r i a  f o r  d a t i n g  p a r t n e r s  In r e g a r d  

t o  In v o lv e m e n t  In t h e s e  s o c i a l  i s s u e s ?

The p u r p o s e  o f  t h i s  s t u d y  was t o  d e t e r m i n e ,  by u s e  o f  an a t t i t u d e  

s c a l e ,  w h e th e r  s p e c i f i e d  p e r s o n a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s ,  l i s t e d  on t h e  f o l l o w i n g  

p a g e s ,  have  d i f f e r e n t i a l  I n f l u e n c e  upon:  a)  t h e  s e l e c t i o n  o f  d a t i n g  and

t h e  s e l e c t i o n  o f  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s ;  b) t h e  p r e f e r e n c e  f o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  

a s  v iewed  by c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s  and t h e  s e l e c t i o n  f o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  

( f o r  t h e i r  c h i l d r e n )  a s  v iew ed  by  p a r e n t s ;  c)  t h e  p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  d a t i n g  

and  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  a s  v iew ed  by m a les  and a s  viewed b y  f e m a l e s ;  d) t h e
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s e l e c t i o n  o f  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  a s  v iewed  by c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s  

l i v i n g  on campus and c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s  r e s i d i n g  a t  home; e )  t h e  d a t i n g  

and m a r i t a l  p r e f e r e n c e s  a s  v iew ed  by  m a r r i e d  s t u d e n t s  and  a s  v iew ed  by 

n o n - m a r r l e d  s t u d e n t s ;  and f )  t h e  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  p r e f e r e n c e s  as  

v iew ed  by c o n s e r v a t i v e  s t u d e n t s  and as  v iew ed  by l i b e r a l  s t u d e n t s .

The s p e c i f i e d  p e r s o n a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  I n c o r p o r a t e d  I n t o  t h i s  

s t u d y  w ere :  C o n s i d e r a t i o n  o f  t h e  s e l e c t i o n  o f  d a t i n g  o r  m a r i t a l

p a r t n e r s  who

1. had n e u r o t i c  t e n d e n c i e s

2 .  had a  s l i g h t  p h y s i c a l  h a n d i c a p  ( l im p e d ,  l o s s  o f  f i n g e r s ,
sp e e c h  Impediment)

3 .  had a m a jo r  p h y s i c a l  h a n d i c a p  ( l o s s  o f  one  l im b ,  b l i n d )

k.  was In p o o r  h e a l t h

5 .  was n o t  c o n s i d e r e d  good l o o k in g

6 .  had b e e n  d i v o r c e d

7 .  f a v o r e d  d i v o r c e  a s  s o l u t i o n  t o  c o n f l i c t  In  m a r r i a g e

8 .  had c h i l d r e n  by a  p r e v i o u s  m a r r i a g e

9 .  was a h a b i t u a l  smoker

10. was a h a b i t u a l  d r i n k e r

11. was a  d r u g  u s e r  ( a p p l i e d  t o  a  p e r s o n  who h a s  a h a b I t u a t l o n  
f o r  c o c a i n e ,  am p h e ta m in e s ,  m a r i j u a n a ,  LSD, o r  o t h e r  
h a l l u c i n o g e n i c  d r u g s )

12.  was a  d r u g  a d d i c t  ( a p p l i e d  t o  a  p e r s o n  who I s  d e p e n d e n t
upon t h e  a d d i c t i n g  d r u g s  such  a s  opium and I t s  d e r i v a t i v e s ,
s y n t h e t i c  n a r c o t i c s ,  b a r b i t u r a t e s  and s o l v e n t s )

13* was c u r r e n t l y  l i v i n g  in  a cofimune ( s i x  t o  f i f t e e n  p e r s o n s  
o f  b o t h  s e x e s  d e t e r m in e d  t o  r e c o n s t r u c t  t h e i r  own l i v e s  and 
I n f l u e n c e  o t h e r s  t o  s e e k  m e a n in g f u l  work ,  mutual  lo v e  and 
s p i r i t u a l  r e - b l r t h .  Conmunal l i v i n g  may o r  may n o t  be 
e x t e n d e d  t o  I n c l u d e  s e x u a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  among members)
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14. was c u r r e n t l y  l i v i n g  a s  a  h ip p y  ( p e r s o n  who shuns  c o n v e n ­
t i o n a l  fo rm s  o f  d r e s s  co d e ,  h a b i t s  o f  p e r s o n a l  c a r e  and 
c l e a n l i n e s s  and t r a d i t i o n a l  v a l u e s  o f  m a t e r i a l i s m  and c a n  
b e  I d e n t i f i e d  by  symbols  o f  d r e s s  and a c c e s s o r i e s  d e n o t i n g  
h i p p y  s u b c u l t u r e .  DRUG USE AND COMMUNAL LIVING EXCLUDED 
FROM THIS DEFINITION.)

15. was  o f  a n o t h e r  r a c e

16. had a much low er  e d u c a t i o n a l  a t t a i n m e n t  l e v e l  ( a t  l e a s t  
f o u r  y e a r s )

17- h ad  a  much h i g h e r  e d u c a t i o n a l  a t t a i n m e n t  l ev e l  ( a t  l e a s t  
f o u r  y e a r s )

18. was o f  a  low er  s o c io - e c o n o m ic  l e v e l

19. was  o f  a h i g h e r  s o c io - e c o n o m ic  l e v e l

20 .  f a v o r e d  I n f i d e l i t y  In m a r r i a g e

21 .  had  n o  d e s i r e  f o r  c h i l d r e n

22 .  f a v o r e d  a b o r t i o n

23 .  was  c o n s i d e r e d  s e x u a l l y  p e r m i s s i v e

24.  h ad  t o t a l l y  denounced  r e l i g i o u s  p r a c t i c e

25* had  t o t a l l y  denounced  r e l i g i o u s  f a i t h

26 .  h e l d  l i t t l e  s e n s e  o f  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  

F e m a le s  o n l y :

27 .  had  r e f u s e d  I n d u c t i o n  I n t o  t h e  armed s e r v i c e s

28 .  had  f a t h e r e d  an I l l e g i t i m a t e  c h i l d

29 .  d e s i r e d  a  l a r g e  f a m i l y  

H a l e s  o n l y :

27 .  h ad  had a t  l e a s t  one  p r e - m a r l t a l  a b o r t i o n

28.  h ad  g i v e n  up an I l l e g i t i m a t e  c h i l d

29 .  was  r e a r i n g  an  I l l e g i t i m a t e  c h i l d

In sunroary,  s e v e r a l  v a r i a b l e s  w ere  I n c o r p o r a t e d  In t h i s  s tu d y  

t o  e x a m in e  t h e  a t t i t u d e s  o f  c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s  and t h e i r  p a r e n t s  toward
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c e r t a i n  s p e c i f i c  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  a s  I n f l u e n c e s  on t h e  c h o i c e  o f  d a t i n g  

a n d / o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s :

1. The d a t i n g  p r e f e r e n c e s  and m a r i t a l  p r e f e r e n c e s  o f  
c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s .

2 .  The m a r i t a l  p r e f e r e n c e s  o f  s t u d e n t s  and t h e  m a r i t a l  
p r e f e r e n c e s  o f  p a r e n t s  f o r  t h e i r  *ons  and d a u g h t e r s .

3 .  The d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  p r e f e r e n c e s  a s  r a t e d  by

a )  m a le s  and f e m a le s
b)  m a r r i e d  and n o n - m a r r l e d  s t u d e n t s
c )  r e s i d e n t  and n o n - r e s i d e n t  s t u d e n t s
d) s e l f - p e r c e i v e d  l i b e r a l ,  c o n s e r v a t i v e  o r  

In d e p e n d e n t  s t u d e n t s

H y p o th e se s

T h i s  s t u d y  was d e s i g n e d  t o  t e s t  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  n u l l  h y p o t h e s e s :

1. T h e re  w i l l  b e  no s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  be tween  t h e  
a c c e p t e d  and r e j e c t e d  p e r s o n a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  w hich  
I n f l u e n c e  t h e  s e l e c t i o n  o f  d a t i n g  p a r t n e r s  and t h o s e  

which  i n f l u e n c e  t h e  s e l e c t i o n  o f  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  a s  
p e r c e i v e d  by c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s .

2 .  T h e re  w i l l  b e  no s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  be tween t h e  
a c c e p t e d  and r e j e c t e d  p e r s o n a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  which  
i n f l u e n c e  t h e  s e l e c t i o n  o f  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  a s  v iewed  
by c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s  and t h o s e  w h ich  i n f l u e n c e  t h e  
s e l e c t i o n  o f  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  f o r  s i b l i n g s  as  v iewed 
by p a r e n t s  o f  c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s .

3.  T h e re  w i l l  be  no  s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  be tween t h e  
a c c e p t e d  and r e j e c t e d  p e r s o n a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  w hich  
i n f l u e n c e  t h e  s e l e c t i o n  o f  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  
a s  p e r c e i v e d  by c o l l e g e  m ales  and t h o s e  which i n f l u e n c e  
t h e  s e l e c t i o n  o f  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  a s  p e r c e i v e d  
by c o l l e g e  f e m a l e s .

**•. T h e re  w i l l  be no s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  in  th e  h y p o t h e t i c a l  
s e l e c t i o n  o f  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  f o r  s o n s  and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  
f o r  d a u g h t e r s  a s  p e r c e i v e d  by m o th e r s  and f a t h e r s .

5 .  T h e re  w i l l  be  no s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  between t h e  
a c c e p t e d  and r e j e c t e d  p e r s o n a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  w hich  
i n f l u e n c e  t h e  s e l e c t i o n  o f  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  
a s  p e r c e i v e d  by  m a r r i e d  c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s  and n o n - m a r r l e d  
c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s .



56

6 .  T h e re  w i l l  be no  s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  between t h e  
a c c e p t e d  and r e j e c t e d  p e r s o n a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  w h ich  
I n f l u e n c e  t h e  s e l e c t i o n  o f  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  
a s  p e r c e i v e d  by r e s i d e n t  campus s t u d e n t s  and n o n ­
r e s i d e n t  campus s t u d e n t s .

7 .  T h e re  w i l l  b e  n o  s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  between t h e  
a c c e p t e d  and  r e j e c t e d  p e r s o n a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  which  
I n f l u e n c e  t h e  s e l e c t i o n  o f  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  
a s  v iew ed  by c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s  who p e r c e i v e  t h e m s e l v e s  
a s  l i b e r a l ,  c o n s e r v a t i v e ,  o r  I n d e p e n d e n t .

D e s c r i p t i o n  o f  t h e  P o p u l a t i o n  

S t u d e n t s  and p a r e n t s  c u r r e n t l y  a f f i l i a t e d  w i th  The U n i v e r s i t y  

o f  Akron c o n s t i t u t e d  t h e  sam ple  f o r  t h i s  s t u d y .  The U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Akron 

I s  o n e  o f  O h i o ' s  f a s t e s t  g row ing  s t a t e  u n i v e r s i t i e s .  The campus I s  

c o m p r i s e d  o f  90  a c r e s  and 50 modern b u i l d i n g s  and I s  l o c a t e d  a t  t h e  hub 

o f  an I n d u s t r i a l  u r b a n  a r e a  o f  7 0 0 ,0 0 0  p e r s o n s . ^

The U n i v e r s i t y  e n r o l l s  a p p r o x i m a t e l y  13*000 d a y - t i m e  s t u d e n t s  and

6 , 0 0 0  e v e n i n g  s t u d e n t s .  The U n i v e r s i t y  o f f e r s  t h e  A s s o c i a t e ,  B a c c a ­

l a u r e a t e ,  M a s t e r ' s  and D o c t o r a l  D egrees  in  I t s  v a r i o u s  c o l l e g e s  and 

s c h o o l s :  B u s i n e s s  A d m i n i s t r a t i o n ,  Community and T e c h n i c a l ,  E d u c a t i o n ,

E n g i n e e r i n g ,  F i n e  and  A p p l i e d  A r t s ,  A r t s  and S c i e n c e s ,  Law and N u r s i n g .

S t u d e n t  P o p u l a t i o n  

The Am erican  C o u n c i l  on E d u c a t i o n ,  O f f i c e  o f  R e s e a rc h  Su rvey  

S t u d i e s  o f  t h e  p a s t  few y e a r s  d e s c r i b e  The U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Akron f re sh m e n  

and t h e  a v e r a g e  n a t i o n a l  u n i v e r s i t y  f re sh m en  In a  m u l t i p l i c i t y  o f  d im en­

s i o n s .  In t h e  m a j o r i t y  o f  d e s c r i p t i v e  c a t e g o r i e s ,  t h e  1970 f r e s h m e n ,  

b o th  n a t i o n a l l y  and  l o c a l l y ,  a r e  s i m i l a r  t o  t h e  f reshmen c l a s s e s  o f  1967,

^The U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Akron.  G ene ra l  B u l l e t i n .  1970-71 ,  p .
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1968 and 1969. The 1970 s t u d y  w i l l  be  c i t e d  b e c au se  I t  I s a  more 

e x t e n s i v e  s t u d y  t h a n  t h o s e  c o m p le t e d  In p r e v i o u s  y e a r s .

In many d i m e n s i o n s ,  t h e  a v e r a g e  1970 U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Akron f r e s h ­

man was v e r y  s i m i l a r  t o  h i s  n a t i o n a l  c o u n t e r p a r t .  The s i g n i f i c a n t  

c o m p a r i s o n s  a r e  a n a l y z e d  In t h e  f o l l o w i n g  d im e n s io n s .

The m a j o r i t y  o f  Akron f reshm en  In 1970 w ere  18 and 19 y e a r s  

o l d ;  how ever ,  a p p r o x i m a t e l y  two p e r  c e n t  o f  them w ere  o v e r  20 y e a r s  o f  

a g e .  F i f t y - s e v e n  p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  f r e s h m en  c l a s s  was m a l e ;  f o r t y - t h r e e  

p e r  c e n t  was f e m a l e .  N i n e t y - s e v e n  p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  s t u d e n t s  w ere  U n i t e d  

S t a t e s  c i t i z e n s .  The m a j o r i t y  o f  s t u d e n t s  came from m i d d l e  c l a s s  homes. 

A p p ro x im a te ly  50 p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  Akron s t u d e n t s  combine t h e i r  academic  

e n d e a v o r s  w i t h  e i t h e r  p a r t - t i m e  o r  f u l l - t i m e  employment.

E i g h t y - s e v e n  p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  f re sh m en  a t  The U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Akron 

l i v e d  w i t h i n  a 5 0 - m t l e  r a d i u s  o f  t h e  U n i v e r s i t y ;  a p p r o x i m a te ly  h a l f  o f  

t h e s e  l i v e d  w i t h i n  a  1 0 - m i l e  r a d i u s  o f  t h e  campus. In t h i s  c a t e g o r y ,  

t h e  s t u d e n t s  from The U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Akron d i f f e r e d  c o n s i d e r a b l y  from 

t h e  n a t i o n a l  norm. A p p ro x im a te ly  10 p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  Akron U n i v e r s i t y  

e n r o l l m e n t  Is  h oused  on campus .  The m a j o r i t y  o f  s t u d e n t s  commute. By 

c o n t r a s t ,  J*9 p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  n a t i o n ' s  c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s  l i v e  100 m i l e s  

o r  more from t h e i r  cam p u ses .

In T a b l e s  I I I  and IV t h e  1970 f r e sh m en  a t  The U n i v e r s i t y  o f  

Akron a r e  compared w i t h  n a t i o n a l  f re sh m en  norms in  i s s u e s  r e g a r d i n g  

p e r s o n a l  p h i l o s o p h i e s  and s o c i a l  and p o l i t i c a l  o p i n i o n s .

In r e g a r d  t o  p o l i t i c a l  p r e f e r e n c e ,  37 p e r  c e n t  o f  The U n i v e r s i t y  

o f  Akron f re sh m en  r e g a r d e d  t h e m s e l v e s  a s  p o l i t i c a l l y  l i b e r a l ;  f o r t y -  

s even  p e r  c e n t  c o n s i d e r e d  t h e m s e l v e s  c o n s e r v a t i v e .  A s l i g h t l y  h i g h e r
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TABLE I I I .  COMPARISON OF NORMS CONCERNING ESSENTIAL AND IMPORTANT 
OBJECTIVES IN LIFE FOR UNIVERSITY OF AKRON AND 

NATIONAL COLLEGE FRESHMEN, 1970

I m p o r t a n t  O b j e c t i v e s
Akron
Males

Akron
Females

Akron
Mean

N a t i o n a l
Mean

Develop  a  p h i l o s o p h y  o f  l i f e 7 0 .0 7 8 .6 7 3 .7 7 9 .7
R a i s e  a f a m i l y 6 4 . 0 7 4 .0 6 8 .3 6 5 . 4
Be a u t h o r i t y  In  f i e l d 7 0 .5 6 0 .6 6 6 . 2 6 7 -9
Help o t h e r s  In  d i f f i c u l t y 5 5 . 6 7 4 .5 6 3 . 7 6 3 . 9
Have f r i e n d s  d i f f e r e n t  from me 5 7 .3 6 8 .6 6 2 . 2 63.1
Have a c t i v e  s o c i a l  l i f e 5 6 . 6 5 3 . 6 55 .3 5 4 .6
Keep up w i t h  p o l i t i c a l  a f f a i r s 5 1 .2 49 .1 5 0 .3 5 9 .3
I n f l u e n c e  s o c i a l  v a l u e s 2 9 .8 3 2 . 5 3 0 . 9 3 4 .8
Marry w i t h i n  n e x t  f i v e  y e a r s 2 0 .0 4 0 . 0 2 8 .6 2 3 .9

TABLE IV. COMPARISON OF NORMS REGARDING POLITICAL BELIEFS FOR UNIVERSITY
OF AKRON AND NATIONAL COLLEGE FRESHMEN, 1970

C o l l e g e  S t u d e n t s  Agree Akron
Males

Akron
Females

Akron
Mean

N a t i o n a l
Mean

L i b e r a l i z e  a b o r t i o n  laws 8 6 . 7 7 9 .2 8 3 .5 89.1
I n c e n t  t o  C o n t r o l  B i r t h  R a te 38 .1 3 4 .5 3 6 . 6 5 0 . 9
L i b e r a l i z e  D i v o r c e  Laws 5 3 . 4 4 2 .9 4 8 . 9 57 .1
L e g a l i z e  M a r i j u a n a 4 0 . 0 3 4 .2 3 7 .5 4 5 . 8
Army S h o u ld  be v o l u n t a r y 7 7 . 4 6 1 .2 7 0 . 4 7 0 .4
M i l i t a r y  Invo lvem en t  i n

S o u t h e a s t  A s ia 1 2 .8 12.5 12 .7 13 .4

p e r c e n t a g e  o f  Akron f r e s h m e n  p l a c e d  t h e m s e l v e s  In t h e  l i b e r a l  c a t e g o r y  

In 1970 t h a n  In 1969. By c o m p a r i so n  w i t h  t h e  n a t i o n a l  norm f o r  c o l l e g e  

f r e s h m e n .  The U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Akron f r e s h m e n  would  be c o n s i d e r e d  s l i g h t l y  

more " m i d d l e  o f  t h e  r o a d "  t h a n  t h e i r  c o l l e g e  n a t i o n a l  c o u n t e r p a r t s  w i t h  

o n l y  a  s l i g h t  p e r c e n t a g e  o f  d i f f e r e n c e  In  b o t h  t h e  l i b e r a l  and c o n s e r v a ­

t i v e  c a t e g o r i e s .
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I t  may be c o n c lu d e d ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  t h a t  The U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Akron 

f reshman in  1970 was com parab le  t o  h i s  n a t i o n a l  c o u n t e r p a r t  in most 

a s p e c t s .  The g r e a t e s t  d i f f e r e n c e  would l i e  in t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t h e  

av e ra g e  Akron f reshm an I s  f a r  more l i k e l y  t o  conynute t o  sch o o l  than  

t h e  av e ra g e  c o l l e g e  f reshm an  on t h e  n a t i o n a l  s c a l e .  A l a r g e  p e r c e n t ­

age o f  t h e  Akron s t u d e n t s  combine c o l l e g e  and employment. L a s t l y ,  I t  

sh o u ld  be p o i n t e d  o u t  t h a t  t h e  Akron U n i v e r s i t y  1970 f reshm an  was J u s t  

s l i g h t l y  more "m id d le  o f  t h e  road"  in  t e rm s  o f  p o l i t i c a l  and s o c i a l  

a t t i t u d e s  t h a n  h i s  n a t i o n a l  c o u n t e r p a r t .

P a r e n t a l  P o p u l a t i o n

D ata  d e s c r i b i n g  t h e  p a r e n t s  o f  t h e  s t u d e n t s  from The U n i v e r s i t y  

o f  Akron were a l s o  o b t a i n e d  from t h e  1970 American Counci l  on E d u c a t io n  

R esearch  s tu d y .

T w e n ty - s ix  p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  Akron U n i v e r s i t y  f reshm en  were  from 

homes where  t h e  p a r e n t a l  income was between $10,000 and $12,1(99. 

T w e n ty -e ig h t  p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  Akron f reshm en  f a m i l i e s  l i v e d  on p a r e n t a l  

Incomes u nde r  $10 ,000 .  By co m p ar i so n ,  17 p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  U n i v e r s i t y  

f re shm en ,  n a t i o n a l l y ,  were  from homes w here  t h e  income was between 

$ 10 ,000  and $12 ,4 9 9 .  T w e n ty - f iv e  p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  f reshmen were  from 

homes where  t h e  p a r e n t a l  income was l e s s  th a n  $10,000 a n n u a l l y  

a c c o r d in g  to  t h e  n a t i o n a l  norm.

T h i r t y - s e v e n  pe r  c e n t  o f  t h e  Akron freshmen f a t h e r s  had 

com ple ted  t h e i r  e d u c a t i o n  a t  t h e  12th g r a d e  l e v e l ,  compared t o  

25 p e r  c e n t  a t  t h e  n a t i o n a l  l e v e l .  However, more f a t h e r s  had 

some c o l l e g e  o r  h e ld  c o l l e g e  d e g r e e s  In t h e  n a t i o n a l  sample  t h a n  

t h o s e  r e p r e s e n t e d  in  t h e  Akron p o p u l a t i o n .  In 1970, 59 p e r  c e n t
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o f  t h e  n a t i o n a l  c o l l e g e  f re sh m en  c l a s s  had f a t h e r s  who had  e i t h e r  gone 

t o  c o l l e g e  o r  h e l d  c o l l e g e  d e g r e e s .  T h i s  p e r c e n t a g e  was kZ p e r  c e n t  

f o r  f a t h e r s  o f  t h e  1970 Akron f re sh m en  c l a s s .  The M a jo r i t y  o f  f a t h e r s  

o f  Akron f re sh m en  w e r e  employed In  b u s i n e s s ,  r e s e a r c h ,  s k i l l e d  work o r  

e d u c a t i o n .  A h i g h e r  p e r c e n t a g e ,  18 p e r  c e n t ,  o f  Akron f a t h e r s  w ere  

employed In s e m i - s k i l l e d  o r  u n s k i l l e d  work t h a n  t h e  n a t i o n a l  norm o f  

s ev en  p e r  c e n t  In t h e s e  two c a t e g o r i e s .

As a g r o u p ,  m o th e r s  o f  Akron f re sh m en  a l s o  had a  h i g h e r  p e r c e n t ­

a g e  o f  h i g h  s c h o o l  g r a d u a t e s  t h a n  t h e  n a t i o n a l  1970 a v e r a g e  o f  5k.S p e r  

c e n t  a s  com pared  t o  kO p e r  c e n t  f o r  t h e  n a t i o n a l  norm. However ,  a 

h i g h e r  p e r c e n t a g e  o f  m o th e r s  o f  f re sh m en  had a t t e n d e d  c o l l e g e  o r  had 

c o l l e g e  d e g r e e s  n a t i o n a l l y  t h a n  d i d  t h e  l o c a l  g r o u p .  F o r t y - e i g h t  p e r  

c e n t  o f  t h e  n a t i o n a l  p o p u l a t i o n  o f  m o th e r s  o f  Akron f re sh m e n  had been  

t o  c o l l e g e  o r  h e l d  c o l l e g e  d e g r e e s  compared t o  31 pe r  c e n t  o f  t h e  Akron 

f r e s h m e n .

In summary, t h e  a v e r a g e  p a r e n t  o f  The U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Akron 1970 

f re sh m en  I s  more a p t  t o  have  more h ig h  s c h o o l  e d u c a t i o n  t h a n  t h e  n a t i o n a l  

p a r e n t a l  a v e r a g e  o f  u n i v e r s i t y  p a r e n t s ,  b u t  l e s s  l i k e l y  t o  h av e  a s  much 

c o l l e g e  e d u c a t i o n  a s  t h e  n a t i o n a l  norm. On t h e  a v e r a g e ,  t h e  p a r e n t s  

have  s l i g h t l y  h i g h e r  Incomes t h a n  t h e  n a t i o n a l  a v e r a g e  o f  c o l l e g e  

p a r e n t s ;  t h e y  a r e  more l i k e l y  t o  be employed In s e m i - s k i l l e d  o r  u n s k i l l e d  

work t h a n  t h e  n a t i o n a l  a v e r a g e  c o l l e g e  p a r e n t .

D e s c r i p t i o n  o f  Sample

S t u d e n t s

S t u d e n t s  f rom  The U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Akron w e re  s y s t e m a t i c a l l y  sam pled  

f o r  t h i s  s t u d y .  Q u e s t i o n n a i r e s  w ere  a d m i n i s t e r e d  t o  c l a s s e s  s e l e c t e d
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from t h e  U n i v e r s i t y  S c h e d u le  o f  C l a s s e s  on t h e  b e s t s  o f  e v e r y  f i f t h  

a n d / o r  e v e r y  t e n t h  s e c t i o n  e n t e r e d  In t h e  l i s t i n g s  by v a r i o u s  d e p a r t ­

ments  w i t h i n  e a c h  o f  t h e  d e g r e e  g r a n t i n g  c o l l e g e s  o r  p r o f e s s i o n a l  

s c h o o l s .  The f i f t h  s e c t i o n  o f  e v e n in g  o f f e r i n g s  w i t h i n  v a r i o u s  c o l l e g e s  

was a l s o  s am p le d .

S t u d e n t s  w ere  a sk ed  t o  c o m p le t e  t h e  q u e s t i o n n a i r e s  In c l a s s .  The 

q u e s t i o n n a i r e s  and answer  s h e e t s  w ere  c o l l e c t e d  upon c o m p l e t i o n .  The 

s t u d e n t s  w e re  a sked  t o  t a k e  p a r e n t a l  q u e s t i o n n a i r e s  home f o r  c o m p l e t i o n  

by one  o r  b o t h  p a r e n t s .  Male s t u d e n t s ,  p a r t i c i p a t i n g  In t h e  s t u d y ,  were  

p r o v id e d  w i t h  p a r e n t a l  q u e s t i o n n a i r e s  f o r  m o th e r s  and f a t h e r s  r e g a r d i n g  

m a r i t a l  p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  s o n s .  Female  s t u d e n t s ,  p a r t i c i p a t i n g  In  t h e  

s t u d y ,  w ere  p r o v i d e d  p a r e n t a l  q u e s t i o n n a i r e s  f o r  m o th e rs  and f a t h e r s  

r e g a r d i n g  m a r i t a l  p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  d a u g h t e r s .

More p a r e n t s  o f  f e m a le  s t u d e n t s  t h a n  p a r e n t s  o f  male s t u d e n t s  

p a r t i c i p a t e d  In  t h e  s tu d y .  The r a t i o  o f  p a r e n t s  o f  f e m a le  s t u d e n t s  t o  

p a r e n t s  o f  m a le  s t u d e n t s  was a p p r o x i m a t e l y  f o u r  t o  one .  T h i s  v a r i a n c e  

may be s i g n i f i c a n t  In t h e  a n a l y s i s  o f  d a t a  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  h y p o t h e s i s  p e r ­

t a i n i n g  t o  t h e  c h o i c e  o f  h y p o t h e t i c a l  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  f o r  s o n s  and 

h y p o t h e t i c a l  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  f o r  d a u g h t e r s  a s  viewed by p a r e n t s .

However, I t  s h o u ld  a l s o  be  n o t e d  t h a t  9 4 . 6  p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  p a r e n t a l  

sample had two o r  more c h i l d r e n ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  t h e  l i k e l i h o o d  o f  a n s w e r in g  

t h e s e  q u e s t i o n s  from a r e f e r e n c e  p o i n t  o f  h a v in g  b o th  a son and a 

d a u g h t e r  In t h e  f a m i l y  was I n c r e a s e d .

A p r o p o r t i o n a l  s t r a t i f i e d  r e p r e s e n t a t I o n  o f  t h e  U n i v e r s i t y ' s  

e n r o l l m e n t  i n  e a c h  o f  t h e  d e g r e e  g r a n t i n g  c o l l e g e s  and s c h o o l s  (u p p e r  

c o l l e g e s )  was  u se d  In t h e  f i n a l  a n a l y s i s .  "A p r o p o r t i o n a l  s t r a t i f i e d  

sample Is  o f t e n  used  t o  a s s u r e  a  more r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  sample  t h a n  m igh t
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be e x p e c t e d  u n d e r  s im p l e  random o r  s y s t e m a t i c  s a m p l in g . "  A p p r o x i ­

m a t e l y  s even  p e r  c e n t  o f  ea ch  o f  t h e  d e g r e e  g r a n t i n g  c o l l e g e s  o r  s c h o o l s  

( u p p e r  c o l l e g e s )  was r e f l e c t e d  In t h e  f i n a l  s t r a t i f i e d  s t u d e n t  s am p le .

A t o t a l  o f  465 s t u d e n t  q u e s t i o n n a i r e s  and 3*8 p a r e n t a l  q u e s t i o n ­

n a i r e s  c o m p r i s e d  t h e  f i n a l  s a m p le .  The sample  Inc luded  240 ,  o r  52 p e r  

c e n t  male  s t u d e n t s ;  2 2 5 .  o r  4 8  p e r  c e n t  f e m a le  s t u d e n t s ;  169.  o r  53 p e r  

c e n t  m o t h e r s ,  and 149, o r  47 p e r  c e n t  f a t h e r s .

T a b le  V p r e s e n t s  v a r i o u s  d i m e n s io n s  o f  t h e  s t u d e n t s 1 b a c k g ro u n d .

TABLE V. DESCRIPTION OF STUDENTS INCLUDED IN SAMPLE N -  465

C a te g o r y Number P e r c e n t a g e

Sex
Males 240 52
F em ales 225 48

Age
Between 18-23 412 8 8 . 6
Between 24 -29 38 8 .2
Over  30 15 3 . 2

M a r i t a l  S t a t u s
S i n g l e 397 8 5 .3
M arr ied 59 12 .7
D iv o rce d 9 1 .9

Employment
Employed F u l l - t i m e 39 8 . 4
Employed P a r t - t i m e 239 5 1 .4
Not Employed 15** 33 .1

R e s id e n c e
L iv in g  on campus 72 15 .6
L iv in g  o f f - c a m p u s 38 8 .2
L iv in g  a t  home w i t h  p a r e n t ( s ) 260 5 5 .9
L iv in g  w i t h  s p o u s e 38 8 . 2
L iv in g  a l o n e 2 9.**

P o l i t i c a l  T e n d e n c i e s
L i b e r a l 156 3 3 .5
C o n s e r v a t I v e 112 24 .1
1n d ep e n d en t 192 4 1 .3

^H u b e r t  M. B l a l o c k ,  J r . ,  S o c i a l  S t a t i s t i c s  (New York: McGraw-
H i l l  Book Company, I 9 6 0 ) ,  p .  397 .
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A c o m p a r i s o n  o f  t h e  b ac k g ro u n d  o f  t h i s  s t u d e n t  sample w i t h  t h e  

U n i v e r s i t y  sam ple  s u r v e y e d  by t h e  American C o u n c i l  on E d u c a t io n  ( s e e  

d i s c u s s i o n ,  pp .  5 6 - 6 0 )  would  I n d i c a t e  t h a t  t h e  sample  used  In t h i s  

s t u d y  was h i g h l y  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  o f  t h e  U n i v e r s i t y  s t u d e n t  body .  S l i g h t  

d i f f e r e n c e s  m ig h t  b e  n o t e d  In  t h a t  t h e  sample  o f  s t u d e n t s  had more 

r e s i d e n t i a l  s t u d e n t s  t h a n  t h e  a c t u a l  p e r c e n t a g e  o f  d o r m i t o r y  s t u d e n t s  a t  

The U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Akron.  The sam ple  used  f o r  t h e  s tu d y  a l s o  had a 

s l i g h t l y  h i g h e r  p r o p o r t i o n  o f  f e m a le  s t u d e n t s  t h a n  was r e p r e s e n t e d  by 

t h e  a c t u a l  r a t i o  o f  male  and f e m a le  s t u d e n t s  In a t t e n d a n c e  a t  t h e  U n i ­

v e r s i t y .

in  c o m p a r i s o n  w i t h  The U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Akron sample  s u rv e y e d  by 

t h e  American C o u n c i l  on E d u c a t i o n ,  t h e  s t u d e n t  sample  u se d  In t h e  s t u d y  

p e r c e i v e d  t h e m s e l v e s  s l i g h t l y  l e s s  l i b e r a l ,  c o n s i d e r a b l y  l e s s  c o n s e r v a ­

t i v e  and more I n d e p e n d e n t  In t e r m s  o f  p o l i t i c a l  t e n d e n c i e s .

P a r e n t s

The l a r g e s t  number o f  p a r e n t s  In t h e  sam p le  were  be tw een  a g e s  

1*0 and 50 a l t h o u g h  o n e - t h i r d  o f  t h e  p a r e n t s  w ere  o v e r  50 .  T h e re  was 

a lm o s t  an even  d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  t h e  number o f  p a r e n t s  who had tw o ,  t h r e e ,  

f o u r  o r  f i v e  o r  more  c h i l d r e n .  The p a r e n t a l  s am ple  used  In t h i s  s t u d y  

r e p r e s e n t e d  a  s l i g h t l y  h i g h e r  l e v e l  o f  e d u c a t i o n  t h a n  t h e  Akron sa m p le  

u t i l i z e d  f o r  t h e  Am erican  C o u n c i l  on  E d u c a t io n  s t u d y .  T h i s  m ig h t  b e  a 

r e s u l t  o f  a t e n d e n c y  f o r  t h e  more h i g h l y  e d u c a t e d  p a r e n t s  t o  be more 

w i l l i n g  t o  be  I n v o l v e d  In t h i s  t y p e  o f  s t u d y .  A h i g h e r  p e r c e n t a g e  o f  

p o s t - b a c c a l a u r e a t e  l e v e l  p a r e n t s  w ere  I n c l u d e d  In t h i s  s tu d y  t h a n  In t h e  

s t u d y  by t h e  Am erican  C o u n c i l .  A p p ro x im a te ly  20 p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  p a r e n t a l  

s am ple  In t h i s  s t u d y  was em ployed  In e d u c a t i o n a l  o r  p r o f e s s i o n a l  w o rk .
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In g e n e r a l ,  t h e  p a r e n t a l  s am p le  s e l e c t e d  f o r  t h i s  s tu d y  was 

v e r y  c o m p a r a b le  w i t h  t h e  sam ple  e x t r a c t e d  f o r  t h e  American Counc i l  s t u d y  

In 1970* Areas  w i t h  t h e  g r e a t e s t  amount  o f  v a r i a n c e  b e tw een  t h e  n a t i o n a l  

and l o c a l  s am ples  w ou ld  p e r t a i n  t o  h i g h e r  e d u c a t i o n a l  and employment 

l e v e l s  f o r  t h e  p a r e n t a l  s am ple  s e l e c t e d  f o r  t h i s  s t u d y .

The p a r e n t a l  sam p le  f o r  t h i s  s t u d y  p e r c e i v e d  t h e m s e l v e s  a l m o s t  

t w i c e  a s  c o n s e r v a t i v e  a s  t h e  s t u d e n t  s am p le .  F o r t y - t h r e e  p e r  c e n t  o f  

t h e  p a r e n t a l  g roup  p e r c e i v e d  t h e m s e l v e s  a s  c o n s e r v a t i v e  In  c o n t r a s t  t o  

24 p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  s t u d e n t  g ro u p .  F o r t y - o n e  p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  s t u d e n t s  

compared t o  32 p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  p a r e n t s  p e r c e i v e d  t h e m s e l v e s  a s  i n d e p e n ­

d en t  In p o l i t i c a l  t e n d e n c i e s .  T a b le  VI p r e s e n t s  d a t a  c o n c e r n i n g  t h e  

p a r e n t s  p a r t i c i p a t i n g  in  t h i s  s t u d y .

I n s t r u m e n t

To o b t a i n  d a t a  f o r  t h e  s tu d y  a  L I k e r t  type  a t t i t u d e  s c a l e  ( s e e  

Appendix)  was d e v e lo p e d  and t e s t e d  by t h e  I n v e s t i g a t o r .  The I n s t r u m e n t  

had f i v e  s c a l e d ,  f o r c e d - c h o i c e  a n s w e r s .  The q u e s t i o n n a i r e  had f o u r  

forms d e s i g n e d  f o r  m a le  and f e m a le  s t u d e n t s  and f o r  f a t h e r s  and m o t h e r s .  

They w e r e  c o l o r - c o d e d  f o r  e a s e  o f  d i s t r i b u t i o n .  The s t u d e n t  q u e s t i o n ­

n a i r e s  . i n c l u d e d  q u e s t i o n s  r e g a r d i n g  p e r s o n a l  d a t a  such  a s  a g e ,  m a r i t a l  

s t a t u s ,  m a jo r  a r e a  o f  acad em ic  c o n c e n t r a t i o n ,  employment ,  r e s i d e n c e  and 

p o l i t i c a l  t e n d e n c i e s .  S t u d e n t s  were  a s k e d  q u e s t i o n s  r e l a t i n g  t o  s p e c i ­

f i e d  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  r e g a r d i n g  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  p r e f e r e n c e s  as  w e l l  

a s  q u e s t i o n s  r e g a r d i n g  w h ich  o f  s e v e r a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  th e y  c o n s i d e r e d  

"most  d e t r i m e n t a l "  t o  m a r r i a g e .

The p a r e n t a l  q u e s t i o n n a i r e s  w e re  s i m i l a r  t o  t h e  s t u d e n t  q u e s ­

t i o n n a i r e s  e x c e p t  t h e  q u e s t i o n s  r e g a r d i n g  d a t i n g  p r e f e r e n c e s  were  n o t
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TABLE V I .  DESCRIPTION OF PARENTS INCLUDED IN SAMPLE N -  318

C a te g o r y  Number P e r c e n t a g e

Sex
Male 149 4 6 .7
Female 169 5 2 . 8

Age
Between 3 5 -4 0 31 6 . 6
Between 4 1 -4 5 83 26.1
Between 4 6 -5 0 108 3 4 .0
Over  50 106 3 3 .3

M a r i t a l  S t a t u s
L iv in g  w i t h  spouse 298 9 3 .7
D iv o rc ed 11 3 . 5
Widowed 6 1.9

H i g h e s t  Level  o f  E d u c a t io n
Below 1 2 th  g r a d e 42 13.2
High s c h o o l  g r a d u a t e 133 4 1 . 8
Some c o l  l eg e 84 2 6 . 4
Col l e g e  g r a d u a t e 26 8 .2
P o s t - b a c c a l a u r e a t e  work 33 9 . 7

Employment
Bus t ness /M anagement 89 2 8 . 0
1n d u s t  r y /M a n u fa c tu  r {ng 91 2 8 . 6
S a l e s / P r o m o t i o n 40 12 .6
E d u c a t I o n 30 9 . *
P r o f e s s i o n a l 39 12.3

Number o f  C h i l d r e n
One 17 5 .3
Two 77 2 4 .2
T h re e 99 31-1
Four 57 17.9
F iv e  o r  more 68 2 1 . 4

P o l i t i c a l  Tendency
L i b e r a l 71 2 2 .3
C o n s e r v a t i v e 138 4 3 . 4
In d e p e n d e n t 101 3 1 .8

i n c l u d e d  in  t h e  p a r e n t a l  f o r m s .  The p a r e n t s  w e r e  asked p e r s o n a l  q u e s ­

t i o n s  r e g a r d i n g  a g e f number o f  y e a r s  m a r r i e d ,  number o f  c h i l d r e n ,  

em ploym ent ,  e d u c a t i o n  and p o l i t i c a l  t e n d e n c i e s .  Q u e s t io n s  c o n c e r n i n g  

t h e  "m o s t  d e t r i m e n t a l "  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  w ere  a l s o  in c lu d e d  on t h e  p a r e n ­

t a l  fo rm s .  One m a jo r  p o i n t  o f  d i f f e r e n c e  i n  t h e  two fo rm s ,  how ever ,  was
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t h a t  t h e  s t u d e n t s  w e r e  a s k e d  t o  c o n s i d e r  t h e  q u e s t i o n s  In r e g a r d  t o  

t h e i r  c h o i c e  o f  a d a t i n g  o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r ;  t h e  p a r e n t s  w ere  a s k e d  t o  

c o n s i d e r  t h e  q u e s t i o n s  on t h e  b a s i s  o f  a h y p o t h e t i c a l  c h o i c e  o f  a 

m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r  f o r  t h e i r  son  o r  d a u g h t e r .

The d a t i n g  and  m a r i t a l  s c a l e s  f o r  s t u d e n t s  and t h e  m a r i t a l  s c a l e  

f o r  p a r e n t s  had a  f i v e ,  f o r c e d - c h o i c e  s e t  o f  a n s w e r s  f o r  ea ch  I tem In 

t h e  s c a l e s .  T h e se  f o r c e d - c h o i c e  a n sw e rs  w ere :  a)  I would I n s i s t  t h a t

my p a r t n e r  p o s s e s s e d  t h i s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c ;  b) I w o u ld  n o t  mind f f  my 

p a r t n e r  p o s s e s s e d  t h i s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c ;  c )  I w ou ld  n o t  c o n s i d e r  t h i s  

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  i m p o r t a n t  In my c h o i c e  o f  a m a te ;  d) I would r a t h e r  my 

p a r t n e r  d i d  n o t  p o s s e s  t h i s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c ;  and e )  I c o u ld  n e v e r  a c c e p t  

t h i s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  In a  p e r s o n .  The l a s t  answer  on t h e  f o r c e d - c h o i c e  

c o n t in u u m  was c o n s i d e r e d  a  r e j e c t i o n  o f  t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  and was used  

t o  d e t e r m i n e  w h ich  g r o u p  had t h e  h i g h e s t  p e r c e n t a g e  o f  r e j e c t i o n .

P i l o t  S tudy

A p i l o t  s t u d y  was c o n d u c t e d  p r i o r  t o  c o m p l e t i n g  t h e  f i n a l  i n s t r u ­

m ent .  S i x t y  s t u d e n t s  and 25 o f  t h e i r  p a r e n t s  w e r e  a sk ed  t o  c o m p l e t e  t h e  

q u e s t i o n n a i r e s  and  t o  comment on t e r m i n o l o g y  o r  on  p o r t i o n s  w h ic h  were  

n o t  c l e a r l y  u n d e r s t o o d .  Twenty  s t u d e n t s  were  i n t e r v i e w e d ,  r e g a r d i n g  t h e i r  

r e s p o n s e s ,  a f t e r  c o m p l e t i n g  t h e  q u e s t i o n n a i r e .  The p i l o t  s t u d y  s e r v e d  

two p u r p o s e s :  t o  c h e c k  and  improve  t h e  c o n t e n t  v a l i d i t y  o f  t h e  I tems

and t o  g a i n  i n s i g h t  I n t o  t h e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  t h e  f i n d i n g s .

R e l i a b i l i t y  o f  t h e  I n s t r u m e n t

T e s t  r e l i a b i 1 I t y  was d e t e r m i n e d  by a d m i n i s t e r i n g  i d e n t i c a l  

q u e s t i o n n a i r e s  t w i c e ,  two w eeks  a p a r t ,  t o  60 s t u d e n t s  and t h e i r  p a r e n t s .
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The number o f  u s a b l e  r e t u r n s  t o t a l e d  kS s t u d e n t s  and 33 p a r e n t s .

S t u d e n t s  were  g iv e n  I n s t r u c t i o n s  In c l a s s ;  t h e i r  q u e s t i o n n a i r e s  were 

c o l l e c t e d  upon c o m p l e t i o n .  The s t u d e n t s  were r e q u e s ted  t o  t a k e  t h e  

p a r e n t a l  q u e s t i o n n a i r e s  home and a s k  t h e i r  p a r e n t s  t o  co m p le te  them.

The p a r e n t a l  q u e s t i o n n a i r e s  and r e s p o n s e s  w ere  r e tu rn e d  t o  t h e  I n v e s t i ­

g a t o r  v i a  t h e  s t u d e n t s .

K e n d a l l ' s  t a u  c o r r e l a t i o n  c o e f f i c i e n t  was used t o  ch ec k  t h e  

r e l i a b i l i t y  o f  t h e  I n s t r u m e n t .  K e n d a l l ' s  t a u  was chosen s i n c e  I t  a l lo w s  

a  more c o n c i s e  c o n c e p t u a l i z a t i o n  o f  t h e  measurement o f  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  

between v a r i a b l e s  t h a n  o t h e r  c o r r e l a t i o n s .  I f  r ep ea te d  p a i r s  o f  p e r so n s  

a r e  drawn a t  random from a p o p u l a t i o n ,  th e  I n d i c a t i o n  t h a t  t h e y  w i l l  

have t h e  same o r d e r s  on two v a r i a b l e s ,  X and Y, I s  r e p r e s e n t e d  by th e  

v a l u e  o f  tau.** The d e g r e e  o f  r e l a t i o n  be tween t h e  two s e t s  o f  ranks  Is 

I n d i c a t e d  by t h e  r a t i o  o f  t h e  a c t u a l  t o t a l  o f  + I ' s  and -  l ' s  t o  t h e  

p o s s i b l e  maximum t o t a l .  The fo rm u la  used  f o r  K e n d a l l ' s  t a u  l s ^

r  e ________________S_______________
V l / 2 N ( N  - I )  -  Tx 1/2N(N -1 )  -  Ty

Where Tx “  1 /2  £  *(* -  1)» t  b e in g  t h e  number o f  t i e d  o b s e r v a t i o n s  
In  each group o f  t i e s  on t h e  X v a r i a b l e

T •  1 /2  % t ( t  - I ) ,  t  b e in g  t h e  number o f  t i e d  o b s e r v a t i o n s  
In each  group o f  t i e s  on t h e  Y v a r i a b l e

Q u e s t io n s  r e g a r d i n g  m a r i t a l  p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  s t u d e n t s  and p a r e n t s  

( I tem s  12-40) and q u e s t i o n s  r e g a r d i n g  d a t i n g  p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  s t u d e n t s

®Gene V. G l a s s  and J u l i a n  C. S t a n l e y ,  S t a t i s t i c a l  Methods In 
E duc a t ion  and P sy c h o lo g y  (Englewood C l i f f s ,  New J e r s e y :  P r e n t i c e  H a l l ,
1970), pp. 176-78.

^ S idney  S i e g e l ,  Nonparametr1c S t a t i s t i c s  f o r  th e  B e h a v o r la l  
S c i e n c e s . (New York: McGraw-Hil l ,  1956) ,  pp .  217-18.
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( I t e m s  48-76}  w e re  w u l y z e d  i n  a  t o t a l  s c a l e .  Q u e s t io n s  p e r t a i n i n g  t o  

t h e  “most  d e t r i m e n t a l ’"1 c h a r a c t e r ! s t i e s  c o n s i id c rc d  f a r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  

( t e s t  I tems 41 throuugtn 47} weire a n a l y z e d  i n d i v i d u a l  l y .  T e s t  i terns  w h ich  

w e re  n o t  an sw ered  a n  batik ttHne t e s t ,  r e - t e s t  f i c s t i a n  by s t u d e n t s  o r  

p a r e n t s  w ere  mot c o n s id e re d !  iim t h e  r r e l c a b i 1 i t y  a n a l y s i s .  T h e r e f o r e ,  

n o t  a l l  q u e s t i o n s  a r e  b a s e d  o n  t h e  r e s p o nse s  o f  4 6  s t u d e n t s  and 33 p a r ­

e n t s .  R e s u l t s  o f  K e n d a l l ' s  t aw  conpurttcd o n  t h e  t e s t ,  r e - t e s t  d a t a  i n d i ­

c a t e d  a  h i g h l y  r e l i a b l e  Iimstiruunemt. Iir t h e  m a j o r i t y  o f  c o r r e l a t i o n s  (7  

o u t  o f  9 ) ,  b o t h  t h e  t o t a l  s c a l e s  an d  t h e  s e p a r a t e  i tems had  z  s c o r e s  

w h ich  were  s i g n i f i c a n t  b e yond  t h e  _<B! l e v e l -  Of t h e  r e m a in in g  two i t e m s ,  

one was s i g n i f i c a n t  an d  o n e  w a s  mot s i g n i f i c a n t  a t  t h e  .0 5  l e v e l  o f  

probab i 1 i t y .

S t u d e n t s '  r e s p o nses  imdicarttedl ftiiigh r e l i a b i l i t y  o f  t h e  d a t i n g  and  

m a r i t a l  s c a l e s -  TPhe r e l i a b i l i t y  w as  h i g h e r  am t h e  m a r i t a l  t o t a l  s c a l e  

th a n  on t h e  d a t l m g  t o t a l  s c a l e  writta pmdbafe i l l  t i e s  beyond t h e  .01 and 

.0 5  l e v e l s  r e s p e c t i v e l y -  S e p a r a t e  i t e m s  o n  t h e  "m ost  d e t r i m e n t a l "  

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  s e t  o f  g u e s tn a m s  ( i t e m s  41-4*7) had p ro b a b i  1 i t i e s  beyond 

t h e  .01 l e v e l  w i t h  t h e  e x c e p t i o n  o f  o r e  q u e s t  1cm which r e a c h e d  t h e  .0 3 6  

l e v e l  o f  p r o b a b i l i t y .  Tlbis  q u e s t  lam d e a l t  w i t h  a  c h o i c e  o f  c h a r a c t e r ­

i s t i c s  r e g a r d i n g  h i g h e r  o r  l o w e r  s a c io -e c a m n i r i c  backgrounds  and e d u c a ­

t i o n a l  l e v e l s  f o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s .  The Bower l e v e l  o f  s i g n i f i c a n c e  on 

t h i s  q u e s t i o n  may h a v e  beerm am i e d u c a t i o n  t h a t :  ( I )  s t u d e n t s  had a

t e n d e n c y  t o  c h a n g e  tHneir imiimds a b o u t  w h ic h  o f  t h e s e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  w ou ld  

b e  “most d e t r i m e n t a l " "  t o  m a r r i a g e ;  (2$ s t u d e n t s  d i d  n o t  c o n s i d e r  e i t h e r  

c h o i c e  a s  a  d e t r i m e n t  t o  m a r r i a g e ,  o r  (3 )  s t u d e n t s  c o n s i d e r e d  b o t h  

c h o i c e s  e q u a l l y  d e t r i m e n t a l  t o  m a r r i a g e .
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The p a r e n t a l  r e s p o n s e s  on  t h e  t o t a l  m a r i t a l  s c a l e  a l s o  had a 

h i g h  r e l i a b i l i t y  a t  l e s s  t h a n  t h e  .01 l e v e l  o f  p r o b a b i l i t y .  F iv e  o f  

t h e  s e p a r a t e  I tems  In t h e  "m o s t  d e t r i m e n t a l "  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  s e t  o f  q u e s ­

t i o n s  on t h e  p a r e n t a l  q u e s t i o n n a i r e  w e r e  s i g n i f i c a n t  beyond t h e  .01 

l e v e l .  In t h e  f o l l o w i n g  t a b l e  ( T a b le  V I l )  t h e  K e n d a l l ' s  r a n k  o r d e r  

c o r r e l a t i o n  c o e f f i c i e n t  ( t a u ) .  s t a n d a r d  d e v i a t i o n ,  z  s c o r e  and p r o b ­

a b i l i t y  l e v e l  f o r  t h e  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  s c a l e s  and f o r  t h e  I n d i v i d u a l  

I tem s  on t h e  "most  d e t r i m e n t a l "  s e t  o f  q u e s t i o n s  I s  p r e s e n t e d .

S t a t i s t i c a l  A n a l y s i s  o f  Data

Chl s q u a r e  (X ) t e s t  f o r  two in d e p e n d e n t  v a r i a b l e s  a p p r o p r i a t e  

f o r  t h e  number o f  s am p les  com pared  was u sed  t o  d e t e r m i n e  s i g n i f i c a n t  

d i f f e r e n c e s  b e tw een  g ro u p s  f o r  e a c h  I tem t e s t e d .  The f o rm u la  u sed  f o r  

c h l  s q u a r e  I s  a s  f o l l o w s :

X2 -  s :  £  ( ° i i  -  t i l ) 2
' - j  j - t  E|J

The s i g n i f i c a n c e  l e v e l  was e s t a b l i s h e d  as  a l p h a  *  . 0 1 ;  t h e r e -  

f o r e ,  t h e  r e g i o n  o f  r e j e c t i o n  c o n s i s t s  o f  a l l  v a l u e s  o f  X which a r e  so  

l a r g e  t h a t  t h e  p r o b a b i l i t y  a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  t h e i r  o c c u r r e n c e  by c h a n c e  i s  

e q u a l  t o  o r  l e s s  t h a n  . 0 1 . ^  The n u l l  h y p o t h e s e s  w e re  n o t  r e j e c t e d  u n l e s s  

t h e  m a j o r i t y  (more t h a n  h a l f )  o f  t h e  I terns In any s e t  o f  v a r i a b l e s  

d i f f e r e d  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  a t  t h e  .01 l e v e l  o r  beyond .  The p e r c e n t a g e  o f  

p e r s o n s  a n s w e r in g  t h e  l a s t  c h o i c e  i n  t h e  f o r c e d - c h o i c e  s c a l e .  " I  c o u l d  

n e v e r  a c c e p t  t h i s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  In  a p e r s o n . "  was u s e d  t o  d e t e r m i n e

^ S id n ey  S i e g e l ,  o p .  c i t .



TABLE V I I .  KENDALL'S RANK ORDER CORRELATION COEFFICIENT (TAU). STANDARD DEVIATIONS z SCORES AND 
PROBABILITY LEVELS FOR MARITAL AND DATING SCALES AS AN INDICATOR OF RELIABILITY

TEST SCALE OR
S T U D E N T S P A R E N T S

TEST ITEM
Tau Standard

D ev ia t ion
z

Score
P Tau Standard

D ev ia t ion
z

Score
P

M ari ta l  S ca le  
( I tems 12-40)

0.52 0.10 5.12 .000 0.57 0.12 4.70 .000

Item 4? 0.27 0.10 2.63 .004 0.28 0.13 2.16 .014

Item 42 - 0.28 0.10 -2,77 .003 0.27 0.13 2.08 .018

Item 43 0.13 0.12 1.11 .136 0.62 0.17 3.69 .000

Item 44 0.72 0.11 6.62 .000 0.73 0.14 5.25 .000

1 tern 45 0.38 0.10 3.73 .000 0.61 0.13 4.54 .000

Item 46 0.81 0.13 6.15 .000 0.59 0.10 5.67 .000

Item 47 0.41 0.13 3.17 .000 0.51 0.10 5.03 .000

Dating S ca le  
(I tems 48-76)

0.18 0.10 1.76 .044

S ig n i f i c a n c e  Lava! •  .01
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w h ich  g ro u p  had t h e  h i g h e s t  p e r c e n t a g e  o f  r e j e c t i o n  f o r  e a c h  c h a r a c t e r ­

i s t i c .

A verage  mean s c o r e s  w ere  c a l c u l a t e d  from the  an sw er  r e s p o n s e s  on 

t h e  c o n t in u u m  by a s s i g n i n g  a v a l u e  o f  on e  t o  t h e  f i r s t  a n s w e r ,  " I  would  

I n s i s t  t h a t  my p a r t n e r  p o s s e s s e d  t h i s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c , 11 v a l u e s  o f  tw o ,  

t h r e e  and f o u r  t o  s u c c e s s i v e  p o i n t s  on t h e  c o n t l n u w ,  and  a  v a l u e  o f  

f i v e  t o  t h e  l a s t  a n s w e r ,  " I  c o u ld  n e v e r  a c c e p t  t h i s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  In  a 

p e r s o n . "  The a v e r a g e  mean s c o r e s ,  c a l c u l a t e d  f o r  v a r i o u s  g r o u p s ,  t h e r e ­

f o r e ,  gav e  an i n d i c a t i o n  o f  where  t h e  t o t a l  g roup  s to o d  on t h e  answ er  

c o n t in u u m  f o r  t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  s t u d i e d .  The d i f f e r e n c e s  In  t h e  mean 

s c o r e s  b e tw een  v a r i o u s  g r o u p s  were  c a l c u l a t e d  f o r  each  o f  t h e  c h a r a c t e r ­

i s t i c s  and t h e  t - r a t l o  was computed t o  d e t e r m i n e  s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  

b e tw een  t h e  means f o r  s t u d e n t s 1 and p a r e n t s 1 p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  p a r t n e r s .

The b a s i c  c o m p u t a t i o n a l  f o rm u la  f o r  t h e  t - t e s t  o f  a  d i f f e r e n c e  b e tw een
a

two in d e p e n d e n t  m eans ,  b a s e d  on a p o o le d  v a r i a n c e  e s t i m a t e ,  i s :  

t  -    *1 -  *2

_  ,  -  < 2 x 2 ) z  1. + I  j2 V  * 2 J N, N2 \

( N |  +  n 2 ;  -  i

w h e re  jf| •  t h e  mean o f  t h e  f i r s t  g ro u p  o f  s c o r e s  
"  fche  mean o f  t h e  s e c o n d  group o f  s c o r e s
“ t h e  sum o f  t h e  s q u a r e d  s c o r e  v a l u e s  o f  t h e  f i r s t

o  2 g roup
>  Xj -  t h e  sum o f  t h e  s q u a r e d  s c o r e  v a l u e s  o f  t h e  seco n d

group
( 5 . X j )  “  t h e  s q u a r e  o f  t h e  sum o f  t h e  s c o r e s  in  t h e  f i r s t

g ro u p
( ^ , X 2 ) ■ t h e  s q u a r e  o f  t h e  sum o f  t h e  s c o r e s  in  t h e  seco n d

g ro u p
N| ■ t h e  number o f  s c o r e s  in  t h e  f i r s t  g ro u p
N2 ■ t h e  number o f  s c o r e s  In t h e  second g ro u p

®James L. B r u n in g  and B. L. K l n t z .  Com puta t iona l  Handbook o f  
S t a t i s t i c s  (G lenview ,  I l l i n o i s :  S c o t t ,  Foresman and Company\ 1 9 6 8 ) ,  p .  10.
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The a n a l y s i s  o f  d a t a  I s  d i s c u s s e d  In  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  c h a p t e r  in 

r e l a t i o n  t o  t h e  p e r c e n t a g e  o f  p e r s o n s  r e j e c t i n g  t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c ,  

t h e  p r o b a b i l i t y  l e v e l s  d e t e r m i n e d  by  c h l  s q u a r e ,  t h e  c o m p a r i so n  o f  a v e r a g e  

mean s c o r e s  and  t h e  d i f f e r e n c e s  In means f o r  v a r i o u s  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n s  o f  

s t u d e n t s  and p a r e n t s .



CHAPTER IV

PRESENTATION AND ANALYSIS OF DATA

The s tu d y  was d e s ig n e d  t o  exam ine  a t t i t u d e s  o f  c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s  

and p a r e n t s  toward t h e  I s s u e s  o f  d r u g s ,  communal l i v i n g ,  h lp p l s m ,  I l l e ­

g i t i m a c y ,  a b o r t i o n  and l o s s  o f  r e l i g i o u s  f a i t h  as  I n f lu e n c e s  In s e l e c ­

t i o n  o f  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s .  A pproximate ly  500 s t u d e n t s  

a t t e n d i n g  The U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Akron and 300 o f  t h e i r  p a r e n t s  s u p p l i e d  

d a t a  by means o f  a f o r c e d - c h o i c e  a t t i t u d e  s c a l e  d es ig n e d  t o  compare 

d i f f e r e n c e s  In p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  d a t i n g  a n d / o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  be tween 

v a r i o u s  g roups  o f  s t u d e n t s  and p a r e n t s .  The In s t rum en t  was checked  f o r  

r e l i a b i l i t y  and v a l i d i t y .  Chi s q u a re  and av e rag e  mean s c o r e s  were  used 

In t h e  s t a t i s t i c a l  a n a l y s i s .

The n u l l  h y p o th e se s  t e s t e d  In c lu d e d :  There  would be no s i g n i f ­

i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  between t h e  a c c e p t e d  and t h e  r e j e c t e d  p e r s o n a l  c h a r a c ­

t e r i s t i c s  which In f lu e n c e d  th e  s e l e c t i o n  o f  (1)  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  

p a r t n e r s  a s  p e r c e i v e d  by c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s ;  (2) m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  as 

p e r c e i v e d  by  c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s  and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  f o r  s i b l i n g s  as  p e r ­

c e i v e d  by t h e  p a r e n t s  o f  t h e  c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s ;  (3) d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  

p a r t n e r s  as  p e r c e i v e d  by c o l l e g e  m a le s  and by c o l l e g e  f e m a le s ;  (k) m a r i t a l  

and d a t i n g  p a r t n e r s  f o r  sons  and d a u g h t e r s  as  viewed by m others  and 

f a t h e r s ;  (5) d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  a s  p e r c e i v e d  by m a r r i e d  and non- 

m a r r l e d  c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s ;  (6) d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  as  v iewed by
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campus r e s i d e n t  s t u d e n t s  and n o n - r e s i d e n t  s t u d e n t s ;  and (7) d a t i n g  and 

m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  a s  v iew ed  by c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s  who p e r c e i v e d  t h e m s e l v e s  

a s  l i b e r a l ,  c o n s e r v a t i v e  o r  I n d e p e n d e n t .  The d a t a  a r e  p r e s e n t e d  In t h e  

f o l l o w i n g  c h a p t e r s  In  r e l a t i o n  t o  t h e  s t a t e d  n u l l  h y p o t h e s e s .  The 

r e s u l t s  a r e  d i s c u s s e d  on t h e  b a s i s  o f  t h e  p r o b a b i l i t i e s  d e t e r m in e d  by 

c h l  s q u a r e ,  a v e r a g e  mean s c o r e s  and p e r c e n t a g e s  o f  r e s p o n s e s  t o  t h e  l a s t  

answer  In t h e  f o r c e d - c h o i c e  c o n t in u u m ,  " I  c o u l d  n e v e r  a c c e p t  t h i s  c h a r ­

a c t e r i s t i c  In a p e r s o n . "

S t u d e n t  P r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  D a t in g  
and M a r i t a l  P a r t n e r s

A c o m p a r i so n  was made b e tw e en  t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  which  I n f l u e n c e d  

t h e  s e l e c t i o n  o f  d a t i n g  p a r t n e r s  and t h o s e  w h ich  I n f l u e n c e d  t h e  s e l e c t i o n  

o f  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  a s  p e r c e i v e d  by c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s .  An a n a l y s i s  o f  t h e  

p e r c e n t a g e s  a t t r i b u t e d  t o  t h e  l a s t  a n s w e r - r e s p o n s e  i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  s t u ­

d e n t s  had h i g h e r  p e r c e n t a g e s  o f  r e j e c t i o n  f o r  more o f  t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  

p e r t a i n i n g  t o  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  t h a n  f o r  t h o s e  p e r t a i n i n g  t o  d a t i n g  p a r t ­

n e r s .  The d i f f e r e n c e  be tw een  s t u d e n t s '  p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  d a t i n g  p a r t n e r s  

and f o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  was s i g n i f i c a n t  a t  t h e  .01 l e v e l  f o r  16 o f  t h e  

26 I te m s  tn  t h e  q u e s t i o n n a i r e .  The r e j e c t i o n  o f  I** o f  t h e s e  I tems  was 

h i g h e r  f o r  m a r i t a l  t h a n  f o r  d a t i n g  p a r t n e r s ;  f o r  two o f  t h e  16 i t e m s  t h e  

r e j e c t i o n  was h i g h e r  f o r  d a t i n g  p a r t n e r s  th an  f o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s .  P e r ­

c e n t a g e s  and p r o b a b i l i t y  l e v e l s  com par ing  s t u d e n t s '  p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  

d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  a r e  p r e s e n t e d  in  T a b le  V I I I .

An a n a l y s i s  o f  t h e  s t u d e n t  r e s p o n s e s  on p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  d a t i n g  

p a r t n e r s  would  i n d i c a t e  h ig h  r e j e c t i o n  f o r  p o t e n t i a l  d a t e s  who w e re  d r u g  

a d d i c t s ,  75 .1  p e r  c e n t ;  d rug  u s e r s ,  1*8.3 p e r  c e n t  f o r  h a b i t u a l  d r i n k e r s .



TM tf V IIr. PERCENTAGES PHD LEVELS OF PR08MILITY FOR CHI SQUARE VALUES FOR CHARACTERISTICS INFLUEMCIN6 THE 
ACCEPTANCE OR REJECTION Of DATIN6 AND HWITAL PARTNERS AS VIEWED IV COLLECE STUDENTS (N-A65)

CHARACTERISTIC
PER CENT INDICATING PREFERENCES

PR00A8ILITV

A
For Dating Partners 

S C D E A
For Marital 

B C
Partners 

0 E

Nourotlc Tandancits 1.1 8,3 IA.A 57.0 19.2 9.6 5.8 6.0 61.1 26.3 .000
Slight Physical Handicap 0.A 22.7 A2.8 32.0 2.2 0.2 2A.5 37.7 35.9 1.7 .A68
Hajor Physical Handicap 0.A 6.9 18.1 57.7 16.8 9.0 8.9 12.7 59-A 19.0 ,08A
Poor Haalth 0.2 9.5 25.9 57.2 7.1 0.2 8.8 13.6 69.6 7.8 .000
Not Good Looking 0.A IA.0 57.1 23.7 A.7 0.2 16.2 57.3 21.8 A.S .83A
Had Sann Divorced 0.9 15.3 37.5 30.8 15.5 0.9 18.3 27.5 37.2 16.1 .02 A
Favorad Divorce 1.5 11,9 28. A 35.1 23.0 3.2 t3.1 1 I.A 37.5 3A.7 .000
Had Chl Idren 0.2 IA.0 36.9 3A.3 1A.7 0.6 21.0 2A.6 AO.O 13.0 .000
Habitual Smoker 0.0 12.5 28,1 AS. 6 13.8 0.2 11.6 t8 ,9 A9.9 19.A .005
Habitual Drinker Q.A 6.5 9.1 A6.2 39.7 0.A 1.3 3.2 A2.7 52 .A .000
Drug User 0.2 6.5 12.3 32.8 A8.3 0.6 3.9 A. 1 21.3 70.0 .000
Drug Addict 0.0 2.2 2.8 20.0 75.1 0.A 9.9 1.1 12.5 85.1 .000
Living In Commune 0.A 15.9 25.7 30.5 27.5 0.2 13.7 16.3 30.6 39.3 .000
Living a t Hippy 0.7 16.0 26.5 30.0 26.9 1.7 15.9 19.1 30.5 32,7 .036
Another Race 0.0 9.8 31.6 30,9 27.7 0.0 8.8 26.7 36.6 27.8 .228
Lower Educational Laval 0.A 15.3 A3. A 32.7 8.3 0.2 13.6 3A.7 39.9 11.6 .025
Higher Educational Laval 1.3 36,A 51.1 9.9 1.3 1.9 A2.9 56.9 17.5 0.9 .000
Lower Socio-economic Laval 0.A 20.3 62.5 IA.6 2.2 0.2 21.5 61.1 1A.8 2 ,A .958
Higher Socio-economic Laval 1.3 31.6 58.0 7.0 2.2 2.2 3A.A 55.9 6.2 1.3 .572
Favorad Extra-m arital Sax t . l 8.7 21.6 29.8 38.8 0.2 1.3 A,9 21.9 71.6 .000
No Desire for Children 1.8 10.7 36.8 29.5 21.2 2.2 7.5 9.9 29.9 50.5 .000
Favorad Abortion A. A 21.0 36.9 20.5 17.2 A. 7 23.0 29.7 23. A 19.1 • 2A2
Sexually Permissive A,6 16.8 26.9 3A.A 17.3 1.1 9.5 19.2 A0.2 30.0 .000
Denounced Religious Practice 9 .A 15.5 A2.7 28.2 13.1 1.5 12.9 31.8 3A.2 19.6 .000
Denounced Religious Faith 0.2 11.A 32.6 33.7 22.1 0.6 9.2 22.A 32.5 35.3 .000
L it t le  Sense of Responsibility 0.7 21.2 A0.6 25.1 12.A 1.9 1.7 2 .A 37.A 36.6 .000
SEX-ORIENTED CHARACTERISTICS
Refused Service Induction* 0.9 18.6 36.7 30.3 13.6 1.8 18.3 31.7 32.6 15.6 .7AS
Fathered IIleg itim ate  ChlId* 0.0 10.0 2A.A A0.3 25.3 0.0 7.6 17.3 51.1 2A.0 .09A
Desired Large Family* I.A 35.0 39.2 18.A 6.0 3.1 A1.3 I6.A 28.A 10.7 .000
Had Pre-m arltal Abortion** 0.0 8.0 A2.0 31,A 18.6 0.A 6.7 30 . A 37.9 2A.6 .063
Clven-up Illeg itim ate  Child** 0.9 9-A A3.8 32.6 13.3 0.A 7.5 27.1 A1.7 23.3 ,000
Rearing Illeg itim ate  Child** 0.9 8.6 36.9 36.9 16.7 0.A 10.8 27.9 35. A 25.A .083

KEY: A-WowId Prefer; I  •Would Not Mind; C-Not Important; D-Would Rather Not; E-Never Accept
*Answered by fawait* (N>225)

**Answered by aulas (N“2A0)
Significance Laval ■ .01
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39 .7  p e r  c e n t ;  and f o r  p e r s o n s  who f a v o r e d  e x t r a - m a r i t a l  s e x ,  38*8 p e r  

c e n t .  A p p ro x im a te ly  o n e - f o u r t h  o f  th e  s t u d e n t s  r e j e c t e d  h y p o t h e t i c a l  

d a t i n g  p a r t n e r s  who had l i v e d  In communes, were  o f  a n o t h e r  r a c e ,  were 

h i p p i e s ,  f a v o re d  d i v o r c e ,  and denounced t h e i r  r e l i g i o u s  f a i t h  and had

no d e s i r e  f o r  c h i l d r e n .  D a t in g  p a r t n e r s  who had c h i l d r e n  o r  who w ere  o f  

a h i g h e r  e d u c a t i o n a l  l e v e l  were  r e j e c t e d  o v e r  and dbove m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  

w i t h  t h e s e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s .

High r e j e c t i o n  p e r c e n t a g e s  were  g iv e n  f o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  who 

were d rug  a d d i c t s ,  85 .1  p e r  c e n t ;  f a v o r e d  e x t r a - m a r i t a l  s e x ,  71*6 p e r  

c e n t ;  w ere  d rug  u s e r s ,  7 0 .0  p e r  c e n t ;  w ere  I r r e s p o n s i b l e ,  5 6 . 6  per  c e n t ;  

were  h a b i t u a l  d r i n k e r s ,  5 2 . k p e r  c e n t ,  and who had no d e s i r e  f o r  c h i l ­

d re n ,  5 0 .5  p e r  c e n t .  A pprox im a te ly  o n e - f o u r t h  t o  o n e - h a l f  o f  th e  s t u ­

d en ts  r e j e c t e d  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  who had l i v e d  In conmunes, 39*3 p e r  c e n t ;  

who were  s e x u a l l y  p e r m i s s i v e ,  3 0 .3  p e r  c e n t ;  who were o f  a n o t h e r  r a c e ,

2 7 .8  p e r  c e n t ,  and p e r s o n s  who had n e u r o t i c  t e n d e n c i e s ,  2 6 .3  p e r  c e n t .

P e r so n s  who had s l i g h t  p h y s i c a l  h a n d ic a p s  and p e r s o n s  who had 

poor  h e a l t h  r e c e i v e d  low r e j e c t i o n  p e r c e n t a g e s  f o r  b o th  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  

p a r t n e r s .  C h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  r e c e i v i n g  h i g h e s t  r e j e c t i o n  f o r  b o th  d a t i n g  

and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  I n c lu d e d  d ru g  a d d i c t s ,  drug u s e r s  and h a b i t u a l  

d r i n k e r s .  S t u d e n t s  d id  no t  d i f f e r e n t i a t e  be tween d a t i n g  p a r t n e r s  and 

m ar ry ing  p a r t n e r s  o f  a n o t h e r  r a c e  In p e r c e n t a g e s  o f  r e j e c t i o n .  Twenty- 

e i g h t  p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  s t u d e n t s  s t a t e d  t h e y  would never  d a t e  a pe rson  o f  

a n o t h e r  r a c e .  N e a r ly  10 p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  s t u d e n t s  gave a c c e p t i n g  r e s p o n s e s  

toward d a t i n g  and m a r ry in g  p e r s o n s  o f  a n o t h e r  r a c e ;  more th a n  o n e - f o u r t h  

o f  t h e  s t u d e n t s  c l a i m e d  t h a t  a p e r so n  o f  a n o t h e r  r ace  would  n o t  be c o n ­

s i d e r e d  im p o r tan t  In  t h e  s e l e c t i o n  o f  a d a t i n g  o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r .



7 7

S e x - o r i e n t e d  t e s t  i t e m s  p e r t a i n i n g  t o  female  o r  male  c h a r a c t e r ­

i s t i c s  had  s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  on two o f  t h e  s ix  i t e m s  com par ing  

d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  p r e f e r e n c e s  o f  c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s .  T h e s e  s i x  I terns a r e  

I n c l u d e d  in  t h e  lower p o r t i o n  o f  T a b le  V I I I .  The two c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  which 

had  s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  be tw een  t h e  s e l e c t i o n  of  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  

p a r t n e r s  i n c l u d e d  t h e  d e s i r e  f o r  a  l a r g e  f a m i l y  and g i v l n g - u p  an i l l e g i t ­

im a te  c h i l d .  Females  r e j e c t e d  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  who had 

f a t h e r e d  an I l l e g i t i m a t e  c h i l d  w i t h  a lm o s t  e q u a l  p e r c e n t a g e s ,  25-3 and

2 4 . 0  p e r  c e n t ,  r e s p e c t i v e l y .  A p p ro x im a te ly  15 p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  f e m a le s  

c o n s i d e r e d  r e f u s a l  o f  I n d u c t i o n  i n t o  t h e  s e r v i c e  as a h i g h l y  u n f a v o r a b l e  

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f o r  e i t h e r  d a t i n g  o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s ,

h a l e s  w ere  more a p t  t o  r e j e c t  f e m a le  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  who had an 

a b o r t i o n  o r  who had an i l l e g i t i m a t e  c h i l d  t h a n  d a t in g  p a r t n e r s  w i t h  t h e s e  

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s .  Females  d i d  n o t  d i f f e r e n t i a t e  In p e r c e n t a g e  o f  r e j e c t i o n  

o f  d a t i n g  o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  who had f a t h e r e d  an i l l e g i t i m a t e  c h i l d .  A 

f e m a le  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r  who had  had an a b o r t i o n  o r  who had g l v e n - u p  an 

i l l e g i t i m a t e  c h i l d  o r  who was r e a r i n g  an i l l e g i t i m a t e  c h i l d  was r e j e c t e d  

a lm o s t  e q u a l l y  by t h e  m a l e s ,  2 4 . 6  and 2 5 . 4  p e r  c e n t ,  r e s p e c t i v e l y .

S t u d e n t s *  and P a r e n t s '  P r e f e r e n c e s  
f o r  M a r i t a l  P a r t n e r s

S t u d e n t s '  p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  and p a r e n t s '  p r e f e r ­

e n c e s  f o r  h y p o t h e t i c a l  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  f o r  t h e i r  s i b l i n g s  w e re  compared 

f o r  a l l  t h e  s p e c i f i e d  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  In t h e  s tu d y .  The  s t u d e n t s '  and 

p a r e n t s *  p r e f e r e n c e s  d i f f e r e d  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  a t  t h e  .01 l e v e l  o f  p r o b a b i l i t y  

on a l l  t e s t  I tem s  e x c e p t  one  on th e  m a r i t a l  p r e f e r e n c e  t e s t .  The e x c e p t i o n  

d e a l t  w i t h  t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  c o n c e r n i n g  d ru g  a d d i c t i o n .  Both  p a r e n t s  and 

s t u d e n t s  had high percentages of rejection for this i t em .  Eighty per cent
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o f  t h e  p a r e n t s  s a i d  they  c o u ld  n e v e r  a c c e p t  t h i s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  In a 

m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r  f o r  t h e i r  s i b l i n g s ;  85 p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  s t u d e n t s  c la im e d  

t h a t  they  would  n e v e r  a c c e p t  t h i s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  In a m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r .  

The p e r c e n t a g e s  o f  r e s p o n s e s  f o r  each  answer and t h e  l e v e l s  o f  s i g n i f ­

ic a n c e  f o r  s t u d e n t s 1 and p a r e n t s '  p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  a r e  

p r e s e n t e d  In T a b l e  IX.

S t u d e n t s  had h ig h e r  p e r c e n t a g e s  o f  r e j e c t i o n  th an  p a r e n t s  on 17 

o f  t h e  26 I tems on th e  m a r i t a l  p r e f e r e n c e  s c a l e ,  A com par ison  o f  t h e  

l a s t  r e s p o n s e  on t h e  answer  c o n t in u u m ,  " t  c o u ld  never  a c c e p t  t h i s  

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  in a m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r , "  I n d i c a t e d  t h a t  s t u d e n t s  were  more 

opposed than  t h e i r  p a r e n t s  t o  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  who had been d i v o r c e d ,  

who had c h i l d r e n ,  who were h a b i t u a l  smokers o r  h a b i t u a l  d r i n k e r s  and 

p e r so n s  who f a v o r e d  e x t r a - m a r i t a l  s e x .  The p a r e n t s  had h i g h e r  p e r c e n t ­

ages  o f  r e j e c t i o n  th a n  s t u d e n t s  f o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  who had communal 

l i v i n g  e x p e r i e n c e ,  who were l i v i n g  as  h i p p i e s ,  who w ere  o f  a n o t h e r  r a c e ,  

who had had an a b o r t i o n ,  who w ere  s e x u a l l y  p e r m i s s i v e ,  and who had 

denounced t h e i r  r e l i g i o u s  p r a c t i c e  a n d / o r  f a i t h .

Average mean s c o r e s  w ere  computed f o r  b o th  p a r e n t  and s t u d e n t

re sp o n s e s  on t h e  m a r i t a l  p r e f e r e n c e  s c a l e .  The t o t a l  av e ra g e  mean s c o r e  

f o r  a l l  p a r e n t  r e s p o n s e s  t o  a l l  I terns on th e  m a r i t a l  s c a l e  was o n ly  

s l i g h t l y  h i g h e r  t h a n  t h e  t o t a l  a v e r a g e  mean s c o r e  f o r  a l l  s t u d e n t  

re sp o n se s  t o  a l l  t e s t  I tems,  3 . 7 9  and 3 .7 8 ,  r e s p e c t i v e l y .  An a v e r a g e  

mean s c o r e  o f  3 . 0  would r e f l e c t  t h e  a n s w e r - r e s p o n s e ,  " I  do no t  c o n s i d e r  

t h i s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  Im por tan t  In my c h o ic e  o f  a m a t e . "  An a v e ra g e  mean 

s c o r e  o f  l*.0 would  r e f l e c t  t h e  a n s w e r - r e s p o n s e ,  " I  would r a t h e r  n o t  marry

a p e r so n  w i t h  t h i s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c . "



TA6LE IX. PERCENTAGES AND LEVELS OF PROOA8ILITY FOR CHI SQUARE VALUES FOR CHNUCTERISTICS INFLUENCING THE 
ACCEPTANCE OR REJECTION OF HMITAL PARTNERS AS VIEWED BY COLLEGE STUOENTS (N-A65) AMO THEIR

PARENTS (N-318)

CHARACTERISTIC
PER CENT INDICATING PREFERENCES

MMIftll ITV

A
Students

B C D E A
Parents 

B C D E

rRWW | la V 1 1

Neurotic Tendencies 0.6 5.8 6.0 61.3 26.1 0.6 2.5 3.5 80. A 13.0 .000
Slight Physical Handicap 0.2 2A.5 37.7 35.9 1.7 1.3 28.A A6.1 2A.3 0.9 .009
Major Physical Handicap 0.0 8.9 13.0 59-A 18.8 0.0 7.9 11.A 73.8 6.9 .000
Poor Health 0.2 8.6 13.6 69.6 7.8 0.0 5.7 A.8 82.9 6.7 .000
Not Good Looking 0.2 15.9 57.3 22.2 A.3 1.3 26.3 67.7 A.I 0.6 .000
Had Been Divorced 0.9 18.1 27.7 37.2 16.1 0.6 10.1 1A.2 65.1 10.1 .000
Favored Divorce 3.2 •3.1 II.A 37.9 3A.3 1.6 13.7 8.3 59.A 17.1 .000
Had Children 0.6 21.0 2A.6 A1.0 12.7 0.6 17.6 18.6 56.3 6.9 .000
Habitual Smoker 0,2 11.6 19.1 A9.9 19.1 0.3 11.0 36.8 A7.2 A. 7 .000
Habitual Drinker 0,A 1.3 3.2 A3-1 51.9 0 .0 0.9 1.3 55.7 A2.1 .005
Orug User 0.6 3,9 A.I 21.8 69.6 0.0 1.0 0.0 27.0 72.1 .000
Drug Addict O.A 0.9 1.1 12.5 85.1 0.0 0.6 0.0 18.9 80.A .032
Living In Commune 0.2 13.5 16.5 30.7 39.1 0.0 1.9 2.6 35.9 59.6 .000
Living as Hippy 1.7 15.9 19.A 30.5 32.5 0.0 1.9 1-9 38.3 57.9 .000
Another Race 0.0 8.8 26.7 36.6 27,8 0.0 A,7 7.9 A7.3 AO.I .000
Lower Educational Level 0.2 13.A 3A.S AO. I M.9 0.3 13.6 39.9 A2.I A.I .005
Higher Educational Level 1.9 A3.1 36.6 17.5 9.9 19.8 35.5 37.1 7.5 0.0 .000
Lower Socio-economic Level 0.2 21.9 60.A 15.1 2 .A 1.3 21,2 A2.A 33-5 1.6 .000
Higher Socio-economic Level 2.2 3A.8 55.3 6.2 1.5 8 .9 39.0 A1.5 9.9 0.6 .000
Favored Extra-marital Sex 0.2 1.3 A.9 22.2 71.A 0 .3 1.0 1.3 32.A 65.1 .002
No Desire for Children 2.2 7.5 9.9 29.7 50.8 0,6 3-5 9.6 6C.A 25.9 .000
Favored Abortion A. 7 23.0 30.1 23.2 18.9 0.0 11.3 20, A 37.A 30.8 .000
Sexually Permissive l . l 9.5 19.A A0.2 29.8 0.3 1.9 A.I A7.I A6.5 .000
Denounced Religious Practice 1.5 12.7 31.6 3A.2 20.0 0.0 5.1 12.A A8.9 33.7 .000
Denounced Religious Faith 0.6 9.0 22.A 32.7 35.3 0.0 3.2 6.7 A5.A AA.8 .000
l i t t l e  Sense of Responsibility 1.9 1.7 2.6 36.7 57.0 0 .0 1-3. 0.3 61,1 37.3 .000
SEX-ORIENTED CHARACTERISTICS 
Refused Service Induction* 1.6 18.A 31.A 33.2 15.2 O.A 7.2 18.6 Al .5 32.2 .000
Fathered Illegitim ate  Child* 0.0 7.6 17,A 51.3 23.7 0.0 1.3 12.3 50.8 35.6 ,000
Desired Large Family* 3.1 AI.5 16.1 29.0 10,3 A.2 30.7 35.3 27.7 2.1 .000
Had Pre-Marltal Abortion** O.A 6.7 30.1 38.1 2A.7 I.A 5.6 11.1 66.7 15.3 .000
Given-up Illegitim ate  Child** O.A 7.9 26.8 A1.8 23.0 I.A 5.6 12.5 65.3 15.3 .007
Rearing Illegitim ate Child** O.A 10.9 27.6 36.0 25.1 0.0 8.5 16.9 60.6 1A.I .007

KEY: A-Would Prefer; B-Voutd Not Hind; C-Not Important; D-Would Rattier Not; E-Never Accept
* Answered by Females (N*225) or parents of female students (N«233)
■*Answ|r|d^ HaleS'(iM j^) or parents of male students (N~62)
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S t u d e n t s  had h i g h e r  a v e r a g e  mean s c o r e s  t h a n  p a r e n t s  on 1^ o f  

t h e  26 I tems on th e  m a r i t a l  s c a l e .  There  were s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  a t  

t h e  .01 le v e l  o r  beyond on a p p r o x im a te ly  h a l f  o f  t h e  com par isons  o f  a v e r ­

age  mean s c o r e s  f o r  p a r e n t s  and s t u d e n t s  f o r  m a r i t a l  c h a r a c t e r ! s t i e s .  

P a r e n t s  had s i g n i f i c a n t l y  h i g h e r  a v e ra g e  mean s c o r e s  f o r  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s :  drug  u s e r ,  l i v i n g  In commune, denounced r e l i g i o u s  f a i t h ,

f a v o r e d  a b o r t i o n ,  poor h e a l t h  and lower so c io -e co n o m ic  l e v e l .  The s t u d e n t s  

had s i g n i f i c a n t l y  h i g h e r  a v e r a g e  mean s c o r e s  f o r  t h e  f o l l o w in g  c h a r a c t e r ­

i s t i c s :  h a b i t u a l  d r i n k e r ,  n e u r o t i c  t e n d e n c i e s ,  f a v o re d  d i v o r c e ,  lower

e d u c a t i o n a l  l e v e l ,  s l i g h t  p h y s i c a l  h a n d ic a p ,  n o t  good lo o k in g ,  h i g h e r  

so c io - e c o n o m ic  l e v e l  and h i g h e r  e d u c a t i o n a l  l e v e l .  The a v e ra g e  mean 

s c o r e  f o r  each c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f o r  s t u d e n t s  and p a r e n t s ,  t h e  t - v a l u e ,  th e  

l e v e l s  o f  p r o b a b i l i t y  and t h e  t o t a l  a v e r a g e  mean s c o r e s  f o r  p a r e n t s  and 

s t u d e n t s  f o r  a l l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  a r e  l i s t e d  In T a b le  X.

S t u d e n t s  and p a r e n t s  were  a l s o  asked  t o  s e l e c t  t h e  "most  d e t r i ­

m e n ta l "  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  In a  s e t  o f  seven t e s t  I tem s .  Each t e s t  Item 

l i s t e d  f o u r  o r  f i v e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s ;  t h e  m a j o r i t y  o f  t h e  I tems were  

u n r e l a t e d .  The c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s ,  p e r c e n t a g e s  f o r  s t u d e n t s '  and p a r e n t s '  

r e s p o n s e s  and t h e  l e v e l  o f  s i g n i f i c a n c e  f o r  e a c h  o f  t h e s e  t e s t  I tems a r e  

l i s t e d  In T a b le  X I .  The h i g h e s t  p e r c e n t a g e s  f o r  t h e  r e sp o n s e s  g iv e n  by 

s t u d e n t s  and p a r e n t s  a r e  u n d e r l i n e d .  R e s u l t s  o f  t h e  ch l  sq u a re  a n a l y s i s  

f o r  t h i s  p o r t i o n  o f  t h e  q u e s t i o n n a i r e  a r e  g iv e n  In T a b le  X I I .

P a r e n t s  and s t u d e n t s  a g reed  on which Item was c o n s id e r e d  "most  

d e t r i m e n t a l "  In f i v e  o f  t h e  seven  c a s e s .  In t h e  o t h e r  two c a s e s ,  p a r e n t s  

r e g a rd e d  lewer e d u c a t i o n a l  l e v e l  and s t u d e n t s  r e g a rd e d  h ig h e r  s o c i o ­

economic l e v e l  as  "most  d e t r i m e n t a l "  In m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s .  P a r e n t s  a l s o  

th o u g h t  t h a t  t h e  l o s s  o f  r e l i g i o u s  f a i t h  was more d e t r i m e n t a l ,  w h e r e a s .



TABLE X. AVERAGE MEAN SCORES, t-VALUES AND PROBABILITY LEVELS FOR CHARACTERISTICS INFLUENCING THE
ACCEPTANCE OR REJECTION OF MARITAL PARTNERS AS PERCEIVED BY COLLEGE 

STUDENTS (N-46S) AND THEIR PARENTS (N-316)

CHARACTERISTIC* AVERAGE MEAN SCORES 
P aren ts  S tudents

t-V alue P ro b a b i l i ty

Drug Addict 4 .78 4 .80 -0 .86 0 .39
Drug User 4 .65 4.45 -2 .72 0.01
Favored E x tra -m a r i ta l  Sex 4 .56 4.63 -1 .35 0 .18
Living as Hippy 4.49 3.77 2.15 0.03
Living In Conmune 4.43 3.92 -7 .68 0 .00
H abitual Drinker 4 .38 4 .44 3.62 0.00
Sexually  Perm issive 4.31 3.87 -1.61 0.11
L i t t l e  Sense o f  R e sp o n s ib i l i ty 4 .29 4.43 2,44 0.02
Denounced R elig ious  F a i th 4 ,28 3.92 1.22 0.00
Another Race 4.21 3.83 -5 .05 0 .3 0
Denounced Relig ious P ra c t ic e 4 .09 3.S7 -1 .0 4 0.50
No D esire  fo r  Children 4.01 4 .19 1.93 0 .56
Neurotic  Tendencies 4 .00 4 .05 -0 .58 0 ,00
Favored Abortion 3.87 3 .29 7.14 0.00
Poor Health 3.87 3.75 10.27 0 .00
Major Physical Handicap 3.78 3.87 5.93 0.02
Had Been Divorced 3.74 3 .49 -6 .43 0.02
Favored Divorce 3.73 3 .86 2.46 0 .00
Had Children 3.51 3.43 -3 .5 6 0 .19
Habitual Smoker 3 .44 3.77 -1.31 0.10
Lower Educational Level 3.35 3.48 -2 .59 0.00
Lower Socio-economic Level 3 .H 2.98 7.49 0.00
S l ig h t  Physical Handicap 2.96 3.12 5.10 0.00
Not Good Looking 2.75 3.14 -2 .43 0.00
Higher Socio-economic Level 2.50 2.70 6.64 0.00
Higher Educational Level 2.32 3.81

Total Average Mean Score 3.79 3.78

KEY: 1.0-Would P re fe r ;  2.0-Would Hot Mind; 3 .0-Not Important; 4.0-Vbuld Rathar Not; 5*0-Never Accapt
« I tans  ranked fron  h ighes t  t o  lowest amount o f  p a re n ta l  o b je c t io n  o f  the  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  

S ig n if ic a n c e  Level ■ .01



TABLE XI. PERCENTAGES AND LEVEL OF PROBABILITY FOR CHI SQUARE VALUES FOR THE "HOST DETRIMENTAL" CHARACTERISTICS
FOR MARITAL PARTNERS AS PERCEIVED BY COLLEGE STUDENTS AND THEIR PARENTS

CHARACTERISTIC
PERCENTAGE CONSIDERING "HOST DETRIMENTAL" 

Students Parents PROBABILITY

Was Sexually Inexperienced A, 3 4.5
Hed Pre-mart ta l  Abortion 10.1 12.6
Had Illeg itim ate  Child 3.8 4.2
Wes Rearing Illegitim ate  Child 11.0 9.4

.802Llberel Attitudes on Extra-marital Sex 1 M 69.3

Wes Drug User 5.7 7.1
Wes Drug Addict z&4 Z M
Drank Heavily (Alcohol) T% 5.5
Had Neurotic Tendencies 6.3 4.2
Had Major Physical Handicap 3.7 3.6 .432

Was a Higher Socio-economic Level 14.5 14.8
Was a Lower Socio-economic Level 16.L 40.9
Was a Higher Educational Level 13.0 7.2
Was a Lower Educational Level 55.6 46.6 .000

Was of Another Race 64,0 71.4
Same Race, Another Nationality 1.0 3.0
Hed Another Major Religion 8.7 4.3

.004Had NO Religious Belief 2b, 7 21.3

Wes Apathetic Toward Religion 3.6 5.7
Hed Denounced Religious Faith 32.1 49.0
Wes P o li t ica l ly  Extreme 7.2 7.1
Wes Pol It leal1y Conservative 3.6 2.4
Wet Extremely Prejudiced 53.5 35.8 .000

Wet Irresponsible
Hed Communal Living Experience 11.3 T O
Was a Hippy 8.0 16.4
Wes Advocate of Woman's Lib 11.3 6.6 .000

Insisted on Large Family 16.6 9.0
Insisted on HO Children 54,0
Unwilling to  use Birth Control 20.0 23.1
Wanted to  Adopt rather then Have Children 8.7 17.2 .000

S i g n i f i c a n c e  L e v p t -  ,0 1



TABLE XII .  ITEM CONSIDERED "MOST DETRIMENTAL", CHI SQUARE VALUE, DEGREES OF FREEDOM AND PROBABILITY
LEVEL INDICATING PREFERENCE FOR MARITAL PARTNERS AS PERCEIVED 

BY STUDENTS (N-465) AND PARENTS (N-318)

Item Considered 
"Most D e t r im e n ta l"

PERCENTAGE
S tuden ts

REJECTING
P aren ts

X2 df PROBABILITY

Libera l  A t t i t u d e  Toward 
E x t r a - m a r i t a l  Sex 70.7 69.3 1.63650 4 .802

Drug Addict 76.5 79 .6 3.81166 4 .432

Higher  Socio-economic Level 
Lower Educat iona l  Level

59.3
46 .9 19.19380 4 .000

Another Race 64 .0 7 .14 15.16311 4 .004

Extremely P re ju d ic e d  
Denounced R e l ig io u s  F a i th

53.5
49 .0 27.65747 4 .000

- ( - y  t *' 4 69.4 58 .9 26.74121 k .000

No D es i re  f o r  C h i ld ren 54.0 50.3 19.78868 4 .000

S i g n i f i c a n c e  Level ■ .01



Sk

s t u d e n t s  r e g a r d e d  p a r t n e r s  who were  e x t r e m e l y  p r e ju d ic e d  a s  "m ost  d e t r i ­

m e n t a l . "  A l th o u g h  p a r e n t s  and  s t u d e n t s  a g r e e d  on which I tem was most  

d e t r i m e n t a l  In  f i v e  o f  t h e  s e v e n  c a s e s ,  unequal  d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  p e r c e n t ­

a g e s  a t t r i b u t e d  t o  t h e  v a r i o u s  a n s w e r - r e s p o n s e s  r e s u l t e d  In s i g n i f i c a n t  

d i f f e r e n c e s  a t  t h e  .01 l e v e l  on f i v e  o f  t h e  s ev en  Items.

F em ale  and Male P r e f e r e n c e s  
f o r  M a r i t a l  P a r t n e r s

Males  and f e m a le s  d i f f e r e d  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  In t h e i r  p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  

m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  on t h e  m a j o r i t y  o f  I tems  In t h e  m a r i t a l  p r e f e r e n c e  s c a l e .  

T h r e e  I tem s  on t h e  s c a l e  d i d  n o t  have  s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  be tween  

m a le s  and f e m a l e s  p r e f e r e n c e s  beyond t h e  .05  l e v e l .  These  c h a r a c t e r ­

i s t i c s  r e g a r d e d  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  who had n e u r o t i c  t e n d e n c i e s ,  m a jo r  p h y s ­

i c a l  h a n d i c a p s  and communal l i v i n g  e x p e r i e n c e .  Twenty o f  t h e  26 I tems In 

t h e  m a r i t a l  t e s t  w ere  s l g n l f I c a n t l y  d i f f e r e n t  between m a les  and f e m a le s  a t  

t h e  .01 l e v e l  o f  p r o b a b i l i t y .

F e m a le s  had a t e n d e n c y  t o  be more s e l e c t i v e  In c h o i c e  o f  m a r i t a l  

p a r t n e r s  t h a n  m a l e s .  A h i g h e r  p e r c e n t a g e  o f  f em ales  th a n  m a le s  r e j e c t e d  

more  o f  t h e  m a r i t a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s .  Males had a  h igher  p e r c e n t a g e  o f  

r e j e c t i o n  t h a n  f e m a le s  f o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  on seven  o f  t h e  I tem s  

I n c l u d i n g  s l i g h t  p h y s i c a l  h a n d i c a p ,  n o t  good lo o k in g ,  m ajor  p h y s i c a l  

h a n d i c a p ,  p o o r  h e a l t h ,  h a b i t u a l  smoker ,  h a b i t u a l  d r i n k e r ,  h i g h e r  s o c i o ­

economic and h i g h e r  e d u c a t i o n a l  l e v e l s .  P e r c e n t a g e s  f o r  answer  r e s p o n s e s  

and  t h e  p r o b a b i l i t y  l e v e l s  f o r  fem ale  and m ale  s tu d e n t s  f o r  t h e i r  p r e f e r ­

e n c e s  f o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  a r e  l i s t e d  In T a b le  X I I I .

An a n a l y s i s  o f  t h e  s t u d e n t s '  r e s p o n s e s  t o  th e  s e x - o r i e n t e d

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  ( l i s t e d  on t h e  lower  p o r t i o n  o f  T a b le  X111) I n d i c a t e d

t h a t  a p p r o x i m a t e l y  o n e - f o u r t h  o f  b o t h  m a le s  and females  e l e c t e d  t o  r e j e c t



TABLE XIII, PERCENTAGES AW LEVELS OF PROBABILITY FOR CHI SQUARE VALUES FOR CHARACTERISTICS INFLUENCING THE 
ACCEPTANCE OR REJECTION OF MARITAL PARTNERS AS VIEWED BY COLLEGE FEMALES (N-225) AND COLLEGE

MALES (N-240)

CHARACTERISTIC

PER CENT INDICATING PREFERENCES

PROBABILITY
A

Female Students 
B C D E A

Hale
B

Students
C D E

Neurotic Tendencies 0.9 5.8 4.5 58.7 30.0 0.4 5.8 7.5 63.3 22.9 .311
Slight Physical Handicap 0.0 3».5 38.3 28.4 1.8 0.4 17.9 37.1 42.9 1.7 .002
Major Physical Handicap 0.0 9.4 13.9 59.6 17.0 0.0 8.3 11.7 59.2 20.8 .685
Poor Health 0.4 9.4 8.9 74.6 6.7 0.0 8.3 17.9 65.0 8.8 .036
Not Good Looking 0.0 18.8 67.0 12.5 1.8 0.4 13.8 48.3 30.4 7,1 .000
Had Been Divorced 0.4 16.9 17.3 44.9 20.4 1.3 19.6 37.1 30.0 12.1 .000
Favorad Divorce 2.7 14.7 7.1 37.1 38.4 3.8 11.7 15.4 37.9 31.3 .042
Had Chlldren 0,9 24.1 18.8 43.8 12.S 0.4 18.0 30.1 38.1 13.4 .049
Habitual Smoker 0.0 16.4 13.8 53.8 16.0 0.4 7.1 23.8 46.3 22.5 .000
Habitual Drinker 0.0 0.9 0.9 40.6 57.6 0.8 1.7 5.4 44.6 47,5 .014
Drug User 0.0 1.3 1.6 18.8 78.1 1.3 6.3 6.3 23.8 62.5 .000
Drug Addict 0.0 0.4 0.0 7.1 92.4 0.8 1.3 2.1 17.5 78,3 .000
Living In Connune 0.0 14.7 13.4 29.5 42.4 0.4 12.7 19.0 31.6 36.3 .308
Living as Hippy 0.4 15.6 11.1 31.1 41.8 2.9 16.3 26.7 30.0 24.2 .000
Another Race 0.0 5.8 20.5 38.4 35.3 0.0 11.7 32.5 35.0 20.8 .000
Lower Educational Level 0.0 11.6 16.5 50.9 21.0 0,4 15.4 51.7 29.6 2.9 .000
Higher Educational Level 3-1 60.7 25.9 10.3 0.0 0,8 26.3 47.1 24.2 1.7 .000
Lower Socio-economic Level 0.0 21.8 49.8 24.4 4.0 0.4 21.3 71.7 5.8 0.8 .000
Higher Socio-economic Level 1.8 43.6 46.2 7.6 0.9 2.5 25.8 65.0 5.0 1.7 .000
Favored Extra-marital Sex 0.4 0.4 0,9 16.0 82.2 0.0 2.1 8.8 27.5 61.7 .000
No Desire for Children 1.8 7.1 1.8 27.1 62.2 2.5 7.9 17.5 32.5 39.6 .000
Favored Abortion 5.8 24.0 20.9 26.2 23.1 3.8 22.1 37.9 20.8 15.4 .001
Sexually Permissive 0,9 6.7 14.7 38.8 38.8 1.3 12.1 23.4 41.4 21.8 .000
Denounced Religious Practice 1.3 13.8 20.4 40.9 23.6 1.7 12.1 42.5 27.9 15.8 .000
Denounced Religious Faith 0,9 7.1 12.4 34.2 45.3 0.4 11.3 31.7 30.8 25.8 .000
L i t t le  Sense of Responsibility 1.3 1.3 0.4 30.7 66.2 2.5 1.1 4.2 43.7 47.5 .000
SEX-ORIENTED CHARACTERISTICS
Refused Service Induction* 1.8 18.3 31.7 32.6 15.6
Fathered Illegitim ate  Child* 0.0 7.6 17.3 51.1 24.0
Desired Large Family* 3.1 41.3 16.4 28.4 10.7
Had Pre-marl ta t  Abortion** 0,4 6.7 30.4 37.9 24.6
Glven-up Illegitim ate  Child** 0.4 7.5 27.1 41.7 23.3
Rearing Illegitim ate  Child** 0.4 10.8 27.9 35.4 25.4

KEY: A-Would Prefer; B-Would Not Mind; C-Not Important; D-Would Rather Not; E-Could Navar Aceapt 
*Answered by Females (N-225)

** Answered by Hales (IH240)
S i g n i f i c a n c e  L a v a l  ■ .0 1
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a m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r  who had p a r e n t e d  a c h i l d  o u t - o f - w e d l o c k .  T h is  p e r ­

c e n t a g e  h e ld  t r u e  f o r  t h e  m a les  r e g a r d l e s s  o f  how t h e  h y p o t h e t i c a l  

m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r  r e s o l v e d  th e  p re g n a n cy .  Nearly  o n e - f o u r t h  o f  t h e  m ales  

r e j e c t e d  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  who were  r e a r i n g  a c h i l d  o u t - o f - w e d l o c k ,  who 

had had an a b o r t i o n  o r  who had g l v e n - u p  a c h i l d  born  o u t - o f - w e d l o c k .  The 

same p r o p o r t i o n  o f  f e m a le s ,  2h p e r  c e n t ,  s a i d  t h e y  would n ev e r  a c c e p t  a 

m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r  who had f a t h e r e d  an I l l e g i t i m a t e  c h i l d .

An a n a l y s i s  o f  t h e  a v e ra g e  mean s c o r e s  f o r  f e m a le s  and m ales  

f u r t h e r  I l l u s t r a t e d  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  f e m a le s  tended t o  be  more c o n s e r v a t i v e  

In t h e i r  c h o i c e  o f  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  th a n  m a le s .  The t o t a l  av e ra g e  mean 

s c o r e  f o r  a l l  f em a le s  f o r  a l l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  on t h e  m a r i t a l  s c a l e  was 

3 .8 0  as  compared t o  3 .6 8  f o r  t h e  m a le s .  An av e ra g e  mean s c o re  o f  3 . 0  

would r e f l e c t  t h e  a n s w e r - r e s p o n s e ,  " I  do no t  c o n s i d e r  t h i s  c h a r a c t e r ­

i s t i c  Im por tan t  t o  my c h o i c e  o f  a m a t e . "  An av e ra g e  mean s c o re  o f  U.O 

would I n d i c a t e  t h e  r e s p o n s e ,  " I  would r a t h e r  my p a r t n e r  d id  not p o s s e s s  

t h i s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c . "

S i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  be tween  av erage  mean s c o r e s  f o r  m ales  

and fe m a le s  were n o ted  on a p p r o x i m a te ly  h a l f  o f  t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s .

Males had s i g n i f i c a n t l y  h i g h e r  a v e r a g e  mean s c o r e s  f o r  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s :  h ig h e r  e d u c a t i o n a l  l e v e l ,  f a v o re d  a b o r t i o n  and s l i g h t

p h y s i c a l  h a n d ic a p .  Females had h i g h e r  average  mean s c o r e s  f o r  13 o f  t h e  

26 c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  In c lu d in g  d rug  a d d i c t ,  f a v o re d  e x t r a - m a r i t a l  s e x ,  

drug u s e r ,  l i t t l e  s e n s e  o f  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y ,  no d e s i r e  f o r  c h i l d r e n ,  

denounced r e l i g i o u s  f a i t h ,  s e x u a l l y  p e r m i s s i v e ,  a n o t h e r  r a c e ,  l i v i n g  as  

h ip p y ,  denounced r e l i g i o u s  p r a c t i c e ,  had been d i v o r c e d ,  lower e d u c a t i o n a l  

l e v e l ,  and 1<wer so c io -ec o n o m ic  l e v e l .  The av e rag e  mean s c o r e s ,  ranked
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a c c o r d i n g  t o  a v e r a g e  r e s p o n s e s  f o r  s t u d e n t  p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  m a r i t a l

p a r t n e r s ,  a r e  l i s t e d  In T a b le  XIV,

D a ta  a n a l y z e d  and p r e s e n t e d  In T a b le  XV f o r  t h e  "m ost  d e t r i ­

m e n ta l "  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s ,  p e r c e i v e d  by f e m a le s  and m a l e s ,  I n d i c a t e d  t h a t  

t h e  s e x e s  c o m p l e t e l y  ag re e d  a s  t o  w hich  I tem was c o n s i d e r e d  "m o s t  d e t r i ­

m e n ta l "  t o  m a r r i a g e  on ea ch  o f  t h e  s ev en  q u e s t i o n s  In t h i s  p o r t i o n  o f  t h e  

t e s t .

The "m o s t  d e t r i m e n t a l "  I tems  s e l e c t e d  by f e m a le s  and m a les  w e re :  

l i b e r a l  a t t i t u d e  toward s e x ;  d ru g  a d d i c t ;  lower e d u c a t i o n a l  a t t a i n m e n t ;  

a n o t h e r  r a c e ;  e x t r e m e l y  p r e j u d i c e d ;  I r r e s p o n s i b i l i t y ;  and I n s i s t e n c e  upon 

no c h i l d r e n .  The "most  d e t r i m e n t a l "  I t e m s ,  ch t  sq u a re  v a l u e s ,  d e g r e e s  o f

f reedom and t h e  p r o b a b i l i t y  l e v e l s  f o r  t h i s  p o r t i o n  o f  t h e  q u e s t i o n n a i r e

a r e  p r e s e n t e d  In T a b le  XVI.

D i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  p e r c e n t a g e s  b e tw een  t h e  f em a les  and m a l e s ,  how­

e v e r ,  r e s u l t e d  In  s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  a t  t h e  .01 l e v e l  In f i v e  o f  t h e  

seven  c a t e g o r i e s  In s p i t e  o f  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t h e r e  was c o m p le t e  ag reem en t  

a s  t o  which i t e m  was c o n s i d e r e d  "most  d e t r i m e n t a l . "  H a le s  had h i g h e r  

p e r c e n t a g e s  o f  r e j e c t i o n  t h a n  f e m a le s  f o r  two o f  t h e  s ev en  "most  d e t r i ­

m e n ta l "  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s ,  a n o t h e r  r a c e  and e x t r e m e l y  p r e j u d i c e d .  Hales  

w ere  c o n s i d e r a b l y  more opp o sed  t o  t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c ,  h i g h e r  s o c i o ­

economic l e v e l ,  t h a n  f e m a l e s ,  w i t h  r e j e c t i o n  p e r c e n t a g e s  o f  2 7 .5  and 

* 4 r e s p e c t i v e l y .

Female  and Male P r e f e r e n c e s  
f o r  D a t in g  P a r t n e r s

F em ales  and males  d i f f e r e d  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  on t h e  m a j o r i t y  o f  t h e i r  

p r e f e r e n c e s  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  I n f l u e n c i n g  c h o i c e  o f  d a t i n g



TABLE X I V .  AVERAGE MEAN SC O R ES, t-V A L U E S AND PR O B A B ILITY  LEVELS FOR CH A R A C TER ISTIC S INFLUENCING THE
ACCEPTANCE OR R EJEC TIO N  OF MARITAL PARTNERS AS PERCEIVED BY COLLEGE

FEMALES ( I P - 2 2 5 )  AND MALES ( N - 2 4 0 )

CHARACTERISTIC* AVERAGE MEAN SCORES 
All S tuden ts  Females Hales t-V alue P robab i1I ty

Drug Addict 4.80 4 .89 4.71 -3 .44 0.00
Favored E x tra -m a r i ta l  Sex 4.63 4.79 4.49 -5 .09 0 .00
Drug User 4.45 4.72 4.40 -4 .19 0 .00
Habitual Drinker 4 .44 4.53 4.36 ’ -2 .59 0.01
L i t t l e  Sense o f  R e s p o n s ib i l i ty 4.43 4.59 4 .28 -4 .04 0.00
No D esire  fo r  Children 4. 19 4.41 3.99 -4 .49 0.00
Neurotic  Tendencies 4 .05 4.08 4.02 -0 .66 0.51
Denounced Relig ious F a i th 3-92 4.16 3.70 -5-04 0.00
Living in Commune 3.92 3.98 3.86 -1.15 0.25
Major Physical Handicap 3.87 3.81 3.92 1.47 0.14
Sexually  Perm issive 3.87 4.06 3.69 -4 .70 0.00
Favored Divorce 3.86 3.92 3.81 -1 .02 0.13
Another Race 3.83 4,01 3.65 -4 .19 0.00
Habitual Smoker 3.77 3.69 3.83 1.68 0.09
Living as Hippy 3.77 3.98 3.56 -4 .10 0.00
Poor Health 3.75 3.76 3 .74 -0 .26 0 .79
Higher Educational Level 3.61 2.42 3.00 8.16 0.00
Denounced Relig ious P ra c t ic e 3.57 3.72 3.44 -3 .00 0 .00
Had Been Divorced 3.49 3.68 3.32 -3 .95 0.00
Lower Educational Level 3.48 3 .H 2.85 -7 .76 0.00
Had Children 3.43 3.41 3.45 0.35 0.73
Favored Abortion 3.29 3.37 3-22 -1 .38 0.17
Not Good Looking 3.14 2.96 3.30 4.98 0.00
S l ig h t  Physical Handicap 3.12 2.96 3.27 4.00 0.00
Lower Socio-economic Level 2.98 3.11 2.85 -4.05 0.00
Higher Socio-economic Level 2.70 2.62 2.77 2.45 0.02

Total Average Mean Score 3.78 3.80 3 .68

KEY: 1.O-Would P re fe r ;  2.0-Would Not Hind; 3 .0-Not Important; 4.0-Woutd Rather Not; 5 .0-Never Accept
* I terns ranked from h ig h es t  to  lowest amount o f  s tu d e n t  o b je c t io n  to  the  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  

S ig n if ic a n c e  Laval ■ .01



TABLE XV. PERCENTAGES AND LEVEL OF PROBABILITY FOR CHI SQUARE VALUES FOR THE "MOST DETRIMENTAL" CHARACTERISTICS
FOR MARITAL PARTNERS AS PERCEIVED BY COLLEGE FEMALES AND MALES

CHARACTERISTIC PERCENTAGE CONSIDERING "MOST DETRIMENTAL" 
Females Males PROBABILITY

Wat Sexually Inexperienced
Had Pre-marltal Abortion
Had ' ‘ . ma t e  Child
Vat Roaring Illegitim ate Child
Liberal Attitude* on Extra-marital Sex

2.3 
8.6
9.3

10,0
76.8

6.2
11.5 
5.3

12.6 
66.6 .032

Wat Drug U**r
Wat Drug Addict
Drank Heavily (Alcohol)
Had Neurotic Tendencies 
Had Major Physical Handicap

6.9

f t i
6.7
1.8

6.6

f t?
5.9
5.5 .008

Was a Higher Socio-economic Laval 
Wat a Lower Socio-economic Level 
Wat a Higher Educational Level 
Wat a Lower Educational Level

6.6
21.1
3.8

Z L i

27.5
11.1
26.8

.000

Wat of Another R#c*
Serna Race, Another Nationality 
Had Another Major Religion 
Had NO Religious Belief

62,1
0.5

10.1
25.5

ft?
8.6

23.8 .755

Wat Apathetic Toward Religion 
Had Denounced Religious Faith 
Was P o l i t ica l ly  Extreme 
Wet P o l i t ica l ly  Conservative 
Wat Extremely Prejudiced

6.1
38.8
6.6
1.6

i U .

3.5 
25.6
9.6
5.7 

55*2 .002

Wat Irresponsible
Had Conmunel Living Experience
Wat a Hippy
Wat Advocate of Woman's Lib

80.2
X s

7.7
7.7

m
8.7

16.8 .000

Instated on Large Family
Insisted on NO Children
Unwilling to  Use Birth Control
Wanted to  Adopt Ratlerthan Have Children

10.5
62.7
19.1
7.3

22.7
65.9
20.9 
10.0

a

.002

S i g n i f i c a n t *  L av * ] ■ .0 1

67



TABLE XVI. ITEM CONSIDERED "MOST DETRIMENTAL", CHI SQUARE VALUES, DEGREES OF FREEDOM AND PROBABILITV
LEVEL INDICATING PREFERENCES FOR MARITAL PARTNERS AS PERCEIVED

BY COLLEGE FEMALES AND MALES

Item Considered 
"Most D e t r im e n ta l"

PERCENTAGE
Females

REJECTING
Males

X2 df PROBABILITY

L ib e ra l  A t t i t u d e  Toward 
E x t r a - m a r i t a l  Sex 76,8 64 .6 10.55494 4 .032

Drug Addict 82.1 70.9 13.59688 4 .008

Lower Educat iona l  Atta inment 71.1 35 .9 83.94662 4 .000

Another Race 62.5 64.9 1.89549 4 .755

Extremely P re jud iced 51.1 55.7 16.67368 4 .002

Was I r r e s p o n s i b l e 80 .2 58.3 31.67560 4 .000

I n s i s t e d  on No Chi ld ren 62.7 45 .9 11.37571 4 .002

S i g n i f i c a n c e  Level ■ .01
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p a r t n e r s .  Twenty o f  t h e  26 t e s t  I terns In t h e  d a t i n g  s c a l e  had s i g n i f i ­

c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  a t  t h e  .01 l e v e l  o r  beyond .  N e u r o t i c  t e n d e n c i e s ,  m a jo r  

p h y s i c a l  h a n d i c a p ,  had c h i l d r e n ,  p o o r  h e a l t h ,  h a b i t u a l  smoker and l i v i n g  

In a commune were  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  w hich  w ere  more c l o s e l y  a g re e d  upon by 

f e m a le s  and m a le s .  P e r c e n t a g e s  f o r  p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  d a t i n g  p a r t n e r s  and 

p r o b a b i l i t y  l e v e l s  f o r  f e m a l e s  and m a les  a r e  p r e s e n t e d  In T a b le  XVII.

As was t r u e  in  t h e  s e l e c t i o n  o f  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s ,  f e m a le s  i n d i ­

c a t e d  more c o n s e r v a t i v e  p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  d a t i n g  p a r t n e r s  t h a n  m a le s .

Fem ales  r e j e c t e d  20 o f  t h e  26 t e s t  i t e m s  w i t h  h i g h e r  p e r c e n t a g e s  t h a n  

m a l e s .  The m ales  had h i g h e r  p e r c e n t a g e s  o f  r e j e c t i o n  t h a n  fem a le s  f o r  

d a t i n g  p a r t n e r s  w i t h  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s :  s l i g h t  p h y s i c a l

h a n d i c a p ,  m a jo r  p h y s i c a l  h a n d i c a p ,  poor  h e a l t h ,  not  good lo o k i n g ,  h a b i t ­

ua l  smoker and h i g h e r  e d u c a t i o n a l  l e v e l .  Males r e j e c t e d  f o u r  c h a r a c t e r ­

i s t i c s  w i t h  s l i g h t l y  h i g h e r  p e r c e n t a g e s  t h a n  f e m a le s  on b o th  t h e  m a r i t a l  

and d a t i n g  s c a l e s .  T h e se  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  w ere :  poor  h e a l t h ,  m a jo r

p h y s i c a l  h a n d ic a p ,  n o t  c o n s i d e r e d  good lo o k in g  and h i g h e r  e d u c a t i o n a l  

1e v e  I .

The p e r c e n t a g e s  f o r  r e s p o n s e s  t o  t h e  s e x - o r i e n t e d  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  

p e r t a i n i n g  t o  d a t i n g  p a r t n e r s  a r e  l i s t e d  in t h e  lower p o r t i o n  o f  T a b le  

XVII,  A p p ro x im a te ly  o n e - f o u r t h  o f  t h e  f e m a le s  c l a im e d  th e y  would n e v e r  

a c c e p t  a d a t e  from a p e r s o n  who had f a t h e r e d  an i l l e g i t i m a t e  c h i l d .

Female  d a t e s  who had had an a b o r t i o n ,  who had g f v e n -u p  an i l l e g i t i m a t e  

c h i l d  o r  who were  r e a r i n g  an I l l e g i t i m a t e  c h i l d  were  r e j e c t e d  by m a les  

w i t h  1 3 .3 ,  1 6 .7 ,  and 18 .6  p e r  c e n t ,  r e s p e c t i v e l y .  A p p ro x im a te ly  o n e -  

s i x t h  o f  t h e  f e m a le s  c l a i m e d  t h a t  t h e y  would  n e v e r  a c c e p t  a d a t e  f rom a 

p e r s o n  who had r e f u s e d  i n d u c t i o n  I n t o  t h e  armed s e r v i c e .



TABLE XV I I .  PERCENTAGES AND LEVELS OF PROBABILITY FOR CHI SQUARE VALUES FOR CHARACTERISTICS INFLUENCING TIC
ACCEPTANCE OR REJECTION OF DATING PARTNERS AS VIEWED BY COLLEGE FEMALES (N -2 2 5 )  AND COLLEGE

MALES (N -2 4 0 )

CHARACTERISTIC
PER CENT INDICATING PREFERENCES

PROBABILITY

A
Female Students 

B C D E A
Male

B
Students 

C D E

Neurotic Tendencies 0.5 6.3 10.4 63.3 19,5 1.7 10.1 18.1 51.1 19.0 .022
Slight Physical Handicap 0.0 27.2 46.0 25.0 1.8 0.8 18.4 39.7 38.5 2.5 .008
Major Physical Handicap 0.9 6.7 22.3 54.0 16.1 0.0 7.1 14.2 61.1 17.6 . t i l
Poor Health 0.4 10.3 24.6 58.9 5.8 0.0 8.8 27.2 55.6 8.4 .569
Not Good Looking 0.0 16.9 70,7 11.1 1.3 0.8 11.3 44.4 35.6 7.9 .000
Had Been Divorced 0.0 16.0 25.8 37.3 20.9 1.7 14.6 48.5 24.7 10.5 .000
Favored Divorce 1.4 14.4 19.8 36.0 28.4 1.7 9.6 36.4 34.3 16.0 .000
Had Children 0.0 14.2 33.3 37.3 15.1 0.4 13.8 40.2 31.4 14.2 .450
Habitual Smoker 0.0 13.8 26.8 50.0 9.4 0.0 11.3 29.3 41.4 18.0 .030
Habitual Drinker 0.0 3.1 4.5 47.3 45.1 0.8 5.3 13.4 45.2 34.7 .001
Drug User 0,0 2.2 9.8 33.9 54.7 0.4 10.5 14.6 32.2 42.3 ,000
Drug Addict 0,0 0.9 0,9 12,9 85.3 0.0 3.4 4.7 26.7 65,3 .000
Living In Commune 0.0 14.3 21.5 30.5 33.6 0.8 17.4 29.7 30.5 21.6 .021
Living as Hippy 0.0 13.5 16.7 37,8 32.0 1.3 18.3 35.7 22.6 22,1 .000
Another Race 0.0 7.2 23.8 35.9 33.2 0.0 12.3 39.0 26.3 22.5 .000
Lower Educational Level 0,0 12.6 26.0 48.0 13.5 0.8 17.8 59.7 18.2 3.5 .000
Higher Educational Level 1.8 51.4 40.5 5.9 0.5 0.9 22,2 61.1 13.7 2.1 ,000
Lower Socio-economic Level 0.0 22.0 50.7 24.2 3.1 0.8 18.6 73.7 5.5 1.3 .000
Higher Socio-economic Level 1.8 40.8 49.8 6.3 1.3 0.8 22.9 65.7 7.6 3.0 .000
Favored Extra-marital Sex 0.0 4.5 12.1 33.2 50.2 2.1 12.7 30.5 26.7 28.0 .000
No Desire for Children o.s 10.9 27.6 33*9 27.1 3.0 10.6 45.3 25.4 15.7 .000
Favored Abortion 4.1 20.3 27.9 25.2 22.5 4.7 21.6 45.3 16.1 12.3 .000
Sexually Permissive 0.5 9.5 18.9 47.7 23.4 8.5 23.8 34.5 21.7 11.5 .000
Denounced Religious Practice 0.0 15.4 33.9 36.7 14.0 0.8 15.7 50.8 20.3 12.3 .000
Denounced Religious Faith 0.0 8.6 22.1 41.0 28.4 0.4 14.0 42,6 26.8 16.2 .000
L i t t le  Sense of Responsibility 0.5 2.7 5.4 57.2 34.2 0.9 6.8 23.5 48.7 20.1 .000
SEX-ORIENTED CHARACTERISTICS
Refused Service Induction* 0.9 18.6 36.7 39.3 13.6
Fathered Illegitim ate Chi Id* 0.0 10.0 24.4 40.3 25.3
Desired Large Family* 1.4 35.0 39.2 18.4 6.0
Had Pre-maritel Abortion** 0.9 9.4 43.8 32.6 13.3
GIven-up Illegitimate Child** 0.9 8.6 36.9 36.9 16.7
Rearing Illegitim ate  Child** 0.0 8.0 42.0 31.4 18,6

KEY: A-Would Prefer; 6-Woold Not Mind; C-Not Important; 0-Would Rathor Not; £-Could N«v«r Accept ★Answered fay females (N—225)
**Answered by males (Nw240)

S i g n i f i c a n c e  L e v e l  ■  .0 1



Mothers* P re ferences  fo r  Marital Partners
for  Daughters and Sons

S i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  a t  t h e  ,01 l e v e l  be tween m o t h e r s '  p r e ­

f e r e n c e s  f o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  f o r  t h e i r  d a u g h t e r s  and t h e i r  s o n s  w ere  

found In s i x  o f  t h e  26 c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  l i s t e d  In t h e  m a r i t a l  s c a l e .

Th e se  s i x  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  I n c l u d e d :  had c h i l d r e n  by a  p r e v i o u s  m a r r i a g e ;

lower e d u c a t i o n a l  a t t a i n m e n t  l e v e l ;  h i g h e r  e d u c a t i o n a l  a t t a i n m e n t  l e v e l ;  

h i g h e r  s o c io - e c o n o m i c  b a c k g r o u n d ;  no d e s i r e  t o  b e a r  o r  r e a r  c h i l d r e n  and 

a n o t h e r  r a c e .

In t h e  m a j o r i t y  o f  c a s e s ,  m o th e r s  I n d i c a t e d  h i g h e r  p e r c e n t a g e s  o f  

r e j e c t i o n  f o r  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  p e r t a i n i n g  t o  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  f o r  d a u g h t e r s  

t h a n  f o r  s o n s  f o r  t h e  same c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s .  T h i s  was t r u e  on a l l  e x c e p t  

s ev en  I te m s ;  how ever ,  t h e  d i f f e r e n c e  was s i g n i f i c a n t  In o n ly  a few 

c a s e s .

M o th e r s  r e j e c t e d  t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  r e g a r d i n g  a  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r  

o f  a n o t h e r  r a c e  f o r  t h e i r  d a u g h t e r s  w i t h  a much h i g h e r  p e r c e n t a g e ,  4 3 . 2  

p e r  c e n t ,  t h a n  t h e y  d i d  f o r  a m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r  o f  a n o t h e r  r a c e  f o r  t h e i r  

s o n s ,  2 2 . 2  p e r  c e n t .  T h i s  was a l s o  t r u e  on t h e  I tem, no d e s i r e  f o r  

c h i l d r e n .  M o th e r s '  p e r c e n t a g e  o f  r e j e c t i o n  on t h i s  I tem f o r  d a u g h t e r s  

was 3 1 . 5  a s  compared t o  1 3 .9  p e r  c e n t  f o r  s o n s .

C h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  w h ich  r e c e i v e d  h i g h e r  p e r c e n t a g e s  o f  r e j e c t i o n  

by m o th e r s  f o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  f o r  s o n s  o v e r  d a u g h t e r s  w e r e :  had been

d i v o r c e d ;  d r u g  u s e r ;  d r u g  a d d i c t ;  and h i g h e r  e d u c a t i o n a l  l e v e l .  T a b le  

XV)11 p r e s e n t s  t h e  p e r c e n t a g e s  f o r  m o t h e r s '  r e s p o n s e s ,  t h e  c h l  s q u a r e  

v a l u e s  and t h e  p r o b a b i l i t y  l e v e l s  f o r  d a u g h t e r s  and s o n s .



TABLE XV I I I .  PERCENTAGES AND LEVELS OF PROBABILITY FOR CHI SQUARE VALUES FOR CHARACTERISTICS INFLUENCING THE
ACCEPTANCE OR REJECTION OF MARITAL PARTNERS FOR DAUGHTERS AND SONS AS VIEWED BY MOTHERS (N * 1 6 8 )

CHARACTERISTIC
PER CENT INDICATING PREFERENCES

For Daughters
A B C 0 E A B c D E

Neurotic Tendencies 0.0 2.4 4.0 82.5 11.1 2.8 2.8 2.8 88.9 2.8 .209
Slight Physical Handicap 0.0 31.7 50.0 17.5 10.8 0.0 19.4 69.4 11.1 0.0 .221
Major Physical Handicap 0.0 4.8 12.7 76.2 6.3 0.0 11.1 19.4 69.4 0.0 .158
Poor Health 0.0 4.0 4.0 85.7 6.3 0.0 8.3 11.1 75.0 5.6 .254
Not Good Looking 1.6 23.8 71.4 3.2 0.0 2.8 16,7 77.8 2.8 0.0 .794
Had Been Divorced 0.0 10.3 11.1 69.0 9.5 2.8 2.8 22.2 58.3 13.9 .064
Favored Olvorce 1.6 14.6 4.1 62.6 17.1 0.0 11.1 13.9 58,3 16.7 .268
Had Children 0.0 18.3 9.5 68.3 4.0 0.0 27.8 33.3 30.6 8.3 .000
Habitual Smoker 0.0 11.1 37.3 46.8 4.8 0.0 8.3 22.2 69.4 0.0 .087
Habitual Drinker 0.0 0.0 0.0 54,8 45.2 0.0 2.8 2.8 47.2 47.2 .062
Drug User 0.0 0.8 0.0 33.1 66.1 0.0 2,8 0.0 22.2 75.0 .322
Drug Addict 0.0 0.0 0.0 23.2 76.8 0.0 2.8 0.0 13.9 83.3 .092
Living In Commune 0.0 1.6 2.4 36.6 59.3 0.0 5.7 0.0 40.0 54.3 .414
Living as Hippy 0.0 0.0 3.2 40.0 56.8 0.0 2.9 2.9 48.6 45.7 .196
Another Race 0.0 4.0 4.8 48.0 43.2 0.0 5.6 19.4 52.8 22.2 .012
Lower Educational Level 0.0 13.6 26.4 55.2 4.8 0.0 8.3 72.2 19.4 0.0 ,000
Higher Educational Level 13.3 35.7 26.2 4.8 0.0 2.8 25.0 55.6 16.7 0.0 .000
Lower Socio-economic Level 0.8 22.2 35.7 39.7 1.6 0.0 16.7 61.1 22.2 0.0 .090
Higher Socio-economic Level 10.4 48.0 32.8 7.2 1.6 0.0 22.2 58.3 19.4 0.0 .001
Favored Extra-marital Sex 0,0 0.0 0.8 33.1 66.1 2.8 2.8 0.0 30.6 63.9 .123No Desire for Children 0.8 0.8 8.1 58.9 31.5 0.0 l t . l 11.1 63.9 13.9 .009
Favored Abortion 0.0 11.9 20.6 33.3 34.1 0.0 19.4 »3.9 47.2 19.4 .152
Sexually Permissive 0.0 2.4 2.4 47.6 47.6 0.0 2.8 5.6 38.9 52.8 .680
Denounced Religious Practice 0.0 3.2 8.0 50.4 38.4 0.0 l l . l 8.3 58.3 22.2 .113
Denounced Religious Faith 0.0 1.6 4.0 46.0 48.4 0.0 2.8 2.8 58.3 36.1 .548
L i t t le  Sense of Responsibility 0.0 0.8 0.0 58.4 40.8 0.0 5.6 2.8 61.1 30.6 .053
SEX-ORIENTED CHARACTERISTICS
Refused Service Induction 0.8 7.3 19.4 46.8 25.8
Fathered Illegitim ate  Child 0.0 2.4 8.1 59.7 29.8
Desired Large Family 4.8 34.9 30.2 27.8 2,4
Had Pre-marl tel Abortion 0.0 2.8 11.1 72.2 >3.9
Glven-Up Illegitim ate  Child 0.0 2.8 13.9 75.0 8.3
Rearing Illegitim ate  Child 0.0 8.3 22.2 58.3 11.1

For Sons
PROBABILITY

KEY: A-Would Prefer; B-Would Not Hind; C-Hot Important; D-Would Rather Not; E-Could Never Accept 

Significance Level ■ .01
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F a t h e r s 1 P r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  M ar i ta l  P a r tn e r s
f o r  D augh ters  and Sons

F a t h e r s '  p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  m a r f t a l  p a r t n e r s  f o r  t h e i r  s o n s  and 

d a u g h t e r s  d i f f e r e d  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  a t  t h e  .01 l e v e l  on o n l y  two o f  t h e  

26 I tem s  I n c l u d e d  on t h e  m a r i t a l  s c a l e .  F a t h e r s  r e j e c t e d  t h e s e  two 

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s ,  p o o r  h e a l t h  and l i v i n g  a s  a h ip p y ,  w i t h  h i g h e r  p e r c e n t *  

a g e s  f o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  f o r  d a u g h t e r s  t h a n  f o r  sons .  T a b le  XIX i l l u s ­

t r a t e s  t h e  f a t h e r s '  p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  f o r  s o n s  and 

d a u g h t e r s  In a c o m p a r i s o n  o f  p e r c e n t a g e s  o f  a n s w e r - r e s p o n s e s  and th e  

r e s u l t i n g  p r o b a b i l i t i e s  a s  d e t e r m in e d  by c h i  s q u a re .

F a t h e r s ,  l i k e  m o t h e r s ,  had h i g h e r  p e r c e n t a g e s  o f  r e j e c t i o n  on more 

o f  t h e  i tem s  In t h e  m a r i t a l  s c a l e  f o r  d a u g h t e r s  th an  f o r  s o n s .  T h i s  was 

t r u e  in  a l l  c a s e s  e x c e p t  t h r e e ,  where  f a t h e r s  i n d i c a t e d  h i g h e r  p e r c e n t ­

a g e s  o f  r e j e c t i o n  f o r  s o n s  o v e r  d a u g h t e r s .  These  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  

i n c l u d e d  h i g h e r  e d u c a t i o n a l  l e v e l ,  low er  so c io - e c o n o m ic  l e v e l  and h i g h e r  

s o c io - e c o n o m i c  l e v e l .  F a t h e r s  and m o th e r s  were  b o th  more  a p t  t o  r e j e c t  

t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  o f  h i g h e r  e d u c a t i o n a l  a t t a i n m e n t  l e v e l  f o r  m a r i t a l  

p a r t n e r s  f o r  t h e i r  s o n s  t h a n  f o r  t h e i r  d a u g h t e r s .

A c o m p a r i s o n  o f  T a b l e s  XVIII  and XIX i l l u s t r a t e s  t h a t  more t h a n  

o n e - t h i r d  o f  a l l  t h e  f a t h e r s  and m o th e r s  p a r t i c i p a t i n g  i n  t h e  s tu d y  

r e j e c t e d  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  f o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  f o r  t h e i r  

d a u g h t e r s  and s o n s :  h a b i t u a l  d r i n k e r ,  d ru g  user,  drug a d d i c t ,  l i v i n g

in  commune, l i v i n g  a s  h i p p y ,  f a v o r e d  e x t r a - m a r i t a l  s e x ,  and s e x u a l l y  

p e r m i s s i v e .

An a n a l y s i s  o f  s e x - o r i e n t e d  I terns p ro d u ce d  some I n t e r e s t i n g  

c o m p a r i s o n s .  M o th e rs  and f a t h e r s  had h i g h e r  p e r c e n t a g e s  o f  r e j e c t i o n  

f o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  f o r  d a u g h t e r s  t h a n  f o r  sons  f o r  t h e  m a j o r i t y  o f



TA8LE XI X.  PERCENTAGES AHO LEVELS OF PROBABILITY FOR CHI SQUARE VALUES FOR CHARACTERISTICS INFLUENCING THE
ACCEPTANCE OR REJECTION OF MARITAL PARTNERS FOR DAUGHTERS AND SONS AS VIEWED BY FATHERS (N -1 4 7 )

CHARACTERISTIC

PER CENT INDICATING PREFERENCES

PROBABILITY

A
For Daughters 
B C D E A

For Sons 
B C D E

Neurotic Tendencies 0.0 2.8 1.8 76.1 »9.3 3.0 0.0 3.0 87.9 6.1 .109
Slight Physical Handicap 0.0 28.A 36.7 33.0 1.8 2.9 23.5 41.2 32.4 0.0 .379
Major Physical Handicap 0.0 7.3 6.4 76.1 10.1 0.0 20.6 14.7 61.8 2.9 .032
Poor Health 0.0 2.8 1.9 86.9 8.4 0.0 17.6 8.8 67.6 ’5.9 .003
Not Good Looking 0.9 30.6 64.8 2.8 0.9 0.0 23.5 64.7 11.8 0.0 .257
Had Been Divorced 0.0 8.3 12.8 67.0 M-9 2.9 17.6 20.6 52.9 5.9 .086
Favored Divorce 2.8 10.1 11,0 56.9 19.3 0.0 26.5 5.9 55.9 11.8 .114
Had ChiIdren 0.9 11.9 23.9 53.2 10.1 2.9 20.6 26.5 44,1 5.9 .533
Habitual Smoker 0.0 13.8 42.2 37.6 6.4 2.9 2.9 35.3 55.9 2.9 .065
Habitual Drinker 0.0 0.9 2.8 58.7 37.6 0.0 2,9 0.0 61.8 35.3 .620
Drug User 0.0 0.0 0.0 20.2 79.8 0.0 2.9 0.0 26.5 70.6 .137
Drug Addict 0.0 0.0 0.0 14.7 85.3 0.0 2.9 0.0 20.6 76.5 .134
Living In Commune 0.0 0.0 2.8 26.9 70.4 0.0 3.0 6.1 42,4 48.5 .048
Living as Hippy 0.0 0.9 0.0 30,3 68.8 0.0 5.9 5.9 38.2 50.0 .009
Another Race 0.0 2.8 6.4 45.0 45.9 0,0 8.8 11.8 41.2 38,2 .299
Lower Educational Level 0.0 11.8 42.2 39.4 6.4 2.9 20.6 44.1 32.4 0.0 .128
Higher Educational Level 15.6 hO. 4 39.4 4.6 0.0 8.8 26.5 47.1 17.6 0.0 .040
Lower Socio-Economic Level 1.9 20.4 42,6 33.3 1.9 2.9 29.4 35.3 29.4 2.9 .792
Higher Socio-Economic Level 12.1 40.2 42.1 5.6 0.0 6.1 27.3 48.5 15.2 30.1 .077
Favored Extra-marital Sex 0.0 0.0 0.9 32.1 67.0 0.0 5.9 2.9 35.3 55.9 .051
No Desire for Children 0.0 2.8 11.2 57.9 28.0 2.9 8.8 8.8 67.6 11.8 .068
Favored Abortion 0.0 6.4 21.1 37.6 34.9 0.0 14.7 23.5 41.2 20.6 .266
Sexually Permissive 0.0 0.9 3.7 48.6 46.8 3.0 3.0 6.1 45.5 42.4 .330
Denounced Religious Practice 0.0 3.7 17.6 41.7 37.0 0.0 8.8 5.9 61.8 23.5 .059
Denounced Religious Faith 0.0 1.8 10.1 40.4 47.7 0.0 8.8 5.9 55.9 29.4 .056
L i t t le  Sense of Responsibility 0.0 0.0 0.0 58.4 41.6 0.0 3.0 3.0 72.8 21.1 .061
SEX-ORIENTED CHARACTERISTICS
Refused Service Induction 0.0 7 3 17.4 36.7 38.5
Fathered I l l e g i t i m a t e  Chi ld 0.0 0.0 17-4 41.3 41.3
D es ir ed  Large Family 3.7 26.6 39.4 29.4 0.9
Had F r # - m a f | t a |  Abort ion 2.9 8.8 8.8 61.8 17-6
Glvtfl-up Illegitim ate  Child 2.9 11.8 8.8 55.9 70.6
Rearing I l l e g i t i m a t e  Chi ld 0.0 9-1 9.1 66.7 15.2

W li  A-Wowld Prefer; B-*mld Not Hind; C-Nor Important; D-Wowld Rather Not; E-Cowld Never Accept 

Significant* Level ■ .01



s e x - o r i e n t e d  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s .  For  ex a m p le ,  8 . 3  p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  m o th e r s  

and 2 0 . 6  p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  f a t h e r s  r e j e c t e d  a  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r  f o r  t h e i r  

sons who had g i v e n - u p  an  I l l e g i t i m a t e  c h i l d .  However,  2 9 . 8  p e r  c e n t  o f  

t h e  m o t h e r s  and M . 3  p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  f a t h e r s  r e j e c t e d  a m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r  

f o r  t h e i r  d a u g h t e r s  who had  f a t h e r e d  an i l l e g i t i m a t e  c h i l d .  I t  was a l s o  

I n t e r e s t i n g  t o  n o t e  t h e  r e l a t i v e l y  low p e r c e n t a g e  o f  r e j e c t i o n  by b o t h  

m o th e r s  and f a t h e r s  f o r  a m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r  who had g i v e n - u p  an I l l e g i t ­

im ate  c h i l d .  The c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  o f  r e a r i n g  an I l l e g i t i m a t e  c h i l d  a l s o  

r e c e i v e d  low p e r c e n t a g e s  o f  r e j e c t i o n  by p a r e n t s ,  11.1 p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  

m o thers  and 15 .2  p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  f a t h e r s .  P e r c e n t a g e s  f o r  p a r e n t a l  

answer r e s p o n s e s  f o r  t h e  s e x - o r i e n t e d  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  a p p e a r  on t h e  

lower p o r t i o n  o f  T a b l e s  XVIII and XIX.

M others  s e l e c t e d  t h e  same I tem a s  t h e  "most  d e t r i m e n t a l "  c h a r ­

a c t e r i s t i c  f o r  b o t h  t h e f r  d a u g h t e r s  and  s o n s  in  f i v e  o f  t h e  s e v e n  q u e s ­

t i o n s  In t h e  "m ost  d e t r i m e n t a l "  segment  o f  t h e  q u e s t i o n n a i r e .  A g ree ­

ment f o r  d a u g h t e r s  and  s o n s  by m o th e r s  o c c u r r e d  on t h e  f o l l o w i n g  i t e m s :  

l i b e r a l  a t t i t u d e  toward  e x t r a - m a r i t a l  s e x ;  d ru g  a d d i c t ;  a n o t h e r  r a c e ;  

I r r e s p o n s i b i l i t y ;  and I n s i s t e n c e  on no  c h i l d r e n .  In t h e  o t h e r  two 

c a s e s ,  m o t h e r s  s e l e c t e d  tower  e d u c a t i o n a l  l e v e l  a s  more d e t r i m e n t a l  f o r  

a m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r  f o r  t h e i r  d a u g h t e r s  a s  opposed  t o  a m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r  

from a  h i g h e r  s o c io - e c o n o m i c  l e v e l  f o r  t h e i r  so n .  T h i s  was t h e  o n l y  

Item o u t  o f  seven  w h ich  had a s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  a t  t h e  .01 l e v e l  

o f  p r o b a b i l i t y .  In t h e  s eco n d  c a s e  w here  a d i f f e r e n c e  o f  o p i n i o n  

o c c u r r e d  f o r  d a u g h t e r s  and  s o n s ,  m o th e r s  s e l e c t e d  t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  o f  

b e in g  e x t r e m e l y  p r e j u d i c e d  a s  "m ost  d e t r i m e n t a l "  f o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  f o r  

t h e i r  d a u g h t e r s .  The c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  o f  b e i n g  e x t r e m e l y  p r e j u d i c e d  and
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d e n o u n c in g  r e l i g i o u s  f a i t h  f o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  f o r  s o n s  w e re  r e j e c t e d  

e q u a l l y  w i t h  1+5.5 p e r  c e n t .  T a b l e s  XX and XXI p r e s e n t  t h e  s t a t i s t i c a l  

d a t a  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  "m ost  d e t r i m e n t a l "  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  f o r  m a r i t a l  

p a r t n e r s  f o r  d a u g h t e r s  and sons  as  p e r c e i v e d  by m o th e r s .

F a t h e r s  s e l e c t e d  I d e n t i c a l  "m os t  d e t r i m e n t a l "  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  f o r  

t h e t r  d a u g h t e r s  a s  f o r  t h e i r  s o n s .  T h e r e  w ere  no s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  

b e tw e en  f a t h e r s '  p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  t h e i r  d a u g h t e r s  and f o r  t h e t r  s o n s  on 

t h i s  p a r t  o f  t h e  q u e s t i o n n a i r e .  P e r c e n t a g e s  and p r o b a b i l i t y  l e v e l s  f o r  

f a t h e r s '  p e r c e p t i o n  o f  t h e  "most  d e t r i m e n t a l "  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  a r e  l i s t e d  

In T a b l e s  XXI I and XXI I I .

F a t h e r s  and m o th e r s  s e l e c t e d  t h e  same c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  as  t h e  

"most  d e t r i m e n t a l "  I tem In a l l  s e v e n  c a s e s ,  w i t h  t h e  e x c e p t i o n  o f  t h e  

two a d d i t i o n a l  I tems w here  d i s a g r e e m e n t  o c c u r r e d  by m o t h e r s  f o r  m a r i t a l  

p a r t n e r s  f o r  t h e i r  s o n s  and f o r  t h e i r  d a u g h t e r s .

P r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  M a r i t a l  P a r t n e r s  f o r  
M a r r i e d  and N o n -m arr led  S t u d e n t s

M a r r i e d  and n o n - m a r r l e d  s t u d e n t s  had s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  In 

t h e i r  r a t i n g  o f  m a r i t a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  on two o f  t h e  26 I tems on t h e  

m a r i t a l  s c a l e .  T h ese  I tem s  I n c lu d e d  t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  o f  h a v in g  been  

d i v o r c e d  and f a v o r i n g  d i v o r c e .  In b o t h  c a s e s ,  t h e  n o n - m a r r l e d  s t u d e n t s  

i n d i c a t e d  h i g h e r  p e r c e n t a g e s  o f  r e j e c t i o n  f o r  t h e s e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s .  

M a r r i e d  s t u d e n t s  had h i g h e r  p e r c e n t a g e s  o f  r e j e c t i o n  on 16 o f  t h e  26 

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  s t u d i e d .  T a b le  XXIV shows a co m p a r i so n  o f  p e r c e n t a g e s  

and l e v e l s  o f  p r o b a b i l i t y  f o r  p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  t h e  m a r i t a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  

f o r  m a r r i e d  and n o n - m a r r l e d  s t u d e n t s .



TABLE XX. PERCENTAGES AND LEVEL OF PROBABILITY FOR CHI SQUARE VALUES FOR THE "HOST DETRIMENTAL" CHARACTERISTICS
FOR MARITAL PARTNERS FOR DAUGHTERS AND SONS AS PERCEIVED BY MOTHERS

CHARACTERISTIC PERCENTAGE CONSIDERING "MOST DETRIMENTAL" 
For Daughters For Sons PROBABILITY

Was Sexually Inexperienced 5.7 0.0
Had Pre-marltal Abortion 12.3 8.8
Had 11 legitimate Child 9.0 8.8
Was Rearing Illegitim ate Child 9.0 8.8
Liberal Attitudes on Extra-marital Sex m I 82. 4 .466

Was Drug User 5.7 5-9
Was Drug Addict 8h i
Drank Heavily (Alcohol) 5.9
Had Neurotic Tendencies 1.6 2.9
Had Major Physical Handicap *.9 0,0

Was a Higher Socio-economic Level 7,6 ftL I
Was a Lower Socio-economic Level 31.5 12.3
Was a Higher Educational Level 4.3 16.7
Was a Lower Educational Level 55.4 29-2 .000

Was of Another Race 57.6
Same Race, Another Nationality 3.0
Had Another Major Religion 3.4 3.0
Had No Religious Belief 22.0 36.4 .419

Was Apathetic Toward Religion 4.2 3.0
Had Denounced Religious Faith ftSil
Was P o l i t ic a l ly  Extreme 3.0
Was P o l i t ica l ly  Conservative 2.5 3.0
Was Extremely Prejudiced 1L_L 45.5 .680

Was Irresponsible
7ST7

SfLi
Had Comnunal Living Experience 15.2
Was a Hippy 13.3 18.2

.065Was Advocate of Woman's Lib 3.3 6.1

Insisted on Large Family 
Insisted on NO Children

6.1m 12.5

Unwilling to  Use Birth Control
Wanted to  Adopt Rather than Have Children 13.9 18.8 .449

S i g n i f i c a n c e  L e v e l  •  .0 1



TABLE XXI. ITEM CONSIDERED "MOST DETRIMENTAL", CHI SQUARE VALUES, DEGREES OF FREEDOM AND PROBABILITY
LEVEL INDICATING PREFERENCE FOR MARITAL PARTNERS FOR DAUGHTERS

AND SONS AS PERCEIVED BY MOTHERS (N-168)

Item Considered 
"Most D e t r im e n ta l"

PERCENTAGE OF MOTHERS REJECTING 
For Daughters  For Sons

2
X df PROBABILITY

L ib e ra l  A t t i t u d e  Toward 
E x t r a - m a r i t a l  Sex 70.5 82. 4 3.57761 4 .466

Drug Addict 82 .9 85.3 1.97196 4 .740

Lower Educat iona l  Level 
Higher  Socio-economic Level

55 .4
<*1,7 2«*. 63832 4 .000

Another Race 71.2 57 .6 2.82470 3 .419

Extremely P re ju d ic e d  
Denounced R e l ig io u s  F a i th

33.1 <*5.5
<*5.5 2.3045 4 .680

Was I r r e s p o n s i b l e 66 ,7 5<*.5 8.81683 4 .065

I n s i s t e d  on No C h i ld ren 55.7 53.1 2.64475 3 .<*49

S i g n i f i c a n c e  Level ■ ,01



TABLE XXI I .  PERCENTAGES AND LEVEL OF PROBABILITY FOR CHI SQUARE VALUES FOR THE "HOST DETRIMENTAL" CHARACTERISTICS
FOR MARITAL PARTNERS FOR DAUGHTERS AND SONS AS PERCEIVED BY FATHERS

CHARACTERISTIC PERCENTAGE CONSIDERING "MOST DETRIMENTAL" 
For Daughters For Sons PROBABILITY

Wes Sexually Inexperienced 5 .6 3.0
Had Pre-mar I te l  Abortion 16.8 6.1
Had Illeg itim ate  Child 7 .5 3 .0
Was Rearing Illegitim ate  Child 8 .4 12.1
Liberal Attitudes on Extra-marital Sax 61.7 Z U .367

Wes Drug User 9 .4 6.1
Was Drug Addict 76.4 Z L I
Drank Heavily (Alcohol) 3.8 12.1
Had Neurotic Tendencies 7.5 6.1
Had Major Physical Handicap 2.8 0.0 .355

Was Higher Socio-economic Level 10.3 20.0
Was a Lower Socio-economic Level 37.2 20.0
Was a Higher Educational Level 3-8 20.0
Was a Lower Educational Level 48 .7 40.0 .033

Was of Another Race 76.6 Z L i
Same Race, Another Nationality 2.8 0,0
Had Another Major Religion 2.8 6.3
Had NO Religious Belief 17.8 16.6 .618

Was Apathetic Toward Religion 6.9 3.1
Had Denounced Religious Faith 5 U .
Was P o l i t ic a l ly  Extreme 9 i s 3.1
Was P o l i t ica l ly  Conservative 2.9 0.0
Was Extremely Prejudiced 33.3 40 .6 .495

Was Irresponsible 5 L Z 48.5
Had Communal Living Experience 17.0 2572
Was a Hippy 18.9 18,2
Was Advocate of Woman's Lib 8.5 9.1 .809

Insisted on Large Family 9.1 18.8
■

Insisted on NO Children 49.5 31-3
Unwilling to Use Birth Control 22.2 18.8
Wanted to  Adopt Rather than Have ChtIdran 18.2 28.1 .217

S i g n i f i c a n c e  L e v e l  ■ .0 1



TABLE XXIII.  ITEM CONSIDERED "MOST DETRIMENTAL", CHI SQUARE VALUES, DEGREES OF FREEDOM AND PROBABILITY
LEVEL INDICATING PREFERENCE FOR MARITAL PARTNERS FOR DAUGHTERS 

AND SONS AS PERCEIVED BY FATHERS (N«l*7)

Item Considered 
"Most D etr imenta l

PERCENTAGE OF FATHERS REJECTING 
For Daughters For Sons

X2 df PROBABILITY

L ib e ra l  A t t i t u d e  Toward 
E x t r a - m a r i t a l  Sex 61.7 75.8 *.29800 k .367

Drug Addict 76 .* 75.8 3.39128 * .355

Lower Educa t iona l  Level *8 .7 *0 .0 8.70250 3 .033

Another Race 76 .6 78.1 1 .782*16 3 .618

Denounced R e l ig io u s  F a i th *7.1 53.1 3.3888* * .*95

Was I r r e s p o n s i b l e 55 .7 *8 .5 0.96635 3 .809

I n s i s t e d  on No C h i ld ren *9.5 31.3 5.76277 U .217

S i g n i f i c a n c e  Level ■ .01



TABLE X X IV . PERCENTAGES AND LEVELS OF PR O B A B IL IT Y  FOR CHI SQUARE VALUES FOR C H A R A C TE R IST IC S INFLUENCING THE
ACCEPTANCE OR R E JE C T IO N  OF MARITAL PARTNERS AS VIEWED BY NON-MARRIED STUDENTS ( H - 3 9 7 )  AND

HARRIED STUDENTS ( N - 6 8 )

CHARACTERISTIC

PER CENT INDICATING PREFERENCES

PROBABILITY
Uon-Marrled Students Harried  Students

A B C D E A B C D E

0.5 6.3 6.3 61 .8 25-1 1.5 2 .9 4 .4 57.4 33.8 .379
0 .0 24.6 37.2 36.5 1.8 1.5 23.9 40.3 32.8 1.5 .178
0 .0 8 .9 11.9 60.3 19.0 0 .0 8 .8 17.6 54.4 19.1 .606
0.3 8 .8 14.4 69.2 7.3 0.0 8 .8 8.8 72.1 10.3 .694
0.3 16.7 58.3 20.5 4.3 0 .0 13.2 51.5 29.4 5.9 .472
1.0 1 7 .6 25.7 37.3 18.4 0.0 22.1 38.2 36.8 2.9 .010
3 .0 12.9 9 .8 36 .6 37.6 4 .4 14.7 20.6 42.6 17.6 .008
0 .8 21.2 23.7 40.2 14.1 0 .0 19.4 29.9 44.8 6 .0 .317
0.0 11.1 19.4 48.6 20.9 1.5 14.7 16.2 57.4 10.3 .025
0.5 1.0 3.3 44 .4 50.6 0 .0 2 .9 2 .9 32.4 61.8 .251
0 .8 4 .0 4.3 23.0 67.9 0 .0 2 .9 2 .9 11.8 82 .4 .191
0.5 1.0 1.0 13.9 83 .6 0 .0 0 .0 1.5 4 .4 94.1 .193
0.3 14.9 15.9 31.6 37.2 0 .0 6.1 18.2 24.2 51.5 .109
2.0 16.4 19.4 32.2 30.0 0 .0 13 .2 17.6 20,6 48.5 .032
0 .0 8.1 26.0 38.1 27.8 0 .0 13.2 30.9 27.9 27.9 .271
0.3 14.4 34.8 39.6 10.9 0 .0 8 .8 33.8 41.2 16.2 .564
2.0 43.1 36.8 17.4 0 .0 1.5 41 .8 37.3 17.9 1.5 .975
0 .0 22.2 61.2 14.1 2 .5 1.5 17.6 60.3 19.1 1.5 .105
2.5 35.3 54.7 6 .5 1.0 0 .0 29.4 63.2 4 .4 2.9 .271
0.0 0 .8 5.0 21.9 72.3 1.5 4 .4 4 .4 22.1 67.6 .016
2.0 7.3 10.1 30.5 50.1 2.9 8 .8 8 .8 26.5 52.9 .923
4 .5 21.4 29.2 24.7 20.2 5 .9 32 .4 32 .4 16.2 13.2 .153
1.0 9.1 19.5 40.5 29.9 1.5 11.8 17.6 38.2 30.9 .946
1.5 12.6 31.5 34.8 19.6 1.5 14.7 33 .8 30.9 19.1 .966
0 .8 8 .6 21.9 32.7 36.0 0 .0 13.2 25.0 30.9 30.9 .6 2 2
2 .0 1.5 2.5 38 .9 55.1 1.5 3.0 1.5 28.4 65.7 .419

N euro tic  Tendencies
S l ig h t  Physical Handicap
Major Physical Handicap
Poor Health
Not Good Looking
Had Been Divorced
Favored Divorce
Had ChiIdren
H abitual Smoker
H abitual Drinker
Drug User
Drug Addict
Living in Commune
Living as Hippy
Another Race
Lower Educational Level
Higher Educational Level
Lower Socio-economic Level
Higher Socto*econonlc Level
Favored E x tra -m ar lta I  Sex
No D esire  fo r  Children
Favored Abortion
Sexually  Permissive
Denounced R elig ious  P ra c t ic e
Denounced Relig ious F a ith
L i t t l e  Sense o f  R esponslb !H y

KEY: A-Would P re fe r ;  B-Vould Not Hind; C-Not Important; D-Would Rather Not; E-Could Never Accept

S i g n i f i c a n c e  L e v e l  •  . 0 1
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P r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  D a t in g  P a r t n e r s  f o r  
H a r r i e d  and N on -m arr led  S t u d e n t s

H a r r i e d  and n o n - m a r r l e d  s t u d e n t s  r a t e d  o n l y  o n e  I tem on t h e  

d a t i n g  s c a l e  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  d i f f e r e n t .  The c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  o f  b e i n g  a 

h a b i t u a l  smoker  had a  h i g h e r  p e r c e n t a g e  o f  r e j e c t i o n  by  n o n - m a r r t e d  

s t u d e n t s  and a  s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  b e tw een  t h e  g ro u p s  beyond t h e  .01 

l e v e l .  As was t r u e  w i t h  m a r i t a l  p r e f e r e n c e s *  t h e  m a r r i e d  s t u d e n t s  had 

h i g h e r  p e r c e n t a g e s  o f  r e j e c t i o n  on more I tems  t h a n  th e  n o n - m a r r l e d  s t u ­

d e n t s .  H a r r i e d  s t u d e n t s  had  h i g h e r  p e r c e n t a g e s  o f  r e j e c t i o n  f o r  b o t h  

d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  who w ere  s e x u a l l y  p e r m i s s i v e  t h a n  n o n - m a r r l e d  

s t u d e n t s .  S i n g l e  s t u d e n t s *  however* r e j e c t e d  t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  o f  

f a v o r i n g  e x t r a - m a r i t a l  s ex  w i t h  a h i g h e r  p e r c e n t a g e  o f  r e j e c t i o n  th a n  t h e  

m a r r i e d  s t u d e n t s .  The d a t i n g  p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  m a r r i e d  and n o n - m a r r l e d  

s t u d e n t s  a r e  summarized In T a b l e  XXV.

P r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  M a r i t a l  P a r t n e r s  f o r  
Campus-ResI  d e n t s  and N o n - R e s id e n t s

T h e r e  were  no s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  In  p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  m a r i t a l  

p a r t n e r s  b e tw ee n  s t u d e n t s  r e s i d i n g  on campus and s t u d e n t s  r e s i d i n g  a t  

home. However ,  s t u d e n t s  r e s i d i n g  w i t h  p a r e n t s  t e n d e d  t o  be more c o n ­

s e r v a t i v e  t h a n  s t u d e n t s  r e s i d i n g  on campus.  The s t u d e n t s  r e s i d i n g  a t  

home had h i g h e r  r e j e c t i o n  p e r c e n t a g e s  o f  r e j e c t i o n  f o r  n e a r l y  t w o - t h i r d s  

o f  t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s .  T a b l e  XXVI compares  t h e  p e r c e n t a g e s  o f  s t u d e n t  

r e s p o n s e s  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  s e l e c t i o n  o f  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  and g i v e s  t h e  

r e s u l t i n g  p r o b a b i l i t y  l e v e l  f o r  c a m p u s - r e s i d e n t  s t u d e n t s  and s t u d e n t s  

r e s i d i n g  w i t h  p a r e n t s .



TABLE XXV. PERCENTAGES AND LEVELS OF PR O B A B IL IT Y  FOR CHI SQjUARE VALUES FOR C H A R A C TE R IST IC S INFLUENCING THE
ACCEPTANCE OR R E JE C T IO N  OF DATING PARTNERS AS VIEWED BY NON-HARRIED STUDENTS ( N - 3 9 7 )  AND

HARRIEO STUDENTS ( N - 6 8 )

CHARACTERISTIC

PER CENT INDICATING PREFERENCES

PROBABILITY
Non-Harried Students  

A B C D E A
H arried  Students  

B C D E

Neurotic  Tendencies 1.0 8 .7 14.8 56.5 18.9 1.5 6 .0 11.9 59.7 20.9 .881
S l ig h t  Physical Handicap 0 .5 23.3 41.5 32.4 2.3 0 .0 19.1 50.0 29.4 1.5 .716
Major Physical Handicap 0.3 7.3 17.5 57.7 17.2 1.5 4 .4 22.1 57.4 14.7 .462
Poor Health 0 .0 9 .9 26.8 55.9 7.3 1.5 7.4 20.6 64.7 5 .9 .090
Not Good Looking 0 .5 15.2 56.3 24.0 4 .0 0 .0 7 .4 61 .8 22,1 8 .8 .195
Had Been Divorced 0.8 15-9 35.9 30.1 17.4 1.5 11.8 47.1 35.3 4 .4 .044
Favored Divorce 1,5 12.0 29-3 33.1 24.2 1.5 11.8 23.5 47.1 16.2 .238
Had ChiIdren 0 .3 15.2 34.3 34.1 16.2 0 .0 7 .4 51.5 35.3 5.9 .021
Habitual Smoker 0 .0 13.9 26.8 43 .8 15.4 0 .0 4 .4 35.3 55,9 4 .4 .005
Habitual Drinker 0 .5 4 .8 9 .4 47 .6 37.7 0 .0 2 .9 7 .4 38.2 51.5 .296
Drug User 0.3 6.8 12.6 34.1 46.2 0 .0 4 .4 10.3 25.0 60.3 .308
Drug Addict 0 .0 2.3 2 .8 21.5 73 .4 0 .0 1.5 3.0 10.6 84.8 .210
Living In Conmune 0.3 17.3 25.4 3 0 .0 27.0 1.5 7 .6 27.3 33.3 30.3 .204
Living as Hippy 0.8 17.1 25.6 31.5 24.8 0 .0 9.1 30.3 21.2 39.4 .046
Another Race 0 .0 9 .9 31.3 31.3 27.5 0 .0 9.1 33.3 28.8 28.8 .966
Lower Educational Level 0 .5 16.3 43 .5 31 .6 8.1 0 .0 9.1 4 2 .4 39.4 9.1 .494
Higher Educational Level 1.5 37.0 50.1 10.2 1.0 0 .0 3 2 .8 56.3 7 .8 3.1 .433
Lower Socio-economic Level 0 .5 21.9 61.3 14.0 2.3 0 .0 10.6 69.7 18.2 1.5 ,253
Higher Soclo-econcmlc Level 1.5 3 2 .8 56.5 6.9 2.3 0 .0 24.2 66.7 7 .6 1.5 .473
Favored E x tra -m ar i ta l  Sex 1.0 8 .7 21 .6 30.3 38.4 1.5 9.1 21.2 27.3 40.9 .981
No D esire  fo r  Children 1.8 11.0 37.9 28.9 20.5 1.5 9.1 30.3 33.3 2 5 .8 .696
Favored Abortion 3 .8 21.1 36.9 21.1 17.0 7 .7 20.0 36.9 16.9 18.5 .645
Sexually  Perm issive 4 .6 16.4 27.9 34.5 16.6 4 .5 19.7 21.2 33.3 21.2 .733
Denounced R elig ious  P ra c t ic e 0 .3 15,3 43 .6 2 8 .6 12.2 1.5 16.9 36.9 26.2 18.5 .338
Denounced R elig ious  F a i th 0 .0 10.7 31.9 35.5 21.9 1.5 15.4 36.9 23.1 23,1 .036
L i t t l e  Sense o f  R e s p o n s ib i l i ty 0 .8 5 .4 15.3 52.3 26.3 0 .0 1.6 10.9 56.3 31.3 .475

KEY: A~Wou1d Prefer; B-Would Not Hind; C-Not Important; D-Would Rather Not; E-Could Never Accept 

Significance Lava) ■ ,01



TABLE X X V I, PERCENTAGES AND LEVELS OF PR O B A B IL IT Y  FOR C H I SQUARE VALUES FOR C H A R A C TER ISTIC S INFLUENCING THE
ACCEPTANCE OR R E JE C T IO N  OF MARITAL PARTNERS AS VIEWED BY CA M PU S-RESIO EN T STUDENTS ( N - 1 1 0 )

AND STUDENTS R E S ID IN G  WITH PARENTS ( N - 2 6 0 )

CHARACTERISTIC
PER CENT INDICATING PREFERENCES

PROBABILITY

A
Campus-Resldents 

B C D E i
Students  Residing Home 

A 8 C 0 E

Neurotic  Tendencies 0 .0 7.3 9 .2 56.0 27.5 0 .8 5 .4 5 .0 63.7 25.1 .358
S l ig h t  Physical Handicap 0 .0 25.5 36.4 36.4 1.8 0 .4 22.1 41.5 34.5 1.6 .841
Major Physical Handicap 0 .0 11.8 10.9 60.9 16.4 0.0 7 .8 12.0 61.2 19 .0 .615
Poor Health 0 .9 10.0 17.3 63.6 8 .2 0 .0 8.1 13.5 71.8 6 .6 .348
Not Good Looking 0.0 15.5 68.2 15.5 0 .9 0 .4 15.8 57.1 21.2 5 .4 .128
Had Been Divorced 0 .9 17.3 26.4 40.9 14.5 1.2 16.5 26.2 35.4 20.8 .682
Favored Divorce 2 .8 9 .2 11.9 42.2 33.9 3.5 13-1 8 .8 35.4 39.2 .497
Had Children 0 .9 20.2 26.6 40 .4 11.9 0 .8 18.5 24.2 40.8 1 5 .8 .895
Habitual Smoker 0 .0 12.7 21.8 45.5 20.0 0 .4 9 .2 16.5 51.9 21.9 .506
Habitual Drinker 0 .0 0 .0 3 .6 51.8 44.5 0 .8 1.9 1.5 41.3 54.4 .094
Drug User 0 .0 4 .6 4 .6 21.1 69.7 0 .8 2.7 31. 23.5 70.0 .667
Drug Addict 0 .0 2.8 0 .0 15.6 81.9 0 .8 0.0 1.2 12.3 85.8 .039
Living In Commune 0.0 12.7 18.2 28.2 40.9 0 .4 13.6 14.7 32.6 38.8 .806
Living as Hippy 1.8 14.5 19.2 31.7 32.7 1.5 15.8 17.3 34.2 31.2 .978
Another Race 0 ,0 9.1 27.3 40.0 23.6 0.0 6.6 26.3 35.9 31.3 .456
Lower Educational Level 0 .0 12.7 33.6 45.5 8.2 0.4 13.9 35.1 37.8 12.7 .544
Higher Educational Level 0 .9 4 2 .7 41 .8 14.5 0 .0  | 2.7 41.5 34.6 19.6 1.5 .282
Lower Socio-Economic Level 0 .0 23.6 65.5 7.3 3.6 0 .4 19.6 61.5 16.5 1.9 .138
Higher Socio-Economic Level 0 .9 35.5 58.2 5.5 0 .0 3 .5 33.5 54.2 6 .9 1.9 .337
Favored E x tra -m ar ita l  Sex 0 .0 0 .0 5 .5 25.5 69.1 0.0 0.8 3.8 20.4 75.0 .460
No D esire  fo r  Children 3 .6 5 .5 11.8 34.5 44.5 1.5 6.9 9 .6 30.8 51.2 .5 2 0
Favored Abortion 3 .6 21.8 28.2 27.3 19.1 5.8 20.0 28.8 23.8 21.5 .842
Sexually  Perm issive 0 .9 7.3 22.7 43.6 25.5 0 .4 8.5 18.9 39.0 33.2 .557
Oenounced R elig ious  P r a c t ic e 2.7 11.8 29.1 40.0 16.4 1.5 11.2 33.1 32.7 21.5 .523
Denounced R elig ious  F a i th 0 .9 7.3 24.5 35.5 31.8 0 .8 7.7 20.8 33.1 37.7 .842
L i t t l e  Sense o f  R e s p o n s ib i l i ty 2 .7 0 .9 3 .6 43 .6 49.1 1.9 1.5 1.5 36.3 58.7 .358

KEY: A-Would P re fe r; B-Would Not Hind; C-Not Important; D-Would Rather Hot; E-Could Navar Accapt

S l g n l f l c a n c a  L a v a l  ■  .0 1



Dating Preferences for  Dating Partners for
Campus-Residents and Non-Residents

As was t r u e  In t h e  c a s e  o f  s e l e c t i o n  o f  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s ,  t h e r e  

was no s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  be tween  c a m p u s - r e s i d e n t  s t u d e n t s  and non­

r e s i d e n t  s t u d e n t s  In t h e i r  p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  d a t i n g  p a r t n e r s .  The non­

r e s i d e n t s  were  more c o n s e r v a t i v e  In  s e l e c t i o n  o f  d a t i n g  p a r t n e r s  t h a n  t h e  

c am p u s - re s I  d e n t s .  The n o n - r e s i d e n t  s t u d e n t s  had h i g h e r  p e r c e n t a g e s  o f  

r e j e c t i o n  f o r  22 o f  t h e  26 c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s .  These  f i g u r e s  a r e  compared 

In T a b le  XXV)I.

P r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  M a r i t a l  P a r t n e r s  a s  Viewed 
by S e l f - p e r c e I v e d  L i b e r a l .  Conse r ­

v a t i v e  and Independen t  S tu d e n t s

S tu d e n t s  I d e n t i f i e d  t h e m s e lv e s  as  l i b e r a l ,  c o n s e r v a t i v e  o r  In d e ­

penden t  in t h e i r  p o l i t i c a l  and s o c i a l  a t t i t u d e s .  One hundred and tw e lve  

o f  t h e  s t u d e n t s  d e s c r i b e d  th e m se lv e s  as  l i b e r a l ;  156 p e r c e i v e d  them­

s e l v e s  a s  c o n s e r v a t i v e  and 192 l i s t e d  th e m se lv e s  as  In d ep e n d e n t s .  The 

p e r c e n t a g e s  o f  s t u d e n t s  in each o f  t h e  above c a t e g o r i e s  re sp o n d in g  t o  

each  r e sp o n se  on t h e  answer  con t inuum  was compared w i th  t h e  o t h e r  two 

g roups  o f  s e l f - p e r c e i v e d  s t u d e n t s .  The s e l f - p e r c e i v e d  c o n s e r v a t i v e  s t u ­

d e n t s  w e re .  In f a c t ,  t h e  most c o n s e r v a t i v e .

The c o n s e r v a t i v e  s t u d e n t s  had h i g h e r  p e r c e n t a g e s  o f  r e j e c t i o n  

th an  t h e  o t h e r  two s e l f - p e r c e I v e d  g ro u p s  f o r  22 o f  th e  26 Items on t h e  

m a r i t a l  s c a l e .  The s e l f - p e r c e i v e d  in d ep e n d e n t  s t u d e n t s  had h i g h e s t  p e r ­

c e n t a g e s  o f  r e j e c t i o n  f o r  fo u r  o f  t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  and th e  s e l f -  

p e r c e i v e d  l i b e r a l  g ro u p  had one p e r c e n t a g e  t i e  w i th  t h e  c o n s e r v a t i v e s .

E ig h t  o f  t h e  26 items on t h e  m a r i t a l  s c a l e  were  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  

d i f f e r e n t  between t h e  t h r e e  g roups  a t  t h e  .01 l e v e l  o r  beyond.  The



TABLE X X V II .  PERCENTAGES AND LEVELS OF P R O B A B IL IT Y  FOR C H I SQUARE VALUES FOR C H W A C T E R IS T IC S  INFLUENCING THE
ACCEPTANCE OR R E JE C T IO N  OF DATING PARTNERS AS VIEWED BY C A M PU S 'R E SID E N T  STUDENTS ( N - I I O )

AND STUDENTS R E S ID IN G  W ITH PARENTS ( N - 2 6 0 )

CHARACTERISTIC

PER CENT INDICATING PREFERENCES

A
Campus-Res1 den ts

B C D E
Studen ts  Residing a t  Home 
A B _C D E

0 .9 6 .5 24.3 50.5 17.8 0 . 8 9 .7 12.5 58.4 18.7
0 . 0 27.5 40 .4 30.3 1 . 8 0 . 6 2 1 . 6 44 .4 30.9 2 .3
0 .9 7 .3 18.3 56 .0 17.4 0 . 0 7.3 16.6 6 0 . 2 15.8
0 . 0 9.2 33.9 49.5 7.3 0 . 0 1 0 . 0 24,3 58.7 8 .9
0 . 0 14.5 6 0 . 9 20.9 3 .6 0 . 8 14.3 57.5 23.2 4 .2
0 . 0 1 1 . 8 42.7 30.9 14.5 1.5 15.1 3 2 . 8 30.5 20 .1
0 . 0 I I . I 33.3 35.2 20 .4 0 .9 12.7 27.0 31.7 2 6 . 6
0 . 0 15.5 39.1 32.7 12.7 0 .4 13.5 3 2 . 0 35.5 18.5
0 .0 13.6 2 0 . 0 43.6 12.7 0 . 0 12.7 24.7 45.6 17.0i.e 2.7 10.9 58.2 27.3 0 . 0 5.4 7 .4 43 .0 44 .2
0 . 0 6 .4 12.7 34.5 46 .4 0 . 0 5 .4 10 .0 34.7 49.6
0 . 0 1 .8 2 . 8 23.9 7 1 . 6 0 . 0 1 .6 2.3 18.6 77.5
0 . 0 15-6 25.7 30.3 28.4 0 . 8 17 .2 2 3 . 0 30.5 28.5
0 . 0 15.7 27.8 2 9 . 6 26.9 0 . 8 16.1 22.7 34.5 25.9
0 . 0 6 .4 36.7 33.0 23.9 0 . 0 10.9 28.5 29.7 30.9
0 .9 14.7 46 .8 30.3 7.3 0 .4 17 .2 40.6 34.0 7 .8
0 .9 38.5 49.5 10 . ) 0 .9 2 . 0 35.9 48.8 11.3 2 . 0
0 .9 2 0 . 2 66 .1 11.9 0 .9 0 .4 22.3 59 .4 15-6 2.3
0 .9 36.7 49.5 11 .0 1 .8 1 .6 31.6 5 8 . 6 5.5 2 .7
1.9 5.5 2 2 . 0 34.9 35.8 0 . 8 9 .0 20.3 28.5 41.4
5.5 7.5 43.0 32.7 15.0 2 . 0 11.7 35.2 27.3 23.8
* .7 17.4 42.2 22.9 11.9 4 .7 18.8 25.2 22.3 19.1
0 . 0 14.0 2 9 . 0 43.9 8 .4 4 .3 1 5 .6 27.3 3 1 . 6 21 .1
0 . 0 14.8 42 .6 30.6 12.0 0 .4 13.3 43.4 30.5 12.5
1 .8 9-2 33.9 39.4 17.4 0 . 0 10 .2 29.4 36.9 23.5
1 . 8 3.7 11.9 57.8 24.8 0 .4 5 .5 14,5 5 1 . 0 2 8 . 6

PROBABILITY

N eurotic Tendencies
S l ig h t  Physical Handicap
Major Physical Handicap
Poor Health
Not Good Looking
Had Been Divorced
Favored Divorce
Had Children
Habitual Smoker
Habitue) Drinker
Drug User
Drug Addict
Living In Coomune
Living as Hippy
Another Race
Lower Educational Level
Higher Educational Level
Lower Socio-economic Level
Higher Socio-economic Level
Favored Extre-marI t e l  Sax
No D esire  fo r  Children
Favored Abortion
Sexually  Perm issive
Denounced R elig ious  P ra c t ic e
Denounced R elig ious  F a i th
L i t t l e  Sense o f  R e sp o n s ib i l i ty

.077

.669
-580
.280
.870
.224
.309
.482
.610
.007
.8k3
.682
.880
.696
.182
.790
.870
.622
.241
.453
.193
.470
.034
.966
.565
.421

KEY: A-Would P re fe r ;  B-Would Not Hind; C-Not Important; D-Would Rather Not; E-Could Never Accept

S ig n if ic a n c e  Level *  .01
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d i f f e r e n c e s  o c c u r r e d  on c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  w h ich  r e l a t e d  t o  d r u g  u s e ,  had 

been  d i v o r c e d ,  l i v i n g  In a commune, l i v i n g  a s  a  h ip p y ,  Icwer  e d u c a t i o n a l  

l e v e l ,  lower s o c io - e c o n o m ic  l e v e l ,  d en o u n c in g  r e l i g i o u s  f a i t h  and p r a c ­

t i c e .  The p e r c e n t a g e s  f o r  t h e  l a s t  t h r e e  a n s w e r - r e s p o n s e s  and t h e  

p r o b a b i l i t y  l e v e l s  a r e  g i v e n  f o r  t h e  m a r i t a l  p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  e a ch  o f  

t h e  s e l f - p e r c e i v e d  s t u d e n t  g ro u p s  in  T a b le  X V II I .

An a n a l y s i s  o f  a v e r a g e  mean s c o r e s  and d i f f e r e n c e s  be tw een  th e  

means f o r  m a r i t a l  p r e f e r e n c e s  w e re  computed f o r  t h e  t h r e e  g ro u p s  o f  s e l f -  

p e r c e f v e d  s t u d e n t s .  T o t a l  a v e r a g e  means s c o r e s  f o r  a l l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  

were  3 .61  f o r  s e l f - p e r c e l v e d  l i b e r a l  s t u d e n t s ,  3 . 8 6  f o r  s e l f - p e r c e i v e d  

c o n s e r v a t i v e  s t u d e n t s  and 3 . 7 5  f o r  s e l f - p e r c e i v e d  In d e p e n d en t  s t u d e n t s .

An a v e r a g e  mean s c o r e  o f  3 . 0  w ould  I n d i c a t e  a  p o i n t  on t h e  r e s p o n s e  

co n t in u u m  m eaning ,  " I  do n o t  c o n s i d e r  t h i s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  Im p o r ta n t  t o  

my c h o i c e  o f  a m a t e . "  An a v e r a g e  mean s c o r e  o f  k.O would i n d i c a t e  t h e  

r e s p o n s e ,  "1 would  r a t h e r  my p a r t n e r  d id  n o t  p o s s e s s  t h i s  c h a r a c t e r ­

i s t i c . "

S i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  w ere  o b s e r v e d  be tw een  t h e  s e l f - p e r c e i v e d  

l i b e r a l  s t u d e n t s  and t h e  s e l f - p e r c e i v e d  c o n s e r v a t i v e  s t u d e n t s  on l e s s  

t h a n  o n e - h a l f  o f  t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  in  t h e  m a r i t a l  s c a l e  i n c l u d i n g  had 

been  d i v o r c e d ,  had c h i l d r e n ,  h a b i t u a l  smoker ,  d ru g  u s e r ,  l i v i n g  in 

commune, l i v i n g  a s  h i p p y ,  a n o t h e r  r a c e ,  f a v o r e d  e x t r a - m a r i t a l  s e x ,  

f a v o r e d  a b o r t i o n ,  s e x u a l l y  p e r m i s s i v e  and d en o u n c in g  r e l i g i o u s  p r a c t i c e  

and f a i t h .

An a n a l y s i s  o f  t h e  c o m p a r i so n  o f  t h e  a v e r a g e  mean s c o r e s  f o r  t h e  

s e l f - p e r c e i v e d  l i b e r a l  and s e l f - p e r c e i v e d  in d e p e n d e n t  s t u d e n t s  r e s u l t e d  

In s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  b e tw een  t h e  two g ro u p s  on f o u r  o f  t h e



TABLE X X V I I I .  PERCENTAGES ANO LEVELS OF P R O B A B IL IT Y  FOR CHI SQMARE VALUES FOR C H A R A C TE R IST IC S  INFLUENCING THE
ACCEPTANCE OR R E JE C T IO N  OF MARITAL PARTNERS AS VIEWED BY S E L F -P E R C E IV E D  LIB E R A L  ( N - 1 1 2 ) ,

CONSERVATIVE (N—1 5 6 )  AND INDEPENDENT ( N - 1 9 2 )  STUDENTS

CHARACTERISTIC

PER CENT INDICATING PREFERENCES

PROBABILITY

C
L ib e ra ls  

D E
Conservatives 

C D E C
Independents 

D E

Neurotic  Tendencies 6 .4 60.9 25.6 8.2 58.2 28.2 4.7 62.5 26.0 .589
S l ig h t  Physical Handicap 38.1 43.2 1.3 28.8 3 6 . 0 1.8 42.9 29.3 2.1 .032
Major Physical Handicap 17.4 57.4 15.5 10.8 52,3 27-9 10.4 65.1 16.7 .053
Poor Health 16.0 69.9 5 .8 9 .9 71.2 7.2 13.5 69.3 9-7 .482
Not Good Looking 54.5 26.9 4 .5 55.9 20,7 4 .5 60 .4 18.8 4.2 .685
Had Been Divorced 30,8 28.2 12.8 18.8 43.8 22.3 29.2 41.1 15.1 .000
Favored Divorce 13.5 35.3 34 ,0 8 .9 39.3 38.4 11.0 38.2 33.5 .681
Had ChiIdren 27.7 37.4 9.7 23.2 42 .9 17.0 22.5 42.9 13.1 .204
Habitual Smoker 23.1 50.6 14.1 17.9 42.0 27.7 16.7 53.6 18.2 .154
Habitual Drinker 7.1 41.7 49 .4 2 .7 40.5 56.8 0.5 45 .8 51.0 .025
Drug User 7.1 25.6 59.6 0 .9 17.9 78.6 3.7 20.4 72.4 .014
Drug Addict 2 .6 16.1 74.4 0.9 8 .0 9 0 . 2 0.0 12.0 87.0 .038
Living In Commune 20.1 23.4 3 1 . 8 10.0 36.4 49.1 17.2 33.3 39.1 .000
Living as Htppy 24.4 29.5 20.5 10.7 31.3 50.0 19.3 31.3 22.8 .000
Another Race 31.0 34.2 21.3 15.2 39.3 40.2 29.7 37.0 26.6 .000
Lower Educational Level 39.7 33.3 10.9 27.0 42.3 16.2 34.9 43.8 9 .4 .122
Higher Educational Level 39.1 18.6 0 .6 34.8 17.0 0 .0 36.6 17.3 1.6 .7 2 0
Lower Socio-economic Level 66.7 10.3 1.9 49.1 25l9 4.5 34.1 12.5 1.6 .011
Higher Socio-economic Level 60.9 33.8 1.3 49.1 11.6 0.0 5 6 . 8 5.2 1.6 .073
Favored E x tra -m a r i ta l  Sex 7.7 26.9 63.5 3 .6 18.8 77.7 3 6 . 6 19.8 74.5 .124
No Desire  fo r  Children 10.9 32. t 44 .9 8.0 29. s 57.1 10.4 29.3 51.6 .576
Favored Abortion 31.4 21.2 16.7 29.5 20.5 27.7 28.6 27.1 16.1 .108
Sexually  Perm issive 23.7 36.5 26.9 10.4 4 1 .4 41.4 19.9 42.9 2 6 . 2 .031
Denounced R elig ious P ra c t ic e 35.9 27.6 14.6 27.7 38.4 29.5 30,7 38.0 16.7 .000
Denounced R elig ious  F a i th 29.5 28.2 25.7 15.1 28.6 50.9 20.3 38.5 33.9 .000
L i t t l e  Sense of R e sp o n s ib i l i ty 3 .2 36.1 56.1 3-6 36.6 56.3 1.0 39.3 56.5 .823

KEY: C-Not Important; D-Would Rather Not; E-Could Never Accept
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I l l

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  and I n c lu d e d  had been  d i v o r c e d ,  l i v i n g  In  commune, l i v i n g  

a s  h ip p y  and d e n o u n c in g  r e l i g i o u s  f a i t h .

C o m p u ta t io n  o f  t h e  a v e r a g e  mean s c o r e s  be tw een  t h e  s e l f - p e r c e i v e d  

c o n s e r v a t i v e  and s e l f - p e r c e i v e d  in d e p e n d e n t  s t u d e n t s  i l l u s t r a t e d  d i f f e r ­

e n c e s  w hich  w e re  s i g n i f i c a n t  a t  t h e  .01 l e v e l  f o r  s i x  o f  t h e  c h a r a c t e r ­

i s t i c s  I n c l u d i n g  l i v i n g  in  commune, l i v i n g  a s  h i p p y ,  a n o t h e r  r a c e ,  lower  

s o c io - e c o n o m ic  l e v e l ,  s e x u a l l y  p e r m i s s i v e  and d en o u n c in g  r e l i g i o u s  f a i t h  

and p r a c t i c e .  The a v e r a g e  mean s c o r e s ,  t - v a l u e s  and p r o b a b i l i t y  l e v e l s  

f o r  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  i n f l u e n c i n g  t h e  s e l e c t i o n  o f  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  a s  

p e r c e i v e d  by  s e l f - p e r c e W e d  l i b e r a l ,  c o n s e r v a t i v e  and I n d e p e n d e n t  s t u ­

d e n t s  a r e  r e p o r t e d  in  T a b l e  XXIX.

The r e s p o n s e s  o f  t h e  s e l f - p e r c e i v e d  l i b e r a l ,  c o n s e r v a t i v e  and 

in d e p e n d e n t  s t u d e n t s  w ere  a l s o  compared f o r  t h e  "m ost  d e t r i m e n t a l "  

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  s e t  o f  q u e s t i o n s .  T h e r e  was c o m p le te  a g re em en t  among t h e  

t h r e e  g r o u p s  a s  t o  w h ic h  i t e m s  w ere  c o n s i d e r e d  "most  d e t r i m e n t a l "  f o r  

m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s .  The "m ost  d e t r i m e n t a l "  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  s e l e c t e d  by 

t h e  t h r e e  g ro u p s  on s ev en  q u e s t i o n s  I n c lu d e d  l i b e r a l  a t t i t u d e  to w ard  

e x t r a - m a r i t a l  s e x ,  d ru g  a d d i c t ,  lower  e d u c a t i o n a l  l e v e l ,  a n o t h e r  r a c e ,  

e x t r e m e l y  p r e j u d i c e d ,  i r r e s p o n s i b i l i t y ,  and i n s i s t e n c e  upon no c h i l d r e n .  

A l though  t h e r e  was ag reem en t  a s  t o  w hich  I tem  was c o n s i d e r e d  "most  d e t r i ­

m e n t a l , "  uneven  d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  p e r c e n t a g e s  o f  r e s p o n s e s  r e s u l t e d  fn 

s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  b e tw een  t h e  t h r e e  g ro u p s  a t  t h e  .01 l e v e l  f o r  

two o f  t h e  sev en  i t e m s .  T a b l e s  XXX and XXI summarize t h e  f i n d i n g s  

f o r  t h e  "m o s t  d e t r i m e n t a l "  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  f o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  a s  

v iewed by s e l f - p e r c e i v e d  l i b e r a l ,  c o n s e r v a t i v e  and in d e p e n d e n t  s t u d e n t s .



TABLE X X IX . AVERAGE MEAN S C O R E S , t-V A L U E S  ANO PR O B A B IL IT Y  LEV ELS FOR C H A R A C TE R IST IC S INFLU EN CIN G  THE
ACCEPTANCE OR R E JE C T IO N  OF MARITAL PARTNERS AS VIEWED BY S E L F -P E R C E IV E D  L IB E R A L  ( N - 1 1 2 ) ,

CONSERVATIVE ( N * 1 5 6 )  ANO INDEPENDENT ( N - 1 9 2 )  STUDENTS

CHARACTERISTICS
AVERAGE MEAN SCORE t-V alue P t-V alue P t-V alue P

Lib. Con. Indep. Lib. Con. Lib. Indep. Con. Indep.

N euro tic  Tendencies 6.05 6.00 6 .07 -0 .68 0,63 0 . 2 6 0.80 0.72 0.67
S l ig h t  Physical Handicap 3.26 3 . 0 6 3.06 -2 .15 0.03 -2.33 0.02 0.21 0.83
Major Physical Handicap 3.76 3.96 3.91 1.72 0.09 1.66 0.10 -0 .50 0.62
Poor Health 3.72 3.71 3.82 -0 .20 0 .86 1.22 0.22 1.25 0.21
Not Good Looking 3.22 3.08 3.10 -1 .65 0.15 -1.51 0.13 0.21 0.86
Had Been Divorced 3.26 3-72 3,66 3.75 0.00 2.80 0.00 -1 .6 8 0.16
Favored Divorce 3.86 3.98 3.83 1.03 0.30 -0 .09 0.93 -1 .13 0.26
Had ChiIdren 3.29 3.60 3.66 2.50 0.01 1.35 0.18 -1 .30 0.20
Habitual Smoker 3.67 3.85 3.78 1.61 0.01 1,21 0.23 -0.61 0 .56
H abitual Drinker 6 .38 6 .50 6 .66 1.33 0 . 1 9 0.77 0.66 -0 .69 0.69
Drug User 6 .37 5.72 6 .59 3.53 0.00 2.62 0.02 -1 .65 0.15
Drug Addict 6 .70 6 .88 6 .86 2.33 0.02 2.13 0.03 -0 .66 0.53
Living In Conmune 3.57 6.22 6.01 6 .58 0.00 3.67 0.00 -1 .80 0.07
Living as Hippy 3 . 6 2 6.23 3.79 6.20 0.00 3,06 0.00 -3 .57 0 .00
Another Race 3.61 6 .16 3.83 6.53 0.00 2.19 0.03 -2 .93 0 .00
Lower Educational Level 3.39 3 .56 3.51 1.68 0.16 1.26 0.22 -0 .56 0.59
Higher Educational Level 2 .76 2.65 2.73 -1 .12 0.26 - 0 . 3 2 0.75 0.85 0.60
Lower Socio-economic Level 2.93 3.16 2.93 2.66 0.16 0.06 0.97 -2.51 0.01
Higher Socio-economic Level 2.71 2.68 2.71 -0 . 3 2 0.75 0.05 0.96 0 .36 0.17
Favored E x tra -m arIta l  Sex 6.51 6 .76 6 .67 2.79 0.01 2.05 0.06 -1 .06 0 . 3 0
No D esire  fo r  Children 6 .07 6 .37 6 .22 2.35 0.02 1.32 0.19 -1 .28 0 .20
Favored Abortion 3.16 3.51 3.27 2.67 0.01 0 .89 0.57 -1 .83 0.07
Sexually  Perm issive 3.77 6.13 3.81 2.97 0.00 0.35 0.73 -2 .75 0.01
Denounced R elig ious  P ra c t ic e 3 .36 3.90 3.56 6 .66 0.00 2.06 0,06 -3 .05 0 .00
Denounced R elig ious  F a i th 3.60 6 .25 3 .99 5.23 0.00 3.70 0.00 -2 .39 0.02
L i t t l e  Sense o f  R e sp o n s ib i l i ty  

Total Average Mean Score

3.39

3.61

3 .76

3.86

3 .99

3.76

0.35 0.73 0.67 0.50 0.25 0.80

KEY: l.O-Would P re fe r ;  2.0-Vould Not Hind; 3 .0-Not In p o r te n t ;  6.0-Would Rather Not; 5.0-Could Never Accept
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TABLE XXX. PERCENTACES AND LEVEL OF PROBABILITY FOR CHI SQUARE VALUES FOR THE "HOST DCTRI RENTAL" CHARACTERISTICS
FOR MARITAL PARTNERS AS PERCEIVED BY LIBERAL, CONSERVATIVE ANO INOEPENDENT COLLEGE STUDENTS

C H A R A C T E R I S T I C S PERCEN TA G E C O N S I D E R I N G  " H O S T  D E T R IM E N T A L " 
L i b e r a l s  C o n s e r v a t i v e s  I n d e p e n d e n t s

P R O B A B I L I T Y

W a s  S e x u a l l y  I n e x p e r i e n c e d 5.6 0.0 5.9
H a d  P r e - m a r I t a l  A b o r t i o n 4.9 13.4 11.3
H a d  I l l e g i t i m a t e  C h i  I d 2.1 5.4 3.8
W a s  R e a r i n g  I l l e g i t i m a t e  C h i l d 14,0 8.9 10.2
L i b e r a l  A t t i t u d e s  o n  E x t r a - m a r i t a l  S a x H A 72.3 68.8 .046

W a s  D r u g  U s e r 3.3 6.3 7.3
W a s  D r u g  A d d i c t  
D r a n k  H e a v i l y  ( A l c o h o l ) W

21A
7.9

H a d  N e u r o t i c  T e n d e n c i e s 9.2 2.7 6.3
H a d  M a j o r  P h y s i c a l  H a n d i c a p 4.6 3.6 3.1 .352

W a s  a  H i g h e r  S o c i o - e c o n o m i c  L e v e l 16.2 13.6 15.3
W a s  a  L o w e r  S o c i o - e c o n o m i c  L e v e l 10.5 19.3 19.7
W a s  a  H i g h e r  E d u c a t i o n a l  L e v e l 12.4 9.1 15.3
W a s  a  L o w e r  E d u c a t i o n a l  L e v e l 60.0 58.0 48.9 .460

W a s  o f  A n o t h e r  R a c e 61.2 64.1
S a m e  R a c e ,  A n o t h e r  N a t i o n a l i t y 0.0 3.9 T S
H a d  A n o t h e r  M a j o r  R e l i g i o n 10.0 5.8 10.8
H a d  NO R e l i g i o u s  B e l i e f 22.5 28.2 23.4 .414

W a s  A p a t h e t i c  T o w a r d  R e l i g i o n 4.0 3.6 3.8
H a d  D e n o u n c e d  R e l i g i o u s  F a i t h 23.5 46.4 29.3
W a s  P o l i t i c a l l y  E x t r e m e 7.4 “ O 6.5
W a s  P o l i t i c a l l y  C o n s e r v a t i v e 6.0 1.8 2.2
W a s  E x t r e m e l y  P r e j u d i c e d '2 A 40.0 5L 1 .006

W a s  I r r e s p o n s i b l e 114 61.3 68.1
H a d  C o m m u n a l  L i v i n g  E x p e r i e n c e t o 13.5 “ O
W a s  a  H i p p y 2.7 14.4 8.5
W a s  A d v o c a t e  o f  W o m a n ' s  L i b 6.7 10.8 15.4 .001

I n s i s t e d  o n  L a r g e  F a m i l y 18.0 12.6 16.7
I n s i s t e d  o n  MO C h i l d r e n **6.7
Unwilling t o  U s e  B i r t h  C o n t r o l 27.3 iSto 15.5
W a n t e d  t o  A d o p t  R a t h e r  t h a n  H a v e  C h i l d r e n 8.0 9.0 9-2 .197
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TABLE XXXI. ITEM CONSIDERED "MOST DETRIMENTAL", CHI SQUARE VALUES, DEGREES OF FREEDOM AND PROBABILITY
LEVEL INDICATING PREFERENCE FOR MARITAL PARTNERS AS PERCEIVED BY LIBERAL,

CONSERVATIVE AND INDEPENDENT STUDENTS

Item Considered 
"Most D e t r im en ta l"

PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS REJECTING 
L i b e r a l s  C o n se rv a t iv e s  Independents X2 df PROBABILITY

L ib e ra l  A t t i t u d e  Toward 
E x t r a - m a r I t a l  Sex 73.** 72.3 68 .8 15.72199 8 ,0**6

Drug Addict 73.2 81.3 75.** 8.88216 8 .352

Lower Educa t iona l  Level 60.0 58.0 **8.9 7.73027 8 .**60

Another Race 65.8 61.2 6**.1 8.19596 8 .**!**

Extremely P re ju d ice d 59-1 *t6.** 58.2 21.26802 8 .006

Was 1r r e s p o n s i b l e 75.1 61.3 68.1 22.32681 6 .001

I n s i s t e d  on No Chi ld ren **6.7 59.5 58.0 11.07621 8 .197

S i g n i f i c a n c e  Level ■ .01



P r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  D a t ing  P a r t n e r s  as  Viewed by 
S e l f - p e r c e i v e d  L i b e r a l .  C o n s e rv a t iv e  

and Independent  S tu d e n t s

A c o m p ar i so n  o f  t h e  d a t i n g  p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  the  s e l f - p e r c e i v e d  

l i b e r a l t c o n s e r v a t i v e  and Independen t  s t u d e n t s  y i e l d e d  much t h e  same 

r e s u l t s  as  t h e  com par ison  o f  m a r i t a l  p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  t h e s e  t h r e e  s tu d e n t  

g r o u p s .  The s e l f - p e r c e i v e d  c o n s e r v a t i v e  s t u d e n t s  were t h e  more co n ­

s e r v a t i v e  g ro u p  and had h i g h e r  r e j e c t i o n  p e r c e n t a g e s  f o r  16 o f  t h e  26 

I tems on t h e  d a t i n g  s c a l e .  The s e l f - p e r c e l v e d  l i b e r a l  s t u d e n t s  had 

h i g h e r  p e r c e n t a g e s  o f  r e j e c t i o n  f o r  two o f  t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  and 

In c lu d e d  m a jo r  p h y s i c a l  h a n d ic a p  and h i g h e r  e d u c a t i o n a l  l e v e l .  The s e l f ­

p e r c e i v e d  in d e p e n d e n t  s t u d e n t s  I n d i c a t e d  h i g h e r  p e r c e n ta g e s  o f  r e j e c t i o n  

f o r  n e u r o t i c  t e n d e n c i e s ,  s l i g h t  p h y s i c a l  h a n d ic a p ,  poor h e a l t h ,  n o t  good 

l o o k i n g ,  d rug  a d d i c t ,  lower e d u c a t i o n a l  l e v e l ,  h ig h e r  s o c io -e co n o m ic  le v e l  

and denounced r e l i g i o u s  f a i t h .  The p e r c e n t a g e  o f  re sponses  f o r  t h e  l a s t  

t h r e e  answ ers  on t h e  f o r c e d - c h o i c e  cont inuum and t h e  r e s u l t i n g  p r o b a b ­

i l i t y  l e v e l  d e t e r m in e d  by t h e  ch i  s q u a re  a n a l y s i s  a re  p r e s e n t e d  in 

T a b le  XXXI I.

S i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  in t h e  s e l e c t i o n  o f  d a t i n g  p a r t n e r s  

be tween  t h e  t h r e e  g roups  were  n o ted  on e i g h t  o f  t h e  26 Items and inc luded  

d rug  u s e r ,  d r u g  a d d i c t ,  l i v i n g  In commune, l i v i n g  as  a h ip p y ,  a n o t h e r  

r a c e ,  s e x u a l l y  p e r m i s s i v e ,  denounced r e l i g i o u s  p r a c t i c e  and f a i t h .  F ive  

o f  t h e s e  same c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  were  a l s o  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  d i f f e r e n t  f o r  th e  

m a r i t a l  p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  s e l f - p e r c e l v e d  l i b e r a l ,  c o n s e r v a t i v e  and Indepen­

d e n t  s t u d e n t s .



TABLE X X X I I .  PERCENTAGES AND LEVELS OF PR O B A B ILITY  FOR CHI SQUARE VALUES FOR C H A R A C TER ISTIC S INFLUENCING THE
ACCEPTANCE OR R E JE C T IO N  OF DATING PARTNERS AS VIEWED BY S E L F -P E R C E IV E D  LIB ER A L ( N - 1 1 2 ) ,

CONSERVATIVE ( N - 1 5 6 )  AND INDEPENDENT ( N - 1 9 2 )  STUDENTS

PER CENT INDICATING PREFERENCES

CHARACTERISTIC
L ib e ra ls

PROBABILITY
Conservatives Independents

C D E C D E C D E

N eurotic  Tendencies 18.1 53.5 18.7 10.9 64.5 18.2 13.8 55.0 20.1 .476
S l ig h t  Physical Handicap 42.3 33.3 2.6 34.8 37.5 0 .0 48 .4 27.4 3.2 .045
Major Physical Handicap 33.3 33.8 33.3 19.6 52.7 20.5 17.9 60.5 15.3 .919
Poor Health 26.9 53.8 7.7 28.6 57.1 4 .5 22.6 61.1 8 .4 .584
Not Good Looking 5 0 . 0 2 8 . 2 3.8 60.7 19.6 3 .6 61.8 22.5 5.2 .291
Had Been Divorced 40.4 23.7 12.2 34.8 37.5 1 9. 6 35.6 33.5 15.7 .015
Favored Divorce 32.7 34.6 17.9 22.3 33.9 33.0 29.3 35.6 20.7 .037
Had Children 37.8 28.8 11.5 38.4 34.8 17.9 35.6 39.3 14.1 .047
Habitual Smoker 26.3 43.6 10.9 28.8 39.6 18.0 28.8 50.8 13.6 .018
Habitual Drinker 9 .6 44.9 35.9 10.8 40.5 45.0 7.3 51.8 38.7 .041
Drug User 17.3 30.1 39.7 5 .4 33.9 56.3 12.6 35.1 49.2 .001
Drug Addict 5.8 27.6 63.5 10.0 17.1 80.2 2.1 15.8 81.1 .001
Living In Commune 30.1 24.4 21.8 20.5 35.7 36.6 25.7 32.1 26.7 .005
Living as Hippy 31.0 27.7 15.5 21.4 31.3 40.2 25.8 31.2 28.5 .000
Another Race 37.8 24.4 23,1 22.3 36.6 33.9 31.6 32.6 28.3 .009
Lower Educational Level 48.1 26.9 7.1 31.3 42 .9 8 .0 46.0 31.6 9 .6 .091
Higher Educational Level 53.8 7.7 1.9 50.0 11.6 0 .0 49.5 10.9 1.6 .725
Lower Socio-economic Level 66.7 8 .3 2.6 55.4 22.3 2 .7 63.1 15.5 1.6 .130
Higher Socio-economic Level 57.7 5.1 1-9 55.4 8 .0 1.8 59.4 8 .0 2.7 .879
Favored E x tra -m ar ita l  Sex 25.0 29.5 3 0 . 8 16.0 25.9 50.0 21.4 32.1 39.6 .036
No D esire  fo r  Children 40.6 28.4 14.2 36.6 29.5 26.8 33.3 31.2 23.7 .141
Favored Abortion 41.0 14.1 13.5 33.9 23.2 25.0 34.9 24.2 16.1 .039
Sexually  Perm issive 33.5 25.2 14.8 17.0 37.5 27.7 26.9 40.3 13.4 .000
Denounced R elig ious  P ra c t ic e 43 .6 25.0 7.7 38.4 31.3 21.4 44.3 29.7 11.9 .002
Denounced R elig ious  F a i th 37 .8 28.2 14.7 26.1 32.4 23.2 32.3 39.2 38.4 .000
L i t t l e  Sense o f  R e s p o n s ib i l i ty 18.8 48 .7 26.6 15.3 45 .0 33.3 10.7 60.4 24.1 .138

KEY: C-Not Important; 0-Would Rather Hot; E-Could Never Accept
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Summary

The f i n d i n g s  w hich  have  been  a n a l y z e d  and d i s c u s s e d  In t h i s  

c h a p t e r  i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  t h e r e  w ere  s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  In p r e f e r e n c e s  

f o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  be tw een  s t u d e n t s  and t h e i r  p a r e n t s .  R e s u l t s  f u r t h e r  

I n d i c a t e d  t h a t  s t u d e n t s  had s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  In  t h e i r  p r e f e r e n c e s  

f o r  d a t i n g  p a r t n e r s  and f o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s .  H a le s  and f e m a le s  a l s o  

showed s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  f o r  p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  b o t h  d a t i n g  and 

m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s .  Mothers  and f a t h e r s  i n d i c a t e d  more r i g i d  p r e f e r e n c e s  

f o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  f o r  t h e i r  d a u g h t e r s  t h a n  f o r  t h e i r  s o n s  In t h e  

m a j o r i t y  o f  c a s e s ,  a l t h o u g h  t h e  d i f f e r e n c e s  w ere  n o t  s i g n i f i c a n t .  No 

c o n v i n c i n g  s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  w ere  found In p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  d a t i n g  

and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  among s t u d e n t  g ro u p s  which  w e re  c l a s s i f i e d  i n t o  t h e  

f o l l o w i n g  v a r i a b l e s :  m a r r i e d  and n o n - m a r r i e d  s t u d e n t s ;  r e s i d e n t  and

n o n - r e s i d e n t  s t u d e n t s ;  and s e l f - p e r c e i v e d  l i b e r a l ,  c o n s e r v a t i v e  and 

In d ep en d en t  s t u d e n t s .



CHAPTER V

SUMMARY AND IMPLICATIONS

T h i s  s t u d y  was p r o p o s e d  and c o n d u c t e d  t o  examine a t t i t u d e s  o f  

c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s  and p a r e n t s  tow ard  t h e  I s s u e s  o f  d r u g s ,  communal l i v i n g ,  

h l p p l s m ,  I l l e g i t i m a c y ,  a b o r t i o n  and l o s s  o f  r e l i g i o u s  f a i t h  a s  I n f l u ­

e n c e s  In t h e  s e l e c t i o n  o f  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s .  S e v e r a l  v a r i a b l e s  

w e re  I n c o r p o r a t e d  I n t o  t h e  s t u d y  I n c l u d i n g :  1) th e  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l

p r e f e r e n c e s  o f  c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s ;  2) t h e  m a r i t a l  p r e f e r e n c e s  o f  c o l l e g e  

s t u d e n t s  and t h e  m a r i t a l  p r e f e r e n c e s  o f  t h e i r  p a r e n t s  f o r  s i b l i n g s ;

3) t h e  m a r i t a l  p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  d a u g h t e r s  and sons  as  p e r c e i v e d  by m others  

and f a t h e r s ;  and 4 )  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  p r e f e r e n c e s  as  compared by t h e  

f o l l o w i n g  g r o u p s :  (a)  m a le  and f e m a le  s t u d e n t s ;  (b) m a r r i e d  and non-

m a r r l e d  s t u d e n t s ;  ( c )  campus r e s i d e n t  and n o n - r e s i d e n t  s t u d e n t s ;  and 

(d)  s t u d e n t s  who p e r c e i v e d  t h e m s e lv e s  a s  l i b e r a l ,  c o n s e r v a t i v e  o r  i n d e ­

p e n d e n t .

S t u d e n t s  a t t e n d i n g  The U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Akron d u r i n g  S p r i n g  1971 and 

t h e i r  p a r e n t s  p a r t i c i p a t e d  In t h e  s t u d y .  The sample i n c l u d e d  M>5 s t u ­

d e n t s  and 3 1@ p a r e n t s .  D a ta  w e re  c o m p i le d  from r e s p o n s e s  t o  an a t t i t u d e  

q u e s t i o n n a i r e  a d m i n i s t e r e d  t o  t h e  p a r t i c i p a n t s .  The i n s t r u m e n t  was 

t e s t e d  f o r  v a l i d i t y  by s o l i c i t i n g  comments and q u e s t i o n s  from s t u d e n t s  

and p a r e n t s  in  a p i l o t  s t u d y .  K e n d a l l ' s  t a u  was used t o  c h e c k  t e s t
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r e l i a b i l i t y .  Chi s q u a r e ,  av e ra g e  mean s c o r e s ,  and t - r a t l o s  were  computed 

t o  d e te rm in e  s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  be tween v a r i a b l e s .

General  F in d in g s  

S t u d e n t s  d i f f e r e d  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  in t h e i r  p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  d a t i n g  

and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s .  S t u d e n t s '  p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  

d i f f e r e d  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  f rom p a r e n t s '  p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  h y p o t h e t i c a l  m a r i t a l  

p a r t n e r s  f o r  t h e i r  s i b l i n g s .  Mothers and f a t h e r s  I n d i c a t e d  more r i g i d  

p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  f o r  t h e i r  d a u g h te r s  t h a n  f o r  t h e i r  s o n s ,  

b u t  no t  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  s o .  In t h e  m a j o r i t y  o f  c a s e s .  Males and fem ales  

d i f f e r e d  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  in  t h e i r  s e l e c t i o n  o f  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  f o r  d a t i n g  

and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s .  Females  I n d i c a t e d  more c o n s e r v a t i v e  p r e f e r e n c e s  

f o r  th e  m a j o r i t y  o f  c h a r a c t e r ! s t ‘ s.

Other  v a r i a b l e s  compared In t h e  s tu d y  i n c lu d in g  m a r r i e d  and non­

m a r r ie d  s t u d e n t s ;  r e s i d e n t  and n o n - r e s i d e n t  s t u d e n t s ;  and l i b e r a l ,  

c o n s e r v a t i v e  and in d ependen t  s t u d e n t  g roups  d id  no t  show s i g n i f i c a n t  

d i f f e r e n c e s  in p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s .

More t h a n  h a l f  o f  t h e  s t u d e n t s  and p a r e n t s  r e j e c t e d  m a r i t a l  

p a r t n e r s  who were  h a b i t u a l  d r i n k e r s ,  d rug  u s e r s ,  drug a d d i c t s ,  l i v i n g  in 

a commune, l i v i n g  as  a h ippy  and p a r t n e r s  who f a v o re d  e x t r a - m a r i t a l  sex .  

P a r e n t s  more th a n  s t u d e n t s  were  opposed t o  p a r t n e r s  who w ere  o f  an o th e r  

r a c e ,  were s e x u a l l y  p e r m i s s i v e  and had l o s t  t h e i r  r e l i g i o u s  p r a c t i c e  and 

f a i t h .  The s t u d e n t s  o b j e c t e d  t o  a g r e a t e r  e x t e n t  than  p a r e n t s  t o  m a r i t a l  

p a r t n e r s  who f a v o re d  d i v o r c e ,  f a v o re d  e x t r a - m a r i t a l  sex and who had no 

d e s i r e  f o r  c h i l d r e n .  In g e n e r a l ,  t h e  s t u d e n t s  i n d i c a t e d  h i g h e r  r e j e c t i o n  

p e r c e n t a g e s  f o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  th a n  t h e i r  p a r e n t s .
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F i n d i n g s  In R e l a t i o n  t o  t h e  Null H y p o th eses

H ull  H y p o t h e s i s  1. There  w i l l  be  no s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  

b e t w e e n  a c c e p t e d  and r e j e c t e d  p e r s o n a l  c h a r a c t e r ! s t i e s  w h ich  i n f l u e n c e  

t h e  s e l e c t i o n  o f  d a t i n g  p a r t n e r s  and t h o s e  which i n f l u e n c e  t h e  s e l e c ­

t i o n  o f  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  a s  p e r c e i v e d  by c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s .

A c o m p a r i s o n  o f  t h e  f r e q u e n c i e s  o f  answer  r e s p o n s e s  and t h e  p r o b ­

a b i l i t y  l e v e l s  com puted  f o r  ch i  s q u a r e  i n d i c a t e d  t h a t ,  In g e n e r a l ,  s t u ­

d e n t s  s e l e c t e d  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  by d i f f e r e n t  c r i t e r i a .  

T h e r e f o r e ,  t h e  n u l l  h y p o t h e s i s  may be r e j e c t e d .

S i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  a t  t h e  .01 le v e l  o r  beyond w ere  o b s e r v e d  

b e t w e e n  s t u d e n t  p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  on 16 o f  t h e  

26 c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s .  S t u d e n t s  r e g i s t e r e d  t h e  h i g h e s t  p e r c e n t a g e s  o f  

r e j e c t i o n  f o r  m a r i t a l  and d a t i n g  p a r t n e r s  who were  d rug  a d d i c t s ,  d rug  

u s e r s  an d  who f a v o r e d  e x t r a - m a r i t a l  s e x .

N ull  H y p o t h e s i s  2 . T h e re  w i l l  be  no s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  

b e t w e e n  t h e  a c c e p t e d  and r e j e c t e d  p e r s o n a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  w h ic h  i n f l u e n c e  

t h e  s e l e c t i o n  o f  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  as  v iewed  by c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s  and t h o s e  

w h i c h  I n f l u e n c e  t h e  s e l e c t i o n  o f  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  f o r  s i b l i n g s  as  v iew ed  

by  t h e  p a r e n t s  o f  c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s .

An a n a l y s i s  o f  t h e  d a t a  p r e s e n t e d  e v id e n c e  t h a t  s t u d e n t s  and 

p a r e n t s  d i f f e r e d  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  in  t h e i r  p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s .  

N u l l  h y p o t h e s i s  2 may, t h e r e f o r e ,  be  r e j e c t e d .

In t h e  m a j o r i t y  o f  c a s e s ,  s t u d e n t s  had h i g h e r  p e r c e n t a g e s  o f  

r e j e c t i o n  th a n  t h e i r  p a r e n t s  f o r  t h e  s p e c i f i e d  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s .  P a r e n t s  

a n d  s t u d e n t s  d i f f e r e d  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  a t  t h e  .01 l e v e l  o r  beyond on t h e i r  

s e l e c t i o n  o f  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  on a l l  t e s t  Items e x c e p t  o n e .  T h i s  Item 

p e r t a i n e d  t o  d r u g  a d d i c t i o n .  E i g h t y  p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  p a r e n t s  r e j e c t e d  a
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m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r  f o r  t h e i r  s i b l i n g s  who was a d ru g  a d d i c t ;  e i g h t y - f i v e  

per cent of  t h e  s t u d e n t s  r e j e c t e d  a m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r  on t h i s  b a s i s .

A l th o u g h  t h e r e  w ere  s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  b e tw een  p a r e n t s  and 

s t u d e n t s ,  b o t h  g r o u p s  I n d i c a t e d  h ig h  p e r c e n t a g e s  o f  r e j e c t i o n  f o r  m a r i t a l  

p a r t n e r s  w i t h  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  p e r t a i n i n g  t o  h a b i t u a l  d r i n k i n g ,  d r u g  u s e ,  

communal l i v i n g ,  h lp p l s m  and l o s s  o f  r e l i g i o u s  f a i t h .

Null  h y p o t h e s i s  3 . T h e re  w i l l  be  no s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  

b e tw een  t h e  a c c e p t e d  and r e j e c t e d  p e r s o n a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  which I n f l u e n c e  

t h e  s e l e c t i o n  o f  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  a s  p e r c e i v e d  by c o l l e g e  m ales  

and t h o s e  w h ic h  I n f l u e n c e  t h e  s e l e c t i o n  o f  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  

a s  p e r c e i v e d  by  c o l l e g e  f e m a l e s .

H a le s  and f e m a le s  d i f f e r e d  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  on t h e i r  r e s p o n s e s  t o  t h e  

m a j o r i t y  o f  I te m s  on b o th  t h e  d a t i n g  and t h e  m a r i t a l  s c a l e .  T h e r e f o r e ,  

n u l l  h y p o t h e s i s  3 may be r e j e c t e d .

Twenty o f  t h e  26 I tem s  In t h e  m a r i t a l  t e s t  w ere  s i g n i f i c a n t l y

d i f f e r e n t  b e tw een  m a les  and f e m a le s  a t  t h e  .01 l e v e l  o f  p r o b a b i l i t y  In

t h e  c h i  s q u a r e  a n a l y s i s .  Twenty o f  t h e  26 I tems on t h e  d a t i n g  s c a l e  were

a l s o  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  d i f f e r e n t  a t  t h e  c r i t i c a l  l e v e l  o f  r e j e c t i o n  In  t h e  

c h i  s q u a r e  a n a l y s i s .  C o m pu ta t ion  o f  a v e r a g e  mean s c o r e s  and t - r a t l o s  

b e tw een  m ales  and f e m a le  p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  a l s o  i n d i c a t e d  

s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  f o r  t h e  m a j o r i t y  o f  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  s t u d i e d .  

Females  i n d i c a t e d  more r i g i d  r e q u i r e m e n t s  t h a n  m ales  on t h e  m a j o r i t y  o f  

I tems  on t h e  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  s c a l e s .  Males I n d i c a t e d  h i g h e r  r e j e c t i o n  

t e n d e n c i e s  on b o th  t h e  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  q u e s t i o n s  th a n  f em a les  f o r  c h a r ­

a c t e r i s t i c s  p e r t a i n i n g  t o  p a r t n e r s  who had p h y s i c a l  h a n d i c a p s ,  who w e r e  

n o t  c o n s i d e r e d  good lo o k in g  and who w e r e  o f  h i g h e r  e d u c a t i o n a l  l e v e l s .
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Hull  h y p o t h e s i s  k . T h e re  w i l l  be  no s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  in  

t h e  h y p o t h e t i c a l  s e l e c t i o n  o f  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  f o r  sons and d a u g h t e r s  

a s  p e r c e i v e d  by m o th e r s  and f a t h e r s .

M others  and f a t h e r s  I n d i c a t e d  s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  In t h e i r  

p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  f o r  d a u g h t e r s  and  sons on o n l y  a  few 

I tems  In t h e  m a r i t a l  s c a l e *  D a ta  g a t h e r e d  In t h e  s tu d y ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  would 

f a l l  t o  r e j e c t  t h e  n u l l  h y p o t h e s i s .

Null  h y p o t h e s i s  5 . T h e r e  w i l l  be no s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  

b e tw een  t h e  a c c e p t e d  and r e j e c t e d  p e r s o n a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  w h ic h  i n f l u e n c e  

t h e  s e l e c t i o n  o f  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  a s  p e r c e i v e d  by m a r r i e d  c o l ­

l e g e  s t u d e n t s  and n o n - m a r r l e d  c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s .

M a r r i e d  and n o n - m a r r i e d  s t u d e n t s  d id  n o t  d i s a g r e e  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  

on t h e i r  a c c e p t a n c e  o r  r e j e c t i o n  o f  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  on t h e  b a s i s  o f  t h e  

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  t e s t e d .  E v id e n c e  p r e s e n t e d  In t h e  s tu d y ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  

would f a l l  t o  r e j e c t  t h e  h y p o t h e s i s .  Al though d i f f e r e n c e s  In r e s p o n s e s  

w e re  no t  s i g n i f i c a n t ,  m a r r i e d  s t u d e n t s  i n d i c a t e d  h i g h e r  p e r c e n t a g e s  o f  

r e j e c t i o n  f o r  t h e  m a j o r i t y  o f  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  in  t h e  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  

s c a l e s  t h a n  n o n - m a r r i e d  s t u d e n t s .

Null  h y p o t h e s i s  6 . T h e r e  w i l l  be no s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  

be tw een  t h e  a c c e p t e d  and r e j e c t e d  p e r s o n a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  w h ic h  i n f l u e n c e  

t h e  s e l e c t i o n  o f  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  a s  p e r c e i v e d  by r e s i d e n t  

campus s t u d e n t s  and n o n - r e s i d e n t  s t u d e n t s .

T h e re  w e re  no s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  f o r  any o f  t h e  c h a r a c t e r ­

i s t i c s  s t u d i e d  f o r  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  be tween t h e  s t u d e n t s  who 

r e s i d e d  on campus and t h e  s t u d e n t s  who r e s i d e d  a t  home. N u l l  h y p o t h e s i s  6 

may n o t ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  be r e j e c t e d .
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Although  t h e  d i f f e r e n c e s  b e tw een  t h e  g roups  w ere  n o t  s i g n i f i ­

c a n t ,  I t  was o b s e r v e d  t h a t ,  In g e n e r a l ,  s t u d e n t s  who r e s i d e d  a t  home 

t e n d e d  t o  be s l i g h t l y  more  c o n s e r v a t i v e  r e g a r d i n g  t h e i r  c h o i c e s  f o r  

d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  t h a n  s t u d e n t s  who r e s i d e d  m a y  from home.

Null  h y p o t h e s i s  7 . There  w i l l  b e  n o  s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  

b e tw e e n  t h e  a c c e p t e d  and  r e j e c t e d  p e r s o n a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  which  

I n f l u e n c e  t h e  s e l e c t i o n  o f  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  a s  v iewed  by 

c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s  who p e r c e i v e d  t h e m s e lv e s  a s  l i b e r a l ,  c o n s e r v a t i v e  o r  

i n d e p e n d e n t .

Fewer th a n  h a l f  o f  t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  on t h e  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  

s c a l e s  had  s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  in r e s p o n s e s  among t h e  t h r e e  g ro u p s  

t e s t e d ;  t h e r e f o r e ,  t h e  n u l l  h y p o t h e s i s  o f  no s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  

b e tw een  t h e  g ro u p s  was n o t  r e j e c t e d .

I t  was n o t e d  t h a t  t h e  s e l f - p e r c e i v e d  c o n s e r v a t i v e  s t u d e n t s  d i d ,

In  f a c t ,  have  t h e  m os t  c o n s e r v a t i v e  r e p l i e s  t o  t h e  m a j o r i t y  o f  I tems on 

b o t h  t h e  d a t i n g  and t h e  m a r i t a l  s c a l e s .  A l l  t h r e e  g ro u p s  i n d i c a t e d  h ig h  

r e j e c t i o n  f o r  d a t i n g  and  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  who w ere  drug a d d i c t s  o r  u s e r s ,  

who w e r e  l i v i n g  In communes, who were  l i v i n g  a s  a h ippy  and  who had 

d en ounced  r e l i g i o u s  f a i t h .

O b s e r v a b le  d i f f e r e n c e s  in f r e q u e n c i e s  o f  r e s p o n s e s  among th e  

g r o u p s  w e re  n o te d  In  s e v e r a l  o f  t h e  v a r i a b l e s  i n c o r p o r a t e d  I n t o  t h e  s t u d y .  

T h e se  d i f f e r e n c e s  w e r e  c o n s i s t e n t  t h r o u g h o u t  various  a s p e c t s  o f  t h e  s t u d y  

and I n c l u d e d ;  1) s t u d e n t s  i n d i c a t e d  more m o d e ra te  p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  m a r i t a l  

p a r t n e r s  t h a n  t h e y  d i d  f o r  d a t i n g  p a r t n e r s ;  2) s t u d e n t s  had h i g h e r  p e r ­

c e n t a g e s  o f  r e j e c t i o n  t h a n  t h e i r  p a r e n t s  on a t t i t u d e s  to w a rd  t h e  m a j o r i t y  

o f  t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  s t u d i e d ;  3) f e m a l e s  w ere  l e s s  t o l e r a n t  o f  t h e
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m a j o r i t y  o f  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  f o r  c h o i c e  o f  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r  t h a n  were  t h e  

m a le s ;  if) m o th e rs ,  l i k e  t h e  female  c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s ,  had h i g h e r  p e r c e n t ­

a g es  o f  r e j e c t i o n  f o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  f o r  t h e i r  c h i l d r e n  t h a n  f a t h e r s ;

5) f a t h e r s  and m o the rs  w ere  more p r o t e c t i v e  In t h e i r  a t t i t u d e s  toward 

m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  f o r  t h e i r  d a u g h t e r s  t h a n  f o r  t h e i r  so n s ;  6) m a r r i e d  

s t u d e n t s  I n d i c a t e d  h i g h e r  p e r c e n t a g e s  o f  r e j e c t i o n  than  n o n -m a r r i e d  s t u ­

d e n t s  a l th o u g h  n o t  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  h i g h e r ;  7) non-campus r e s i d e n t s  had 

more r i g i d  r e q u i r e m e n t s  f o r  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  t h a n  campus 

r e s i d e n t  s t u d e n t s  and 8) s e 1f - p e r c e l v e d  c o n s e r v a t i v e  s t u d e n t s  had more 

c o n s e r v a t i v e  a t t i t u d e s  tow ard  t h e  s e l e c t i o n  o f  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  

p a r t n e r s  t h a n  e i t h e r  t h e  s e l f - p e r c e t v e d  l i b e r a l  o r  Independent  s t u d e n t s .

A l a r g e  p r o p o r t i o n  o f  bo th  s t u d e n t s  and p a r e n t s  r e p r e s e n t e d  In 

t h e  s tu d y  r e j e c t e d  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  w i t h  t h e  f o l l o w in g  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s :  

h a b i t u a l  d r i n k e r ,  d rug  u s e r ,  drug  a d d i c t ,  l i v i n g  In a commune, l i v i n g  as  

a h i p p y ,  f a v o r i n g  e x t r a - m a r i t a l  sex and denounc ing  r e l i g i o u s  f a i t h .  The 

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  w i th  t h e  h i g h e s t  p e r c e n t a g e s  o f  r e j e c t i o n  f o r  b o th  s t u ­

d e n t s  and p a r e n t s  was d ru g  a d d i c t i o n ,  r e j e c t e d  by 85.1 p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  

s t u d e n t s  and 8 0 .4  p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  p a r e n t s .  Drug u s e r s  r e c e i v e d  t h e  

second h i g h e s t  p e r c e n t a g e  o f  r e j e c t i o n  by b o th  s t u d e n t s  and p a r e n t s ,  6 9 .6  

and 72 .1  p e r  c e n t ,  r e s p e c t i v e l y .

S tu d e n t s  were  more I n c l i n e d  th a n  p a r e n t s  t o  r e j e c t  c h a r a c t e r ­

i s t i c s  p e r t a i n i n g  t o  d i v o r c e ,  h a b i t u a l  smoking ,  no d e s i r e  f o r  c h i l d r e n .  

P a r e n t s  were  more c o n s e r v a t i v e  than  t h e i r  c h i l d r e n  In t h e i r  a t t i t u d e s  

toward  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  who were l i v i n g  In communes, l i v i n g  a s  h i p p i e s ,  

o f  a n o t h e r  r a c e  and who w e re  s e x u a l l y  p e r m i s s i v e .



125

M o th e r s  and fem ale  c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s  I n d i c a t e d  h i g h e r  p e r c e n t ­

ag e s  o f  r e j e c t i o n  f o r  t h e  m a j o r i t y  o f  I tems I n c lu d e d  (n t h e  a t t i t u d e  

p r e f e r e n c e  s c a l e .  F a t h e r s  and m ale  c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s ,  however ,  had  

s l i g h t l y  h i g h e r  p e r c e n t a g e s  o f  r e j e c t i o n  f o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  who were  

n o t  good l o o k i n g  and who w ere  f rom  a h i g h e r  e d u c a t i o n a l  l e v e l .

P a r e n t s  and s t u d e n t s  s e l e c t e d  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  as  

"m o s t  d e t r i m e n t a l "  In a m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r  from a 1 1s t  e f  31 i tem s  I n c lu d e d  

In seven  m u l t i p l e  c h o i c e  q u e s t i o n s :  l i b e r a l  a t t i t u d e  toward  e x t r a ­

m a r i t a l  s e x ,  d r u g  a d d i c t ,  a n o t h e r  r a c e ,  e x t r e m e l y  p r e j u d i c e d ,  l o s s  o f  

r e l i g i o u s  f a i t h ,  I r r e s p o n s i b i l i t y ,  no d e s i r e  f o r  c h i l d r e n ,  h i g h e r  s o c i o ­

econom ic  l e v e l  and  tower e d u c a t i o n a l  l e v e l .

S e x - o r i e n t e d  Items p e r t a i n i n g  t o  s i x  male  o r  fem a le  c h a r a c t e r ­

i s t i c s  were  t a b u l a t e d  f o r  p e r c e n t a g e s  o f  r e s p o n s e s .  A p p ro x im a te ly  15 

p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  f e m a le s  r e j e c t e d  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  who had r e f u s e d  Induc­

t i o n  i n t o  t h e  s e r v i c e .  A p p ro x im a te ly  o n e - f o u r t h  o f  b o th  t h e  m a le  and 

f e m a le  s t u d e n t s  r e j e c t e d  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  who had p a ren ted  an I l l e g i t i ­

m a te  c h i l d  r e g a r d l e s s  o f  how an I n d i v i d u a l  c h o s e  t o  r e s o l v e  t h e  m a t t e r .  

P a r e n t s  o b j e c t e d  more t o  d a u g h t e r s  m a r ry in g  a  p e r so n  who had p a r e n t e d  

an I l l e g i t i m a t e  c h i l d  th an  t h e y  d i d  t o  sons  m a r ry in g  an i n d i v i d u a l  w i t h  

t h i s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c .

I m p ! I c a t l o n s

The f i n d i n g s  from t h i s  r e s e a r c h  s tu d y  s u g g e s t  s e v e r a l  I m p l i c a ­

t i o n s  f o r  p o s s i b l e  Im p le m e n ta t io n  and f u r t h e r  s tu d y :

1. A l th o u g h  s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  o c c u r r e d  between s t u d e n t s '  and 

p a r e n t s '  p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  r e g a r d i n g  th e  s p e c i f i e d  c h a r ­

a c t e r i s t i c s ,  b o t h  s t u d e n t s  and p a r e n t s  t e n d e d  toward  c o n s e r v a t i v e  r e p l i e s
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f o r  t h e  m a j o r i t y  o f  I tems on th e  q u e s t i o n n a i r e .  A g r e a t e r  p r o p o r t i o n  

o f  c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s  had h i g h e r  p e r c e n t a g e s  o f  r e j e c t i o n  f o r  more o f  t h e  

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  t h a n  t h e i r  p a r e n t s .  T h e re  was no c o n v i n c i n g  s i g n i f i c a n t  

d i f f e r e n c e  n o t e d  b e tw een  t h e  p r e f e r e n c e s  o f  s e l f - p e r c e l v e d  c o n s e r v a t i v e ,  

l i b e r a l  and In d e p e n d e n t  s t u d e n t s .  T h e se  f i n d i n g s  may imply t h a t  t h e  

g e n e r a t i o n  g ap  r e g a r d i n g  I n t e r p e r s o n a l  v a l u e  sys tem s  m ight  be  more 

s y m b o l i c  t h a n  r e a l i s t i c .

2 .  C o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s  I n d i c a t e d  more l e n i e n c y  toward m a r ry in g  a p e r s o n  

o f  a n o t h e r  r a c e  t h a n  d id  t h e i r  p a r e n t s .  N e a r ly  t h r e e  t im e s  more s t u d e n t s  

t h a n  p a r e n t s  s a i d  t h a t  a p a r t n e r  o f  a n o t h e r  r a c e  would n o t  be  c o n s i d e r e d  

I m p o r t a n t  In t h e i r  c h o i c e  o f  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r .  T h i s  m ight  imply a t r e n d  

to w a rd  i n c r e a s e s  o f  i n t e r r a c i a l  m a r r i a g e s  f o r  f u t u r e  g e n e r a t i o n s .

3 .  S ex u a l  p e r m i s s i v e n e s s  p r i o r  t o  m a r r i a g e  was a c c e p t e d  t o  a 

g r e a t e r  e x t e n t  by t h e  c o l l e g e - a g e  g e n e r a t i o n  t h a n  by t h e  p a r e n t a l  g e n e r a ­

t i o n .  The f i n d i n g s  a l s o  i n d i c a t e d ,  however ,  t h a t  s t u d e n t s  w ere  s l i g h t l y  

more opp o sed  t o  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  who f a v o r e d  e x t r a - m a r i t a l  sex  t h a n  t h e i r  

p a r e n t s .  A d d i t i o n a l  r e s e a r c h  i s  needed  t o  d e t e r m in e  what  c o r r e l a t i o n  

e x i s t s  b e tw e e n  a t t i t u d e s  toward  p r e - m a r i t a l  and e x t r a - m a r i t a l  s e x u a l  

p e r m i s s i v e n e s s  f o r  m a les  and f e m a l e s .

t*. Fem ale  s t u d e n t s  w ere  more opposed  th a n  male s t u d e n t s  t o  m a r i t a l  

p a r t n e r s  who f a v o r e d  p r e - m a r i t a l  o r  e x t r a - m a r i t a l  sexual  r e l a t i o n s .  T h i s  

may p r e s e n t  a  dilemma In a  s o c i e t y  which a l l o w s  t h e  e x i s t e n c e  o f  a d o u b le  

s t a n d a r d .  P r e v i o u s  r e s e a r c h  has  c o n t i n u a l l y  I n d i c a t e d  t h a t  m a le s  a r e  more 

a p t  t o  b e  i n v o l v e d  in  p r e - m a r i t a l  and e x t r a - m a r i t a l  s ex  and y e t  f e m a l e s  

h o l d  t h e  most  c o n s e r v a t i v e  p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  w i t h  t h e s e  

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s .  These  c o n f l i c t i n g  a t t i t u d e s  sh o u ld  be i n c o r p o r a t e d  In 

t h e  s t u d y  o f  human s e x u a l i t y  and sex  e d u c a t i o n .
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5 .  Fem ale  s t u d e n t s  r e j e c t e d  male  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  who had f a t h e r e d  

an I l l e g i t i m a t e  c h i l d  t o  a g r e a t e r  e x t e n t  t h a n  m a le s  r e j e c t e d  m a r i t a l  

p a r t n e r s  who had m o th e re d  an i l l e g i t i m a t e  c h i l d .  G r e a t e r  e m p h a s i s  In 

f a m i l y  l i f e  e d u c a t i o n  n e e d s  t o  be  p l a c e d  upon t h e  I m p l i c a t i o n s  o f  

f a t h e r i n g  a  c h i l d  o u t - o f - w e d l o c k .  F u r t h e r  r e s e a r c h  Is  needed t o  s tu d y  

a t t i t u d e s  o f  m a le s  and  f e m a l e s  toward  p a r e n t i n g  I l l e g i t i m a t e  c h i l d r e n .

6 .  The s tu d y  i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  r e l i g i o u s  p r a c t i c e  and f a i t h  s t i l l  

a p p e a r  t o  be  r e l a t i v e l y  i m p o r t a n t  c r i t e r i a  f o r  s e l e c t i o n  o f  m a r i t a l  

p a r t n e r s .  T h i s  I n d i c a t i o n  I s  c o n t r a r y  t o  t h e  c r i t i c i s m s  l e v e l e d  a g a i n s t  

'T h e  God i s  Oead" g e n e r a t i o n .

7 .  M a r r i e d  s t u d e n t s  and s t u d e n t s  r e s i d i n g  away from home d i d  n o t  

d i f f e r  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  from t h e  n o n - m a r r i e d  and s t u d e n t s  r e s i d i n g  a t  home 

w i t h  t h e i r  p a r e n t s  in  t h e i r  p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s .  

T h i s  may Imply t h a t  i n d i v i d u a l  v a l u e  sy s te m s  r e g a r d i n g  mate s e l e c t i o n  

c r i t e r i a  a r e  f o r m u l a t e d  p r i o r  t o  c o l l e g e - a g e .  The f i n d i n g  m igh t  s e r v e  

a s  e v i d e n c e  f o r  need  t o  i n c o r p o r a t e  f a m i l y  l i f e  e d u c a t i o n  p rogram s  In 

v a r i o u s  l e v e l s  o f  s e c o n d a r y  e d u c a t i o n .

8 .  R e s e a r c h  f i n d i n g s  In t h e  s tu d y  p e r t a i n i n g  t o  t h e  use  o f  a l c o h o l  

and d r u g s  m ig h t  be i n c o r p o r a t e d  I n t o  d rug  e d u c a t i o n  l i t e r a t u r e  and 

e d u c a t i o n a l  p ro g ra m s .  I t  was i n t e r e s t i n g  t o  n o t e  t h a t  b o th  s t u d e n t s  

and p a r e n t s  w e re  f a r  more t o l e r a n t  o f  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s  w i t h  i n n a t e  

p h y s i c a l  h a n d i c a p s  t h a n  t h e y  were  o f  p e r s o n s  w i t h  s e l f - a f f l i c t e d  h a n d i ­

c a p s .  P e r s o n n e l  in  h ig h  s c h o o l s  w i th  h igh  r a t e s  o f  drug  u t i l i z a t i o n  

m ig h t  f i n d  t h e  s t a t i s t i c s  in  t h i s  s tu d y  b e n e f i c i a l .  More t h a n  90  p e r  

c e n t  o f  t h e  s t u d e n t s  s t a t e d  t h a t  th ey  would r a t h e r  not a c c e p t  o r  would 

n e v e r  a c c e p t  d ru g  u s e r s  o r  d ru g  a d d i c t s  a s  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r s .
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9 .  Family  l i f e  e d u c a t i o n  t e x t b o o k s  s h o u l d  I n c o r p o r a t e  d i s c u s s i o n s  

on t h e  I n f l u e n c e  o f  d e v i a n t  s o c i a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  on t h e  m a te  s e l e c ­

t i o n  p r o c e s s .  Many o f  t h e  c u r r e n t  t e x t b o o k s  base  t h e i r  d i s c u s s i o n  o f  

t h e  d a t i n g  and m a r i t a l  s e l e c t i o n  on c r i t e r i a  d e te rm in e d  In  t h e  r e s e a r c h  

o f  t h e  1950s.  As long  a s  d r u g  u t i l i z a t i o n ,  sexua l  p e r m i s s i v e n e s s ,  

I l l e g i t i m a c y  and a l t e r n a t i v e  l i f e  s t y l e s  a r e  p r e v a l e n t  among t h e  you n g e r  

g e n e r a t i o n ,  t h e i r  Impact on long r ange  l i f e  commitments m u s t  be c o n ­

s i d e r e d .  Pros  and c o n s  o f  v a r i o u s  l i f e  s t y l e s  need t o  b e  I d e n t i f i e d  and 

d i s c u s s e d .

S u g g e s t i o n s  f o r  F u r t h e r  R esearch  

The f i n d i n g s  and i m p l i c a t i o n s  p r e s e n t e d  in t h i s  s t u d y  g e n e r a t e  

need  f o r  a d d i t i o n a l  r e s e a r c h :

1.  Extended  r e s e a r c h  i s  needed t o  co m pare  t h e  sam p le  w i t h  o t h e r  

s a m p le s  o f  s t u d e n t s  I n c l u d i n g  h ig h  s c h o o l ,  n o n - c o l l e g e  an d  c o l l e g e  s t u ­

d e n t s  who a r e  c o n s i d e r e d  more  l i b e r a l  t h a n  t h e  s t u d e n t s  r e p r e s e n t e d  in 

t h i s  s am ple .

2 .  R esea rch  I s  n e ed ed  t o  p robe  r e a s o n s  why m o th e rs  and  female  c o l ­

l e g e  s t u d e n t s  a r e  more c o n s e r v a t i v e  In  t h e i r  p r e f e r e n c e s  f o r  m a r i t a l  

p a r t n e r s  t h a n  male  c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t s  and f a t h e r s .  Are t h e s e  d i f f e r e n c e s  

p e r p e t u a t e d  by s o c i a l  m ores  o r  th ro u g h  p a r e n t - c h i l d  r e l a t i o n s h i p s ?  Are 

f e m a l e s  c u l t i v a t e d  f o r  m a r r i a g e  w h i l e  m a le s  a r e  c o n d i t i o n e d  t o  I t ?

3 .  D i f f e r e n c e s  in  i n t e r p e r s o n a l  a t t i t u d e s  p e r t a i n i n g  t o  mate 

s e l e c t i o n  be tween m a le s  and f em a les  need  t o  be  i d e n t i f i e d ,  a n a ly z e d  and 

I n t e r p r e t e d  I f  human s e x u a l i t y  Is  t o  r e a l l y  be  u n d e r s t o o d .
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A d d i t i o n a l  r e s e a r c h  i s  needed t o  g a in  i n s i g h t  I n t o  t h e  a t t i t u d e s  

and r e a c t i o n s  o f  m a les  and fe m a le s  r e g a r d i n g  p a r e n t i n g  c h i l d r e n  o u t - o f -  

w e d lo c k .  How does  t h e  r e so lv e m e n t  o f  t h i s  s i t u a t i o n  by means o f  a b o r ­

t i o n ,  g l v l n g - u p  t h e  c h i l d  o r  r e a r i n g  t h e  c h i l d  as a s i n g l e  p a r e n t  a f f e c t  

t h e  a t t i t u d e  o f  a p o t e n t i a l  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r ?

5 .  A d d i t i o n a l  r e s e a r c h  Is  needed t o  d e te rm in e  what  r e l a t i o n s h i p  

e x i s t s  be tween  a t t i t u d e s  and b e h a v i o r  a f f e c t i n g  p r e - m a r i t a l  and e x t r a ­

m a r i t a l  s ex u a l  invo lvem ent .

6 .  F u r t h e r  r e s e a r c h  Is needed t o  g a in  i n s i g h t  I n t o  t h e  r e l a t i o n -  

s h i p s  w h ic h  may e x i s t  between p o l i t i c a l  t e n d e n c i e s  and s o c i a l  r e j e c t i o n  

o r  a c c e p t a n c e  o f  v a r y i n g  l i f e  s t y l e s .  The l i n e  of  d i s t i n c t i o n  between 

p o l i t i c a l  and s o c i a l  d im en s io n s  o f  l i f e  a p p e a r s  t o  be  I n c r e a s i n g l y  

f i n e r ,

7 .  The re  I s  u r g e n t  need f o r  l o n g i t u d i n a l  s t u d i e s  in t h e  a r e a  o f  

I n t e r g e n e r a t  I o n a 1 a t t i t u d e s .  Although c o n s e r v a t i v e  a t t i t u d e s  were 

e x e m p l i f i e d  in  t h i s  s tu d y  by bo th  p a r e n t s  and s t u d e n t s ,  t h e r e  was a 

t e n d e n c y  f o r  t h e  s t u d e n t  g e n e r a t i o n  t o  be more a c c e p ta n t  o f  I s s u e s  

c o n c e r n i n g  i n t e r r a c i a l  m a r r i a g e ,  a b o r t i o n ,  h i p p i s a  and  communal l i v i n g .

I f  t h i s  t r e n d  i s  c o n t i n u e d ,  I t  may be t h a t  f u t u r e  g e n e r a t i o n s  w i l l  be 

more a c c e p t a n t  o f  v a r i o u s  l i f e  s t y l e s .

8 .  R esea rch  i s  needed t o  compare changes  In a t t i t u d e s  as  one g e n e r a ­

t i o n  moves from t h e  p e r i o d  o f  a d o le s c e n c e  t o  t h e  p e r io d  o f  m id d le sce n c e .  

I f  a t t i t u d e s  undergo  b a s i c  t r a n s i t i o n s ,  what  f a c t o r s  a r e  a t t r i b u t e d  t o  

c h a n g e?  Do p a r e n t s  become more c o n s e r v a t i v e  In t h e i r  a t t i t u d e s  d u r in g  

m i d d l e s c e n c e  t h a n  n o n - p a r e n t s ?
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A P P E N D IX  A

TABLES PRESENTING THE GROUP WITH THE HIGHEST PERCENTAGE OF 

REJECTION, CHI SQUARE, DEGREES OF FREEDOM AND PROBABILITY LEVELS FOR 

CHARACTERISTICS INFLUENCING THE SELECTION OF DATING AND/OR MARITAL PARTNERS 

AS PERCEIVED BY VARIOUS CLASSIFICATIONS OF STUDENTS ANO PARENTS

131



TABLE X X X I I I .  CHI SQUARE, DEGREES OF FREEDOM ANO PROBABILITY LEVEL FOR CHARACTERISTICS INFLUENCING THE
ACCEPTANCE OR RE JE C TIO N  OF DATING AND MARITAL PARTNERS AS VIEWED BY

COLLEGE STUDENTS ( N * 4 6 5 )

CHARACTERISTIC S ta tu s  w ith  Highest 
Percentage of R ejec tion X2 df Probab!1f ty

N eurotic  Tendencies M arital 2k .09123 
3.1+2828

4 000
S l ig h t  Physical Handicap Dating 4 .488
Major Physical Handicap Marltal 8.20071 4 .084
Poor Health Mari ta l 23.71037 4 .000
Not Good Looking Dating 1.4566k 4 .834
Had Been Divorced Ma r 11 a 1 11.17129 4 .024
Favored Divorce M arital k8.03352 4 .000
Had ChiIdren Dating 21.80612 4 .000
Habitual Smoker M arlta l 14.61545 4 .005
Habitual Drinker Mari ta l 29.89531 4 ,000
Drug User M arltal 52.77228 4 .000
Drug Addict M arital 19.06433 4 .000
Living in Commune M arital 20.50165 4 .000
Living as Hippy Marital 10.23486 4 .036
Another Race M arital 4.32693 3 .228
Lower Educational Level M arital 11.12542 4 .025
Higher Educational Level Dating 23.71632 4 .000
Lower Socio-economic Level Marital 0.64108 4 .958
Higher Socio-economic Level Dat ing 2,91485 4 .572
Favored E x tra -m ar ita l  Sex M arital 127.24859 4 .000
No D esire  f o r  Children M arital 129.46703 4 .000
Favored Abortion Marital 5.47242 4 .242
Sexually  Perm issive Marital 43.22731 4 .000
Denounced Relig ious P ra c t ic e Mari ta l 19-56296 4 .000
Denounced Relig ious F a i th Mari t a l 24.79587 4 .000
L i t t l e  Sense of R e s p o n s ib i l i ty Marital 373.48950 4 .000

SEX-ORIENTED CHARACTERISTICS 
Refused Serv ice  Induction M arital 1.94618 4 •.745
Fathered I l l e g i t im a te  Child Dating 6.37511 3 ,094
D esired  Large Family M arital 30.86932 .000
Gtven-up 11 le g i t im a te  Child M arital 19.28818 4 .000
Rearing I l l e g i t im a te  Child M arital 8.21947 4 .083
Had P re -m ari ta l  Abortion M arita l 8.91656 4 .063

S i g n i f i c a n c e  L e v e l  ■  .0 1



T A B U  XXXIV. CHI SQUARE, DEGREES OF FREEDOM ANO PROBABILITY LEVEL FOR CHARACTERISTICS INFLUENCING THE
ACCEPTANCE OR REJECTION OF MARITAL PARTNERS AS VIEWED BY COLLEGE STUDENTS (tHt£S)

AND THEIR PARENTS (N -3 1 8 )

C H A R A C T E R I S T I C G r o u p  w i t h  H i g h e s t  
P e r c e n t a g e  o f  R e j e c t i o n X 2 d f P r o b a b i l i t y

N e u r o t i c  T e n d e n c i e s S t u d e n t s 3 2 . 5 2 2 2 3 b . 0 0 0
S l i g h t  P h y s i c a l  H a n d i c a p S t u d e n t s 1 3 . 3 9 9 8 7 b . 0 0 9
M a j o r  P h y s i c a l  H a n d i c a p S t u d e n t s 25 . 5 0 8 2 7 3 . 0 0 0
P o o r  H e a l t h S t u d e n t s 3 1 . 9 1 7 7 2 b . 0 0 0
N o t  G o o d  L o o k i n g S t u d e n t s 6 6 . 8 2 7 9 b b . 0 0 0
H a d  B e e n  D i v o r c e d S t u d e n t s 5 9 . 3 W 1 1 b . 0 0 0
F a v o r e d  D i v o r c e S t u d e n t s 1 + 2 .1 4 9 2 2 8 b . 0 0 0
H a d  C h i l d r e n S t u d e n t s 1 9 . 6 5 8 6 2 b . 0 0 0
H a b i t u a l  S m o k e r S t u d e n t s 5 2 . 3 6 5 8 8 b . 0 0 0
H a b i t u a l  D r i n k e r S t u d e n t s l b . 5 5 H 6 b .005
D r u g  U s e r P a  r e n t s 2 3 . 1 9 6 2 3 b .000
D r u g  A d d i c t S t u d e n t s 1 0 . 5 6 0 1 5 b .032
L i v i n g  I n  C o m m u n e P a r e n t s 8 0 . 1 6 0 7 5 b . 0 0 0
L i v i n g  a s  H i p p y P a r e n t s 1 1 0 . 9 8 3 2 6 b .000
A n o t h e r  R a c e P a r e n t s 5 3 . 3 3 6 6 9 3 .000
L o w e r  E d u c a t i o n a l  L e v e l S t u d e n t s t b . 6 7 3 0 8 b .005
H i g h e r  E d u c a t i o n a l  L e v e l S t u d e n t s 8 b . 7 0 8 1 8 b . 0 0 0
L o w e r  S o c i o - e c o n o m i c  L e v e l S t u d e n t s b 3 . 9 0 3 5 6 b . 0 0 0
H i g h e r  S o c i o - e c o n o m i c  L e v e l S t u d e n t s 3 0 . 1 3 5 1 5 b . 0 0 0
F a v o r e d  E x t r a - m a r i t a l  S e x S t u d e n t s 1 6 . 1 6 2 2 0 b . 0 0 2
N o  D e s i r e  f o r  C h i l d r e n S t u d e n t s 7 8 . 2 5 6 6 7 b . 0 0 0
F a v o r e d  A b o r t i o n P a r e n t s 6 0 . 2 8 8 6 2 b . 0 0 0
S e x u a l l y  P e r m i s s i v e P a r e n t s 6 7 . 5 7 0 5 0 b . 0 0 0
D e n o u n c e d  R e l i g i o u s  P r a c t i c e P a r e n t s 6 8 . 9 9 7 5 9 b . 0 0 0
D e n o u n c e d  R e l i g i o u s  F a i t h P a r e n t s 5 2 . 9 2 b 3 6 b . 0 0 0
L i t t l e  S e n s e  o f  R e s p o n s i b i l i t y S t u d e n t s 5 0 . 9 9 7 1 3 b , 00c
S E X - O R I E N T E D  C H A R A C T E R I S T I C S  
R e f u s e d  S e r v i c e  I n d u c t i o n P a r e n t s 3 6 . 7 0 7 2 8 b .000
F a t h e r e d  I l l e g i t i m a t e  C h i l d P a r e n t s 1 8 . 0 9 0 8 b 3 . 0 0 0
D e s i r e d  L a r g e  F a m i l y S t u d e n t s 3 3 . 3 2 b b 2 b . 0 0 0
H a d  P r e - m a r i t a l  A b o r t i o n S t u d e n t s 2 0 . 9 9 b 9 8 b . 0 0 0
G l v e n - u p  I l l e g i t i m a t e  C h i  I d S t u d e n t s l b . Q 3 b 7 b b .007
R e a r i n g  I l l e g i t i m a t e  C h i l d S t u d e n t s 1 3 . 9 9 8 2 9 b .007

S i g n i f i c a n t *  L*v«1 -  .0 1



TABLE XXXV. CHI SQUARE, DEGREES OF FREEDOH AND PRO BABILITY LEVELS FOR CHARACTERISTICS INFLUENCING THE
ACCEPTANCE OR R EJEC TIO N OF MARITAL PARTNERS AS PERCEIVED BY COLLEGE FEMALES ( N - 2 2 5 )

AND COLLEGE HALES ( N - 2 4 0 )

CHARACTERISTIC
Group w ith  Highest 

Percentage o f  R ejection X2 df P robab i1I ty

Neurotic  Tendencies Females A.77696 4 .311
S l ig h t  Physical Handicap Females 16.50557 4 .002
Major Physical Handicap Males 1.W565 3 .685
Poor Health Males 10.25630 4 .026
Not Good Looking Males 34.01164 4 .000
Had Been Divorced Females 29.7k585 1* .000
Favored Divorce Females 9.91001 4 .042
Had Children Hales 9.5251*5 1* .01*9
Habitual Smoker Males 19.65683 i* .000
Habitual Drinker Females 12.41523 4 .014
Drug User Females 21.03748 4 .000
Drug Addict Females 20.01*118 4 .000
Living In Commune Females 3.80205 4 .308
Living as Hippy Females 29.90778 4 .000
Another Race Females 19.76053 3 .000
Lower Educational Level Females 89.11148 4 .000
Higher Educational Level Males 65.89673 1* .000
Lower Socio-economic Level Females 1*2.09280 1* .000
Higher Socio-economic Level Males 19.96561 4 . 0 0 0
Favored E x tra -m arI ta l  Sex Females 31.8A618 4 .0 00
No D esire  fo r  Children Females 1*2 . 301*69 4 .000
Favored Abortion Females 17.57121 4 .001
Sexually  Perm issive Females 19.72023 4 .000
Denounced R elig ious  P ra c t ic e Females 27.34662 4 .000
Qenounced R elig ious  F a i th Females 31*. 66898 4 .000
L i t t l e  Sense o f  R e s p o n s ib i l i ty Females 20.54228 4 .000

S i g n i f i c a n c e  L e v e l  *  ,0 1



TABLE XX XVI.  CHI SQUARE, DEGREES OF FREEDOM AND PROBABILITY LEVELS FOR CHARACTERISTICS INFLUENCING THE
ACCEPTANCE OR R EJEC TIO N  OF DATING PARTNERS AS PERCEIVED BY COLLEGE FEMALES ( N - 2 2 5 )

AND COLLEGE HALES <H-2*fO)

CHARACTERISTICS Group w ith  Highest 
Percentage  of R ejection X2 df P robab l11ty

Neurotic  Tendencies Females 11.37571 4 .022
S l ig h t  Physical Handicap Males 13-76085 4 .008
Major Physical Handicap Hales 7.49689 4 .111
Poor Health Mates 2.92998 4 .569
Not Good Looking Hales 58.45593 4 .000
Had Been Divorced Ferna1es 3̂ +. 04881 4 .000
Favored Divorce Females 18.92717 4 .000
Had ChiIdren Females 3.68470 4 .450
Habitual Smoker Hales 8.93195 3 .030
Habitual Drinker Females 17.16875 4 .001
Drug User Females t 9.08020 4 .000
Drug Addict Females 26.32188 3 .000
Living in Commune Females 11.53805 if .021
Living as Hippy Females 33-17784 4 .000
Another Race Females 19.64468 3 .000
Lower Educational Level Females 79.15685 4 .000
Higher Educational Level Males 46.28418 4 .000
Lower Socio-economic Level Females If 1.58865 4 .000
Higher Socio-economic Level Females 19.13338 4 .000
Favored E x tra -m a r i ta l  Sex Females *7.89555 4 .000
No D esire  fo r  Children Females 23.76917 4 .000
Favored Abortion Females 21.17816 4 .000
Sexually  Perm issive Females 72.33298 4 .000
Denounced R elig ious  P r a c t ic e Females 20.54968 4 .000
Denounced R elig ious  F a i th Females 33.16164 4 .000
L i t t l e  Sense o f  R e s p o n s ib i l i ty Females 39.72609 4 .000

•

S i g n i f i c a n c e  L e v e l  •  , 0 1



TABLE X X X V I I .  CHI SQUARE, DEGREES OF FREEDOM AND PRO BABILITY LEVELS FOR CHARACTERISTICS INFLUENCING THE
ACCEPTANCE OR R E JE C TIO N  OF MARITAL PARTNERS FOR DAUGHTERS AND SONS AS VIEWED BY

MOTHERS ( N - 1 6 8 )

CHARACTERISTIC Group w i t h  H i g h e s t  
P e r c e n t a g e  o f  R e j e c t i o n X2 d f P r o b a b i l i t y

N e u r o t i c  T e n d e n c i e s D a u g h t e r s 5.85945 4 .209
S l i g h t  P h y s i c a l  H a n dicap D a u g h t e r s 4. 39837 3 .221
M ajor P h y s i c a l  H a n d ic a p . D a u g h t e r s 5.18240 3 .158
P o o r  H e a l t h D a u g h t e r s If. 06607 3 .254
N ot Good L o o k in g D a u g h t e r s 1.02639 3 -794
Had Been D i v o r c e d S o n s 8.87783 4 .064
F a v o r e d  D i v o r c e D a u g h t e r s 5-19358 4 .268
Had C h i l d r e n S o n s 19.68716 3 .000
H a b i t u a l  Smoker D a u g h t e r s 6.55825 3 .087
H a b i t u a l  D r in k e r S o n s 7.32396 3 .062
Drug U se r S o n s 2.26062 2 .322
Drug A d d ic t S on s if-77213 2 .092
L i v i n g  I n  Commune D a u g h t e r s 2.85756 3 .414
L i v i n g  a s  Hippy D a u g h t e r s if. 67945 3 .196
A n o th e r  R ace D a u g h t e r s 10.90322 3 .012
Lower E d u c a t i o n a l  L e v e l D a u g h t e r s 25-93639 3 .000
H ig h e r  E d u c a t i o n a l  L e v e l S o n s 23.55029 3 .000
Lower S o c i o - e c o n o m i c  L e v e l D a u g h te r s 8.01987 4 .0 9 0
H ig h e r  S o c i o - e c o n o m i c  L ev e l O a u g h te r s 17-66595 4 .001
F a v o r e d  E x t r a - m a r i t a l  S ex D a u g h t e r s 7.25458 4 .123
No D e s i r e  f o r  C h i l d r e n D a u g h t e r s 13.31301 4 .009
F a v o r e d  A b o r t io n D a u g h te r s 5.2767if 3 .152
S e x u a l l y  P e r m i s s i v e S o n s 1.50903 3 ,680
D en o un ce d  R e l i g i o u s  P r a c t i c e D a u g h t e r s 5.96457 3 .113
D enounced  R e l i g i o u s  F a i t h D a u g h te r s 2.11564 3 .548
L i t t l e  S e n s e  o f  R e s p o n s i b i l i t y D a u g h te r s 7.66105 3 *.053

S i g n i f i c a n c e  L a v a l  “  . 0 1



TABLE X X X V II I .  CHI SQUARE, DEGREES OF FREEDOM AND PR O B A B IL IT Y  LEVELS FOR C H A R A C TE R IST IC S INFLUENCING THE
ACCEPTANCE OR R E JE C T IO N  OF MARITAL PARTNERS FOR DAUGHTERS AND SONS AS VIEWED BY

FATHERS {N—1 4 7 )

CHARACTERISTIC Group w ith  H ighest 
Percentage o f R e jec tio n x2 df P ro b a b il ity

N euro tic  Tendencies D aughters 7.55189 4 .1 0 9
S lig h t Physical Handicap D aughters 4.20019 4 .379
Major Physical Handicap D aughters 8.77222 3 .0 3 2
Poor H ealth D aughters 13.80840 3 .003
Not Good Looking D aughters 5.30850 .257
Had Been Divorced D aughters 8.14717 .0 8 6
Favored Divorce Daughters 7.44125 4 .114
Had C h ild ren Daughters 3.15654 .533
H abitual Smoker D aughters 8.84509 4 .065
H abitual D rinker Daughters t . 77287 3 .6 2 0
Drug User D aughters 3.96276 2 .137
Drug Addict Daughters 4.01250 2 .134
Living in Commune Daughters 7.90634 3 .048
Living as Hippy Daughters 11.39225 3 .0 0 9
Another Race Daughters 3.66537 3 .299
Lower Educational Level Daughters 7.14749 .1 2 8
Higher E ducational Level Sons 8.31035 3 .040
Lower Socio-economic Level Sons 1.68853 4 .792
Higher Socio-economic Level Sons 8.41082 .077
Favored E x tra -m a rita l Sex D aughters 7.74604 3 .051
No D esire  fo r  C hild ren D aughters 8.71931 4 .0 6 8
Favored Abortion Daughters 3-95328 3 .2 6 6
Sexually  Perm issive D aughters 4.60717 4 .330
Denounced R elig ious P ra c tic e Daughters 7.41596 3 .059
Denounced R elig ious F a ith Daughters 7.54195 3 .0 5 6
L i t t l e  Sense o f R e sp o n s ib ility Daughters 10 .26178

- — ............... - - - - -

3 .016

S i g n i f i c a n c e  L e v e l  “  . 0 1



TABLE X X X IX . CH I SQUARE, DEGREES OF FREEDOM AND P R O B A B IL IT Y  LEVELS FOR C H A R A C TE R IST IC S INFLUENCING THE
ACCEPTANCE OR REJECTION OF MARITAL PARTNERS AS VIEWED BY NON-MARRIED (N-397) AND

MARRIED STUDENTS (N-68)

CHARACTERISTIC Group w ith  H ighest 
Percen tage o f R ejec tion

X2 df P ro b a b il ity

N euro tic  Tendencies M arried A .20193 A .379
S lig h t Physical Handicap S ing le 6 .2 8 5 6 0 A .178
Major Physical Handicap M arried I . 8 3 8 t 9 3 .6 0 6
Poor H ealth M arried 2 . 2267A A . 69A
Not Good Looking H arried 3-53A27 A .A72
Had Been Divorced S ing le 13.21789 A .0 1 0
Favored D ivorce S in g le 13.58938 A .0 0 8
Had C hiIdren S 1 rtg 1 e A .71970 A .317
H abitual Smoker S ing le 11.07912 A .025
H abitual D rinker M arried 5.36896 A .251
Drug User M arried 6.09978 A .191
Drug Addict M arried 6.07059 A .193
Living In Commune M arried 7.55919 A .109
Living as Hippy M arried I0.518A3 A .0 3 2
Another Race M arried 3.90586 3 .271
Lower Educational Level H arried 2.95987 A .56A
Higher Educational Level M arried O.A77A7 A .975
Lower Socio-economic Level S ing le . 7 . 6A999 A .105
Higher Socio-economic Level M arried 5.1618A A .271
Favored E x tra -m a rita l Sex S 1ng 1 e 12.07399 A .0 1 6
No D esire  fo r  C hildren M arried 0 . 90AA6 A .923
Favored A bortion S in g le 6.67995 A .153
Sexually  Perm issive M arried 0.73866 A .9A6
Oenounced R elig ious P ra c tic e S ing le 0.56AS9 A .966
Denounced R e lig io u s F a ith S in g le 2.627A0 A .622
L i t t l e  Sense o f  R e sp o n s ib ility M arried 3.89902 A .A19

S i g n i f i c a n c e  L a v a l  “  .0 1



TABLE X L . C H I SQUARE, DEGREES OF FREEDOM AND PR O B A B IL IT Y  LEVELS FOR C H A R A C TE R IST IC S INFLUENCING THE
ACCEPTANCE OR R E JE C T IO N  OF DATING PARTNERS AS VIEWED BY NON-HARR IED  ( N - 3 9 7 )  AND

HARRIED STUDENTS ( N - 6 8 )

CHARACTERISTIC
Group w ith  H ighest 

P ercentage o f  R ejec tion X2 df P ro b a b il ity

N euro tic  Tendencies H arried 1.17690 4 .881
S lig h t  Physical Handicap S ing le 2. 10354 4 .716
Major Physical Handicap S in g le 3.60310 4 .462
Poor H ealth S ing le 8.0207k 4 .090
Not Good Looking M arried 6.05655 4 .195
Had Been Divorced S ing le 9.7855k 4 .044
Favored Divorce SIng 1 e 5.50961 4 .238
Had C hildren S ing le 11.51937 4 .021
H abitual Smoker S ing le 12.63491 3 .005
H abitual D rinker H arried 4.90957 4 .296
Drug User M arried 4.79644 4 .308
Drug Addict M arried 4.52319 3 .210
Living In Commune M arried 5.92761 4 .204
Living as Hippy M arried 9.66147 4 .046
Another Race M arried 0.26405 3 .966
Lower Educational Level M arried 3.39376 4 .494
Higher Educational Level H arried 3.80119 4 .433
Lower Socio-economic Level S ing le 5.35078 4 .253
Higher Socio-economic Level S Ingte 3.53139 4 .433
Favored E x tra -m a rita l  Sex H arried 0.40670 4 .981
No D esire  fo r  C h ild ren M arried 2.21332 4 .6 9 6
Favored A bortion M arried 2.49490 4 .645
Sexually  Perm issive M arried 2.01483 4 .733
Denounced R elig ious P ra c tic e M arried 4.53521 4 .338
Denounced R elig ious F a ith M arried 10.10257 4 .038
L i t t l e  Sense o f  R e sp o n s ib ility M arried 3.51396 4 .475

S i g n i f i c a n c e  L e v e l  ■ . 0 1



TABLE X I I .  C H I SQ UARE, DEGREES O F FREEDOM AND P R O B A B IL IT Y  LEV ELS FOR C H A R A C TE R IST IC S  IN FLU EN CIN G  THE
ACCEPTANCE OR R E JE C T IO N  OF HA RITA L PARTNERS AS VIEWED BY CA M PU S-R ESID EN T

STUDENTS ( N - I I O )  AND STUDENTS R E S ID IN G  W ITH PARENTS ( N * 2 6 0 )

CHARACTERISTIC
Group w ith  H ighest 

Percentage o f  R e jec tion X2 df P ro b a b il i ty

N euro tic  Tendencies R esident M 6 W 7 k .358
S lig h t Physical Handicap R esident l . k 1826 k , 8k!
Major Physical Handicap Non-Resident 1.79680 3 .615
Poor H ealth R esident k.kSOOk k . 3k8
Not Good Looking Non-Resident 7 .15072 k .1 2 8
Had Seen Divorced Non-Resident 2.2887k k .6 8 2
Favored Divorce Non-Resident 3.3708k k .k97
Had C hiIdren Non-Resident 1.09250 k .895
H abitual Smoker Non-Res iden t 3.31385 k .506
H abitual D rinker Non-Resident 7.91678 k . 09k
Drug User Non-Resident 2,372k5 k .667
Drug Addict Non-Resident 10 , 0316k k .039
Living in Commune R esident 1.61362 k .8 0 6
Living  as Hippy R esident 0 .kk£00 k .978
Another Race Non-Resident 2 .6 0 5 6 2 3 .k 56
Lower Educational Level Non-Resident 3.07998 k . 5kk
Higher Educational Level Non-Res i dent 5 . 0k3k2 k .2 8 2
Lower Socio-economic Level R esident 6 .9 6 0 0 0 k .138
Higher Socio-economic Level Non-Resident k . 5k361 k .337
Favored E x tra -m a rita l Sex Non-Resident Z.58k65 3 ,k 60
No D esire f o r  C hildren Non-Resident 3.227k9 k .520
Favored A bortion Non-Res Ident l . k 0858 k . 6k2
Sexually  Perm issive Non-Resident 3 .002k7 k .557
Denounced R e lig io u s P ra c tic e Non-Resident 3 . 2 1 1k8 k .523
Denounced R e lig io u s F e lth Non-Resident I . k 11k6 k . 8k 2
L i t t l e  Sense o f R e sp o n s ib ility Non-Resident k . 36998 k .358

S i g n i f i c a n c e  L e v e l  ■  .0 1



TABLE XL It. CHI SQUARE, DECREES OF FREEDOH AND PROBABILITY LEVELS FOR CHM UCTERISTICS INFLUENCING THE
ACCEPTANCE OR R E JE C T IO N  OF DATING PARTNERS AS VIEWED BY C A H PU S•R ESID E N T

STUDENTS ( N - I I O )  AND STUDENTS R E S ID IN G  W ITH PARENTS ( N - 2 6 0 )

CHARACTERISTIC
Group w ith  H ighest 

P ercentage of R ejec tion X2 df P ro b a b il ity

N euro tic  Tendencies Non-Resident 8.b253l b .077
S lig h t Physical Handicap Non-Resident 2.36520 b .668
Major Physical Handicap R esident 2.870b3 b .579
Poor H ealth R esident 3.83^38 3 .279
Not Good Looking Non-Resident I.2b9b3 b .869
Had Been Divorced Non-Resident 5.67926 b .22b
Favored Divorce Non-Resident b . 79786 b .308
Had C h ild ren Non-Resident 3.b757b b .b8 l
H abitual Smoker Non-Resident 1.8257b 3 .609
H abitual D rinker Non-Resident lb.0761b b .007
Drug User Non-Resident 0.82803 3 ,8b2
Drug Addict Non-Resident 1.50100 3 .682
Living In Commune Non-Resident 1.19221 b .879
Living as Hippy R esident 2.21895 b .695
Another Race Non-Resident b .86097 3 .182
Lower Educational Level Non-Resident 1.70609 b .789
Higher Educational Level Non-Resident 1.2S]b7 b .869
Lower Socio-economic Level Non-Resident 2.62731 b .622
Higher Socio-economic Level Non-Resident 5.b8808 b .2b0
Favored E x tra -m a rita l Sex Non-Resident 3.66820 b .b52
No D esire  fo r  C hildren Non-Resident 6.089b0 b .192
Favored A bortion Non-Res 1 dent 3.5519b b .b70
Sexually  Perm issive Non-Res 1 dent IO.bb762 b .033
Denounced R elig ious P ra c t ic e Non-Resident 0.57563 b .965
Denounced R elig ious F a ith Non-Resident 2.03b76 3 .565
L i t t l e  Sense o f R e sp o n s ib ility Non-Resident 3.89398 b .b20

S i g n i f i c a n c e  L e v e l  *  . 0 1



TABLE XL I I I .  CHI SQUARE, DEGREES OF FREEDOM AND PR O B A B IL IT Y  LEVEL FOR C H A R A C TE R IST IC S IN F L U E N C IN C /H IE
ACCEPTANCE OR R E JE C T IO N  OF MARITAL PARTNERS AS VIEWED BY S E L F -P E R C E IV E D  /
L IB ER A L ( N - 1 1 2 ) ,  CONSERVATIVE ( M « I 5 6 )  AND INDEPENDENT ( N - 1 9 2 )  STUDENTS /

CHARACTERISTIC Group w ith  H ighest 
Percen tage o f R e jec tio n X2 df P ro b a b il ity

N eurotic  Tendencies C onservative 6.51375 8 .589
S lig h t  Physical Handicap Independent 16.78266 8 .032
Major Physical Handicap C onservative 12.43289 6 .053
Poor H ealth Independent 7.51627 8 .482
Not Good Looking * L Ib e ra I/C o n se rv a t1ve 5.65522 8 .685
Had Been Divorced C onservative 27.82399 8 .000
Favored Divorce C onservative 5.69240 8 .681
Had C hiIdren C onservative 10.94772 8 .204
H abitual Smoker C onservative 11.95093 8 .153
H abitual D rinker C onservative 17.45721 8 .025
Drug User C onservative 19.13101 8 .014
Drug Addict C onservative 16.26408 8 .038
Living In Commune C onservative 35.62799 8 .000
Living as Hippy C onservative 36.36342 8 .000
Another Race C onservative 22.74124 6 .000
Lower Educational Level C onservative 12.70469 8 .122
Higher Educational Level 1ndependent 5.33862 8 .720
Lower Socio-economic Level C onservative 19.81366 8 .011
Higher Soclo-economlc Level Independent 14.33686 8 .073
Favored E x tra -m a rita l  Sex C onservative 12.65853 8 .124
No D esire fo r  C hildren C onservative 6.63734 8 .576
Favored A bortion C onservative 13.11439 8 .108
Sexually  Perm issive C onservative 16.87109 8 .031
Denounced R elig ious P ra c tic e C onservative 32.20033 8 .000
Denounced R elig ious F a ith C onservative 36.65692 8 .000
L i t t l e  Sense o f  R e sp o n s ib ility 1ndependent 4.34865 8 .823

*Tle

S i g n i f i c a n c e  L e v e l  ■  . 0 1



T M L E  X L IV . C H I SQUARE, DECREES OF FREEDOM AND PR O B A B IL IT Y  LEV ELS FOR C H A R A C TE R IST IC S  INFLU EN CIN G  THE
ACCEPTANCE OR R E JE C T IO N  OF DATING PARTNERS AS VIEWED BY S E L F -P E R C E IV E D
LIB ER A L ( N - 1 1 2 ) ,  CONSERVATIVE ( N - 1 5 6 )  AND INDEPENDENT ( H - 1 9 2 )  STUOENTS

CHARACTERISTIC Group w l t h  H i g h e s t  
P e r c e n t a g e  o f  R e j e c t i o n X2 d f P ro b a b il ity

N e u r o t i c  T e n d e n c i e s In d e p e n d e n t 7.56790 8 .b76
S l i g h t  P h y s i c a l  H a n dicap In d e p e n d e n t 15.82207 8 .0b5
M ajor P h y s i c a l  H a n dica p Li b e r a l 3 .2 2 9 b 1 8 .919
P oor H e a l t h 1 n d e p e n d e n t 6.56277 8 .58b
N ot Good L ook ing In d e p e n d e n t 9.63796 8 .291
Had B een  D iv o r c e d C o n s e r v a t l v e 18.88187 8 .015
F a v o r e d  D i v o r c e C o n s e r v a t i v e 1 6 .3 6 0 8 6 8 .037
Had C h i l d r e n C o n s e r v a t i v e 15.68919 8 .0b7
H a b i t u a l  Smoker C o n s e r v a t i v e 15.30838 6 .018
H a b i t u a l  D r in k e r C o n s e r v a t i v e 1 6 .0 3 2 b ! 8 .O bi
Drug U s e r C o n s e r v a t i v e 25.69289 8 .001
Drug A d d i c t 1n d e p e n d e n t 20.86752 6 .001
L i v i n g  in  Commune C o n s e r v a t i v e 2 1 . 965b! 8 .005
L i v i n g  a s  H ippy C o n s e r v a t i v e 32.b9037 8 . 0 0 0
A n o th e r  Race C o n s e r v a t i v e 16.95073 6 .0 0 9
Lower E d u c a t i o n a l  L e v e l In d e p e n d e n t 13.63325 8 .091
H ig h e r  E d u c a t i o n a l  L e v e l L i b e r a l 5.29275 . 8 .725
Lower S o c i o - e c o n o m i c  L e v e l C o n s e r v a t i v e 12.b8552 8 .1 3 0
H ig h e r  S o c i o - e c o n o m i c  L e v e l I n d e p e n d e n t 3.7**b53 8 .879
F a v o r e d  E x t r a - m a r i t a l  Sex C o n s e r v a t i v e I 6 .b 7 6 2 b 8 .0 3 6
No D e s i r e  f o r  C h i l d r e n C o n s e r v a t i v e 12,23552 8 . Ib l
F a v o r e d  A b o r t io n C o n s e r v a t i v e 16.23539 8 .039
S e x u a l l y  P e r m i s s i v e C o n s e r v a t i v e 26.b27b9 8 . 0 0 0
D en oun ced  R e l i g i o u s  P r a c t i c e C o n s e r v a t i v e 2 3 .9 W 8 . 0 0 2
D en oun ced  R e l i g i o u s  F a i t h I n d e p e n d e n t 31.33582 8 . 0 0 0
L i t t l e  S e n s e  o f  R e s p o n s i b i l i t y C o n s e r v a t i v e 12.3037 8 .138

S i g n i f i c a n c e  L e v a )  -  . 0 1



APPENDIX B 

STUDENT QUESTIONNAIRE

\hh



I1*?

DIRECTIONS: P l e a s e  answer  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  q u e s t i o n s  by m ark ing  t h e  l e t t e r
w h i c h  c o r r e s p o n d s  t o  y o u r  answer  In t h e  a p p r o p r i a t e  b l a n k .

1. You a r e  t a k i n g  t h i s  t e s t  a s  a

a)  C o l l e g e  s t u d e n t
b)  P a r e n t  o f  c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t

2 .  You a r e

a) Female
b) Hale

3 .  What Is y o u r  a p p r o x im a te  age

a)  Between 18 and 23
b)  Between 2*t and 29
c )  Between 30 and 35
d) Between 36 and U5
e)  F i f t y  o r  o l d e r

4 .  M a r i t a l  S t a t u s

a)  S i n g l e
b)  H a r r i e d
c )  D i v o r c e d — c u r r e n t l y  s i n g l e
d) R em ar r ied
e)  Widow

5.  Nurriber o f  y e a r s  m a r r i e d

a)  None
b)  Between 1 and k
c )  Between 5 and 9
d) Between 10 and 19
e)  Twenty o r  more

6 .  Major  a r e a  o f  academic  c o n c e n t r a t i o n

2) E d u c a t io n  ( E le m e n ta r y ,  P h y s i c a l  E d u c a t io n  o r  G ra d u a te  E d u c a t io n )
b)  N a t u r a l  S c i e n c e s  {C h e m is t ry ,  B io lo g y ,  P h y s i c s ,  e t c . )
c )  S o c i a l  S c i e n c e s  ( S o c i o l o g y ,  P sy c h o lo g y ,  Home Economics)
d) F in e  A r t s  (Music ,  A r t ,  Speech)
e )  P r o f e s s i o n a l  ( N u r s i n g ,  Law)

Bus f n e s s

7 .  Employment ( HARK. TWO ANSWERS)

a )  Not em ployed
b)  Employed p a r t - t i m e
c )  Employed f u l l - t i m e
d) P a r t - t i m e  s t u d e n t
e )  F u l l - t i m e  s t u d e n t
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8 .  R e s id e n c e

«) L iv in g  on campus
b) L iv in g  in  o ff-ca m p u s  hous ing
c)  L i v i n g  a t  home w i t h  p a r e n t  o r  p a r e n t s
d)  L i v i n g  w i t h  husband o r  w i f e
e )  L i v i n g  a l o n e  o r  s h a r i n g  r e s i d e n c e  w i t h  a n o th e r  p e r s o n

9 .  A p p ro x im a te  ag e  o f  p a r e n t s

a )  In t h e i r  t h i r t i e s
b)  In t h e i r  f o r t i e s
c )  In t h e i r  f i f t i e s
d) In  t h e i r  s ix t ie s
e )  S e v e n ty  o r  o l d e r

10. P o l i t i c a l  t e n d e n c i e s

a) L i b e r a l
b) C o n s e rv a tiv e
c)  In d e p e n d e n t

11. H i g h e s t  l e v e l  o f  p a r e n t s 1 e d u c a t i o n  (Use p a r e n t  w i t h  h i g h e s t  l e v e l )

a)  Below 12th  g r a d e
b) High s ch o o l  g r a d u a t e
c )  Some c o l l e g e
d) C o lle g e  g rad u a te
e )  P o s t  B a c c a l a u r e a t e  w ork  o r  adv an ced  d e g r e e ( s )



MARITAL SCHEDULE

DIRECTIONS: Judge  ea ch  o f  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  I te m s  a s  t o  t h e i r  Im p o r ta n c e  t o
you In t h e  c h o i c e  o f  a MARITAL PARTNER. C o n s i d e r  a l l  o t h e r  
t h i n g s  a s  e q u a l  o r  s a t i s f a c t o r y .  D e f i n i t i o n s  a r e  In c lu d e d  
In some s t a t e m e n t s .  P l e a s e  r e a d  e n t i r e  s t a t e m e n t  and j u d g e  
a c c o r d i n g  t o  t h e  d e f i n i t i o n s  g i v e n .

IF ALL OTHER THINGS MET MY APPROVAL, MY REACTION TO HARRYING A PERSON 
WITH THE FOLLOWING CHARACTERISTICS WOULD BE:

a)  I w ou ld  I n s i s t  t h a t  my p a r t n e r  p o s s e s s e d  t h i s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c
b )  I w ou ld  n o t  mind I f  my p a r t n e r  p o s s e s s e d  t h i s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c
c )  I do  n o t  c o n s i d e r  t h i s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  Im p o r ta n t  t o  my c h o i c e

o f  mate
d) I w ou ld  r a t h e r  my p a r t n e r  d id  n o t  p o s s e s s  t h i s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c
e )  I c o u l d  n e v e r  a c c e p t  t h i s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  In a p a r t n e r

A PROSPECTIVE MARITAL PARTNER

12. had n e u r o t i c  t e n d e n c i e s

13. had a s l i g h t  p h y s i c a l  h a n d ic a p  ( l i m p e d ,  l o s s  o f  f i n g e r s ,  speech
Impediment)

had a m a jo r  p h y s i c a l  h a n d i c a p  ( l o s s  o f  o n e  l im b ,  d e a f ,  b l i n d )

15. was In poor  h e a l t h

16. was n o t  c o n s i d e r e d  good lo o k in g

17. had been  d i v o r c e d

18. f a v o r e d  d i v o r c e  a s  s o l u t i o n  t o  c o n f l i c t  In m a r r i a g e

19. had c h i l d r e n  by a p r e v i o u s  m a r r i a g e

20 .  was a h a b i t u a l  smoker

21.  was a  h a b i t u a l  d r i n k e r

22.  was a d ru g  u s e r  ( a p p l i e d  t o  a p e r s o n  who has  a h a b I t u a t I o n  f o r
c o c a i n e ,  am p h e tam ln es ,  m a r i j u a n a ,  LSD, o r  o t h e r  h a l l u c i n o g e n i c  d r u g s )

23.  was a  d r u g  a d d i c t  ( a p p l i e d  t o  a p e r s o n  who I s  d ep e n d e n t  upon t h e
a d d i c t i n g  d r u g s  such  a s  opium and I t s  d e r i v a t i v e s ,  s y n t h e t i c
n a r c o t i c s ,  b a r b i t u r a t e s  and s o l v e n t s )
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MARITAL SCHEDULE (continued)

24* was c u r r e n t l y  l i v i n g  In a commune ( s i x  t o  f l f t e e e  p e r s o n s
o f  b o t h  s e x e s  d e t e r m in e d  t o  r e c o n s t r u c t  t h e i r  mm l i v e s  and 
i n f l u e n c e  o t h e r s  t o  s e e k  m e an in g fu l  work ,  mutual lo v e  and 
s p i r i t u a l  r e - b i r t h .  Communal l i v i n g  may o r  may no t  be 
e x t e n d e d  t o  I n c lu d e  s e x u a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  among members)

25 .  was c u r r e n t l y  l i v i n g  as  a h ip p y  ( p e r s o n  who shuns c o n v e n t i o n a l  
fo rm s  o f  d r e s s  c o d e ,  h a b i t s  o f  p e r s o n a l  c a r e  and c l e a n 1 1 n e s s  
and t r a d i t i o n  v a l u e s  o f  m a t e r i a l i s m  and c an  be i d e n t i f i e d  by 
synfcols  o f  d r e s s  and a c c e s s o r i e s  d e n o t i n g  h ippy s u b c u l t u r e .
DRUG USE AND COMMUNAL LIVING EXCLUDED FROM THIS KF1NITI0N)

26* was  o f  a n o t h e r  r a c e

27* had a  much lower e d u c a t i o n a l  a t t a i n m e n t  l e v e l  <*t l e a s t  f o u r  y e a r s )

2 8 .  had a  much h i g h e r  e d u c a t i o n a l  a t t a i n m e n t  l e v e l  ( a t  l e a s t  f o u r  y e a r s )

29 .  was o f  a lower  s o c io - e c o n o m ic  l e v e l

3 0 .  was o f  a  h i g h e r  s o c io - e c o n o m ic  l e v e l

3 1 .  f a v o r e d  s e x u a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  w i t h  o t h e r  t h a n  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r

3 2 .  had n o  d e s i r e  t o  b e a r  o r  r e a r  c h i l d r e n

33 .  f a v o r e d  a b o r t i o n

3 4 .  was c o n s i d e r e d  s e x u a l l y  p e r m i s s i v e

3 5 .  had t o t a l l y  denounced r e l i g i o u s  p r a c t i c e

3 6 .  had t o t a l l y  denounced r e l i g i o u s  f a i t h

The  f o l l o w i n g  i tem s  w ere  used on Questionnaires  f o r  female s t u d e n t s :

3 7 .  had r e f u s e d  i n d u c t i o n  I n t o  t h e  armed s e r v i c e s

38 .  had f a t h e r e d  an i l l e g i t i m a t e  c h i l d

3 9 .  d e s i r e d  a  l a r g e  f a m i l y

4 0 .  had l i t t l e  s e n se  o f  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y

The f o l l o w i n g  I tems were  u se d  on q u e s t i o n n a i r e s  f o r  e a l e  s t u d e n t s :

37 .  had had  a t  l e a s t  one  p r e - m a r i t a l  a b o r t i o n

38 .  had g l v e n - u p  an i l l e g i t i m a t e  c h i l d



MARITAL SCHEDULE (con tinued)

3 9 .  was r e a r i n g  an 11 l e g i t i m a t e  c h i l d

4 0 .  had  l i t t l e  s e n s e  o f  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y

Which o n e  o f  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  In each  s e t ,  I f  p o s s e s s e d  
by a  p r o s p e c t i v e  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r ,  do you b e l i e v e  would be m ost  d e t r i m e n t a l  
t o  y o u r  m a r r i a g e ?  I f  you do n o t  b e l i e v e  any o f  t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  w i t h i n  
t h e  g r o u p  w o u ld  be d e t r i m e n t a l ,  l e a v e  t h a t  number column b l a n k .

4 1 . a ) was s e x u a l l y  I n e x p e r i e n c e d
b) was c o n s i d e r e d  s e x u a l l y  p e r m i s s i v e
c ) had f a t h e r e d  an I l l e g i t i m a t e  c h i l d
d) was s u p p o r t i n g  an I l l e g i t i m a t e  c h i l d
e ) had r a t h e r  l i b e r a l  a t t i t u d e s  to w ard  e x t r a - m a r l t a l  sex

a) was a  d ru g  u s e r
b ) was a  drug a d d i c t
c ) d r a n k  h e a v i l y  ( a l c o h o l i c  b e v e r a g e s )
d ) had n e u r o t i c  t e n d e n c i e s
e ) had a  m ajor  p h y s i c a l  h a n d ic a p

4 3 . a ) was from a h i g h e r  s o c io -e c o n o m ic  background
b) was from a lo w er  s o c io - e c o n o m ic  background
c ) was o f  a h i g h e r  e d u c a t i o n a l  a t t a i n m e n t  l e v e l
d) was o f  a low er  e d u c a t i o n a l  a t t a i n m e n t  l e v e l

Ms. a ) was o f  a n o t h e r  r a c e
b) was o f  t h e  same r a c e ,  b u t  a n o t h e r  n a t i o n a l i t y
c ) was o f  a n o t h e r  m a jo r  r e l i g i o u s  f a i t h
d ) had no r e l i g i o u s  b e l i e f

4 5 . a ) was a p a t h e t i c  to w ard  r e l i g i o n
b) had denounced  r e l i g i o u s  f a i t h
c ) was p o l i t i c a l l y  ex t rem e
d) was e x t r e m e l y  c o n s e r v a t i v e  ( p o l i t i c a l l y )
e ) was e x t r e m e l y  p r e j u d i c e d

4 6 . a ) was I r r e s p o n s l b l e
b) had communal l i v i n g  e x p e r i e n c e
c ) was a h i ppy
d) had r e s i s t e d  i n d u c t i o n  I n t o  t h e  armed s e r v i c e s

4 7 . a ) I n s i s t e d  on a  l a r g e  fam i ly
b) I n s i s t e d  on n o  c h i l d r e n ,  e i t h e r  by b i r t h  o r  a d o p t io n
c ) was u n w i l l i n g  t o  p r a c t i c e  b i r t h  c o n t r o l
d ) I n s i s t e d  on a d o p t i n g  c h i l d r e n  r a t h e r  th a n  h av ing  own c h i l d r e n
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DATING SCHEDULE

DIRECTIONS: J u d g e  e a c h  o f  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  I tems as  to  t h e i r  Im por tance
t o  you In t h e  c h o i c e  o f  DATING PARTNERS. C o n s id e r  a l l  
o t h e r  t h i n g s  a s  equa l  o r  s a t i s f a c t o r y .  D e f i n i t i o n s  a r e  
I n c l u d e d  In some s t a t e m e n t s .  P l e a s e  read e n t i r e  s t a t e m e n t  
and ju d g e  a c c o r d i n g  t o  t h e  d e f i n i t i o n s  g i v e n .

IF ALL OTHER THINGS MET MY APPROVAL, MY REACTION TO RATING A PERSON WITH
THE FOLLOWING CHARACTERISTICS WOULD BE:

a)  I would  I n s i s t  t h a t  my p a r t n e r  p o s s e s s e d  t h i s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c
b)  I would  n o t  mind i f  my p a r t n e r  p o s s e s s e d  t h i s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c
c )  I do n o t  c o n s i d e r  t h i s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  Important  t o  my c h o i c e  

o f  p a r t n e r
d) I w ou ld  r a t h e r  my p a r t n e r  d i d  n o t  p o s s e s s  t h i s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c
e )  I c o u l d  n e v e r  a c c e p t  t h i s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  in a p a r t n e r

A PROSPECTIVE DATING PARTNER

4 8 .  had n e u r o t i c  t e n d e n c i e s

4 9 .  had  a s l i g h t  p h y s i c a l  h an d ic ap  ( l i m p e d ,  l o s s  o f  f i n g e r s ,  s p eech
Impediment)

5 0 .  had  a m a j o r  p h y s i c a l  h a n d ic a p  ( l o s s  o f  one llnfc,  d e a f ,  b l i n d )

5 1 .  was In p o o r  h e a l t h

5 2 .  was  n o t  c o n s i d e r e d  good look ing

53 .  had  b e e n  d i v o r c e d

5 4 . f a v o r e d  d i v o r c e  a s  s o l u t i o n  t o  c o n f l i c t  In  m a r r ia g e

5 5 .  had  c h i l d r e n  by a  p r e v i o u s  m a r r i a g e

5 6 .  was  a h a b i t u a l  smoker

57 . was a  h a b i t u a l  d r i n k e r

5 8 .  was  a d r u g  u s e r  ( a p p l i e d  t o  a p e r s o n  who has  a h a b i t u a t i o n  f o r  
c o c a i n e ,  am p h e th am ln es ,  m a r i j u a n a ,  LSD, o r  o th e r  h a l l u c i n o g e n i c  
d r u g s )

59 .  was a d r u g  a d d i c t  ( a p p l i e d  t o  a p e r s o n  who Is  depen d en t  upon t h e  
a d d i c t i n g  d r u g s  such  as  opium and i t s  d e r i v a t i v e s ,  s y n t h e t i c  
n a r c o t i c s ,  b a r b i t u r a t e s  and s o l v e n t s )
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D A T I N G  S C H E D U L E  ( c o n t i n u e d )

6 0 .  was c u r r e n t l y  l i v i n g  in  a  commune ( s i x  t o  f i f t e e n  p e r so n s  o f  
b o t h  s e x e s  d e t e r m in e d  t o  r e c o n s t r u c t  t h e i r  own l i v e s  and 
I n f l u e n c e  o t h e r s  t o  s e e k  m e a n in g fu l  work ,  m utua l  lo v e  and 
s p i r i t u a l  r e - b i r t h .  Communal l i v i n g  may o r  may n o t  be 
e x t e n d e d  t o  I n c l u d e  sex u a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  among members)

6 1 .  was c u r r e n t l y  l i v i n g  a s  a h ip p y  ( p e r s o n  who shuns c o n v e n t i o n a l  
forms o f  d r e s s  c o d e ,  h a b i t s  o f  p e r s o n a !  c a r e  and c l e a n l i n e s s  
and t r a d i t i o n  v a l u e s  o f  m a t e r i a l i s m  and can b e  i d e n t i f i e d  by 
sym bols o f  d r e s s  and  a c c e s s o r i e s  d e n o t i n g  h i p p y  s u b c u l t u r e s .
DRUG USE AND COMMUNAL LIVING EXCLUDED FROM THIS DEFINITION)

6 2 .  was o f  a n o t h e r  r a c e

6 3 .  had  a  much lower  e d u c a t i o n a l  a t t a i n m e n t  l ev e l  ( a t  l e a s t  f o u r  y e a r s )

6k.  had  a  much h i g h e r  e d u c a t i o n a l  a t t a i n m e n t  l e v e l  ( a t  l e a s t  f o u r  y e a r s )

6 5 .  was o f  a  low er  s o c io - e c o n o m ic  l e v e l

6 6 .  was o f  a  h i g h e r  s o c io -e c o n o m ic  l e v e l

67 .  f a v o r e d  s e x u a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  w i t h  o t h e r  t h a n  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r

68 .  had no  d e s i r e  t o  b e a r  o r  r e a r  c h i l d r e n

69 .  f a v o r e d  a b o r t i o n  I n s i d e  o r  o u t s i d e  o f  m a r r i a g e

7 0 .  was c o n s i d e r e d  s e x u a l l y  p e r m i s s i v e

71 .  had  t o t a l l y  denounced  r e l i g i o u s  p r a c t i c e

72.  had  t o t a l l y  denounced  r e l i g i o u s  f a i t h

The fo l lo w in g  item s w ere used on q u e s t io n n a ire s  f o r  fem ale s tu d e n ts :

73 .  had l i t t l e  s e n s e  o f  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y

7k.  had r e f u s e d  i n d u c t i o n  i n t o  t h e  armed s e r v i c e s

75 .  had  f a t h e r e d  an i l l e g i t i m a t e  c h i l d

76 .  d e s i r e d  a  l a r g e  f a m i l y

The fo l lo w in g  item s were used on q u e s tio n n a ire s  f o r  male s tu d e n ts ;

73.  had l i t t l e  s e n s e  o f  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y

7k. had had  a t  l e a s t  one p re -m a r  I t a l  a b o r t i o n



DATING SCHEDULE (c o n tin u e d )

75 .  had g l v e n - u p  an I l l e g i t i m a t e  c h i l d

76. was re a r in g  an I l l e g i t im a t e  c h i ld
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DIRECTIONS: P l e a s e  an sw er  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  q u e s t i o n s  by m ark ing  t h e  l e t t e r
w h ich  c o r r e s p o n d s  t o  y o u r  answer  In t h e  a p p r o p r i a t e  b l a n k .

1. You a r e  t a k i n g  t h i s  t e s t  a s  a

a)  C o l l e g e  s t u d e n t
b) P a r e n t  o f  a  c o l l e g e  s t u d e n t

2 .  You a r e

a)  Female
b) Hale

3 .  What Is  y o u r  a p p r o x i m a te  age

a) Between 35 and  40
b)  Between 40 and 45
c )  Between 45 and 50
d )  Between 51 and 55
e )  F i f t y - s i x  o r  o l d e r

4 .  M a r i t a l  S t a t u s

a)  L iv in g  w i t h  s p o u se  ( f i r s t  m a r r i a g e )
b) D iv o rce d
c )  R em arr ied
d) Widowed

5 .  Number o f  y e a r s  m a r r i e d

a)  A p p r o x im a te ly  tw en ty  y e a r s
b) Between 21 and  29 y e a r s
c )  Between 30 and 39 y e a r s
d) Between 40  and 49 y e a r s
e)  Over  f i f t y  y e a r s

6 .  H i g h e s t  l e v e l  o f  e d u c a t i o n  ( A p p ro x im a te ly )

a)  Below 1 2 th  g r a d e
b) High s c h o o l  g r a d u a t e
c )  Some c o l  1e g e
d)  C o l l e g e  g r a d u a t e
e )  P o s t  B a c c a l a u r e a t e  work o r  advanced  d e g r e e  

7* Employment

a)  F u l l - t i m e
b)  P a r t - t i m e
c )  Unemployed
d) R e t i r e d

«
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8 .  Employed in  ( o r  p a s t  a f f i l i a t i o n )

a)  B u s i n e s s  o r  Management
b )  I n d u s t r y - M a n u f a c t u r i n g
c )  S a l e s  and P rom ot ion
d) E d u ca tio n
e )  P r o f e s s i o n a l

9 .  Number o f  c h i l d r e n

a)  One
b)  Two
c )  T h r e e
d) Four
e )  F i v e  o r  more

1 0 .  P o l i t i c a l  t e n d e n c y

a )  L i b e r a l
b )  C o n s e r v a t i v e
c )  I n d e p e n d e n t

11 .  T h i s  fo rm  was g i v e n  t o  you by y our

a )  D a u g h te r
b )  Son
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DIRECTIONS: Judge each o f  th e  fo l lo w in g  Item s as to  t h e i r  Im portance In
th e  c h o ic e  o f  a MARITAL PARTNER fo r  y o u r son. C on s id e r a l l  
o th e r  th in g s  as equal o r  s a t is fa c to r y .  D e f in i t io n s  are 
In c lu d e d  In  some s ta te m e n ts . Read th e  e n t i r e  s ta tem e n t and 
ju d g e  a cco rd in g  to  th e  d e f in i t io n s  g iv e n . You may w is h  to  
compare no tes a f t e r  you have com pleted th e  fo rm , b u t I t  Is  
Im p o rta n t th a t  th e se  q u e s tio n s  be answered In d e p e n d e n tly .

IF ALL OTHER THINGS MET MY APPROVAL, MY REACTION TO MY SON ANNOUNCING 
MARRIAGE TO A PERSON WITH THE FOLLOWING CHARACTERISTICS WOULD 8E:

a )  I w o u ld  b e  v e r y  p l e a s e d  I f  my son s e l e c t e d  a  p a r t n e r  w i t h  t h i s
c h a r a c t e r i s t i c

b )  I w o u ld  n o t  mind I f  my son s e l e c t e d  a p a r t n e r  w i t h  t h i s  
c h a r a c t e r l S t i c

c )  I do n o t  c o n s i d e r  t h i s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  I m p o r t a n t  In t h e  s e l e c -  
t l o n  o f  a  p a r t n e r

d)  I w o u ld  r a t h e r  my son d i d  n o t  s e l e c t  a p e r s o n  w i t h  t h i s  
c h a r a c t e r ! s t  tc

e )  I c o u l d  n e v e r  a c c e p t  t h i s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  In  my d a u g h t e r - i n - l a w  

IF A PROSPECTIVE MARITAL PARTNER FOR MY CHILD

12. had n e u r o t i c  t e n d e n c i e s

13. had  a  s l i g h t  p h y s i c a l  h a n d i c a p  ( l i m p e d ,  l o s s  o f  f i n g e r s ,  sp eech
im pedim ent)

1U. had a m a j o r  p h y s i c a l  h a n d i c a p  ( l o s s  o f  one l im b ,  d e a f ,  b l i n d )

15. was In p o o r  h e a l t h

16.  was  n o t  c o n s i d e r e d  good l o o k in g

17.  had been  d i v o r c e d

18.  f a v o r e d  d i v o r c e  as  a s o l u t i o n  t o  c o n f l i c t  In  m a r r i a g e

19. had c h i l d r e n  by a p r e v i o u s  m a r r i a g e

2 0 .  was a h a b i t u a l  smoker

2 1 .  was  a h a b i t u a l  d r i n k e r

2 2 .  was a  d r u g  u s e r  ( a p p l i e d  t o  a p e r s o n  who has  a h a b i t u a t i o n  f o r  
c o c a i n e ,  am p h e tam in es ,  m a r i j u a n a ,  LSD, o r  o t h e r  h a l l u c i n o g e n i c  d r u g s )

23 -  was a d r u g  a d d i c t  ( a p p l i e d  t o  a p e r s o n  who I s  d e p e n d e n t  upon t h e
a d d i c t i n g  d r u g s  such  as  opium and I t s  d e r i v a t i v e s ,  s n y t h e t l c  
n a r c o t i c s ,  b a r b i t u a t e s  and s o l v e n t s )
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2k,  was  c u r r e n t l y  l i v i n g  In a  convnune ( s i x  t o  f i f t e e n  p e r s o n s  o f  b o t h  
s e x e s  d e t e r m in e d  t o  r e c o n s t r u c t  t h e i r  own l i v e s  and I n f l u e n c e  
o t h e r s  t o  s e e k  m e a n in g fu l  w o rk t mutual  lo v e  and s p i r i t u a l  r e - b i r t h .  
Communal l i v i n g  may o r  may n o t  b e  e x t e n d e d  t o  In c lu d e  s e x u a l  
r e l a t i o n s h i p s  among members)

25 .  was c u r r e n t l y  l i v i n g  a s  a  h ippy  ( p e r s o n  who shuns c o n v e n t i o n a l
f o rm s  o f  d r e s s  c o d e ,  h a b i t s  o f  p e r s o n a l  c a r e  and c l e a n l i n e s s
an d  t r a d i t i o n  v a l u e s  o f  m a t e r i a l i s m  and  can  be I d e n t i f i e d  by
sy m b o ls  o f  d r e s s  and a c c e s s o r i e s  d e n o t i n g  h ip p y  s u b c u l t u r e .
DRUG USE AND COMMUNAL LIVING EXCLUOEP FROM THIS DEFINITION)

2 6 .  was o f  a n o t h e r  r a c e

27* had  a  much lower e d u c a t i o n  a t t a i n m e n t  l e v e l  ( a t  l e a s t  f o u r  y e a r s )

28 .  had  a  much h i g h e r  e d u c a t i o n a l  a t t a i n m e n t  l e v e l  ( a t  l e a s t  f o u r  y e a r s )

29 .  was  o f  a lower  s o c io - e c o n o m ic  l e v e l

3 0 .  was  o f  a  h i g h e r  s o c io - e c o n o m ic  l e v e l

3 1 . f a v o r e d  s e x u a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  w i t h  o t h e r  th a n  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r

3 2 .  had  no d e s i r e  t o  b e a r  o r  r e a r  c h i l d r e n

3 3 .  f a v o r e d  a b o r t i o n

3*t* w as  c o n s i d e r e d  s e x u a l l y  p e r m i s s i v e

3 5 .  had  t o t a l l y  denounced  r e l i g i o u s  p r a c t i c e

3 6 .  had  t o t a l l y  denounced  r e l i g i o u s  f a i t h

The fo l lo w in g  Item s w ere used on q u e s t io n n a ire s  f o r  p a re n ts  o f  a c o lle g e  
s o n :

3 7 .  had  had a t  l e a s t  one  p r e - m a r l t a l  a b o r t i o n

3 8 .  had  g i v e n  up an I l l e g i t i m a t e  c h i l d  

39* was  r e a r i n g  an I l l e g i t i m a t e  c h i l d  

kO. had  l i t t l e  s e n s e  o f  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y

The fo l lo w in g  Item s w ere  used on q u e s tio n n a ire s  f o r  p a re n ts  o f  a c o l le g e  
d a u g h te r :

37* had  r e f u s e d  I n d u c t i o n  I n t o  t h e  armed s e r v i c e s

3 8 .  had  f a t h e r e d  an I l l e g i t i m a t e  c h i l d
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3 9 .  d e s i r e d  a l a r g e  f a m i l y

4 0 .  h ad  l i t t l e  s e n s e  o f  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y

Which o f  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  In e a c h  s c t t I f  p o s s e s s e d  by 
a  p r o s p e c t i v e  m a r i t a l  p a r t n e r  f o r  y o u r  s o n ,  do you b e l i e v e  would be most 
d e t r i m e n t a l  t o  h i s  m a r r i a g e ?  i f  you do  n o t  b e l i e v e  any o f  t h e  c h a r a c t e r ­
i s t i c s  w i t h i n  t h e  g ro u p  would  be  d e t r i m e n t a l ,  l e a v e  tfcat number column 
b l a n k .

4 1 . a) was s e x u a l l y  I n e x p e r i e n c e d
b) had had a t  l e a s t  one  p re -m a r  I t a l  a b o r t i o n
c ) had m o th e re d  an i l l e g i t i m a t e  c h i l d
d) was r e a r i n g  an i l l e g i t i m a t e  c h i l d
e ) had r a t h e r  l i b e r a l  a t t i t u d e s  toward  e x t r a - w r l t a l  s e x

4 2 . a) was a  d r u g  u s e r
b) was a  d r u g  a d d i c t
c ) d r a n k  h e a v i l y  ( a l c o h o l i c  b e v e r a g e s )
d) had n e u r o t i c  t e n d e n c i e s
e ) had a  m a j o r  p h y s i c a l  h a n d ic a p

4 3 . a ) was from a h i g h e r  s o c io - e c o n o m ic  b ackground
b) was from a lower s o c io - e c o n o m ic  back g ro u n d
c ) was f rom  a h i g h e r  e d u c a t i o n a l  a t t a i n m e n t  level
d) was from a lower e d u c a t i o n a l  a t t a i n m e n t  leve l

4 4 . a ) was o f  a n o t h e r  r a c e
b ) was o f  same r a c e  b u t  a n o t h e r  n a t i o n a l i t y
c ) was o f  a n o t h e r  m a jo r  r e l i g i o u s  f a i t h
d) had no r e l i g i o u s  b e l i e f

4 5 . a ) was a p a t h e t i c  toward  r e l i g i o n
b ) had denounced  r e l i g i o u s  f a i t h
c ) was p o l i t i c a l l y  e x t r e m e
d) was e x t r e m e l y  c o n s e r v a t i v e  ( p o l i t i c a l l y )
a ) was e x t r e m e l y  p r e j u d i c e d

4 6 . a) was 1r r e s p o n s l b l e
b ) had communal l i v i n g  e x p e r i e n c e
c ) was a h i p p y
d) was an e x t r e m e  a d v o c a t e  o f  t h e  womans* l i b e r a t i o n  movement

4 7 . a ) i n s i s t e d  on a l a r g e  f a m i l y
b ) I n s i s t e d  on no c h i l d r e n ,  e i t h e r  by b i r t h  o r  a d o p t i o n
c ) was u n w i l l i n g  t o  p r a c t i c e  b i r t h  c o n t r o l
d) I n s i s t e d  on a d o p t i n g  c h i l d r e n  r a t h e r  t h a n  having own c h i l d r e n
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