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INTRoDUCTION RS

: Whlle the d1vorce rate appears to have leveled off

ivfdurlng recent years, 1t remalns hlgh w1th approx1mately 499lfda

'fof marrlages falllng (Glle 1988) The demographlc e

V,'correlates desc? blﬂg‘who 1s most llkely to experlence SRR

Qﬁdlvorce are well establlshed How the d1vorced themselves fft

‘descrlbe the eve ts leadlng to thelr de0151on to

"dlvorce is no»l v,well documented The 1ack of 1nformat10n

i;here can be partlally attrlbuted to the dlfflculty 1nif,

‘”mmeasurlng such personal experlences. ThlS dlfflculty 1s

**td71ncreased by the tendency of 1nd1v1dua1s to report multlple, 3

’2_31nteract1ng reasons as hav1ng led to thelr dlvorce de01s1on ’

'(Bloom, Nlles, & Tatcher, 1985 Lev1nger, 1976)
“fiInvestlgatlon 1nto the reasons that lead to dlvorce 1s_: dfl
“hmlnlmal and a need for further research has been 01ted
evF(Cleek & Pearson, 1985, Kltson Babrl, & Roach 1985 K1tsonk o

:g& Sussman, 1982)

Studles that“have examlned mar1ta1 relat1onsh1ps and e a

-yadlvorce suggest women make more marltal complalnts than men,f’

'[;more w1ves than husbands thlnk about dlvorce women are more'"

'*H;;llkely to 1n1t1ate the dlvorce than are men, and women are e

"'f3£'more llkely than men tofblame thelr ex—spouse for the

"d111ke11hood of

'f,‘marltal dlssolutlon (Cleek & Pearson, 1985 Huber & Spltze, ‘ ;jf

'3r1983, Kltson.& Sussman, 1982)

Increased mar1tal happlness for women and a decreased

jorce appear related to verbal 1nteractlon,'[: :




‘b*kfﬂfwell belng thaf

ffectlon, and emotlonal support from the1r husbands J_x‘:

| T?f(Kltson, Babrl, & Roach 1985 Rhyne, 1981 Spltzeﬁ&bsouth

'_1985) Women 1ndlcate an egalltarlan relatlonshlp 1s de51red;iif

Cin whlch 1ove companlonshlp, and self fulflllment are,&ﬁhlnn

ifﬂ\emphas1zed (Basow, 1992)

One way in- whlch marrled women galn personal 4&5t"”

_;satlsfactlon a -
'985 Yogev, 1981) Employed w1ves

‘"appear to have' of psychologlcal and phy51ca1

TtSpec1flcally,bthe paycheck may

”;,symbolmze,pers:jﬁﬁ;ﬁﬁ*ﬁlmV;he and result 1n 1ncreased self-ﬁhz"’

_ esteem, more s

;empha81s on

7;”and personal sat sfactlon‘vff;"

‘f”flnd1v1duallsm, self-

"1on';f a husband ls belleved to,;};f;

’1mpede ratheris ‘1tson,;Bab;

,wpport these needs (.

e i;Roach 1985 )

j]ngvorce and Wo

Numerous st

v 'ﬁfposltlve rel t" nshl betwee “the rlse 1n the dlvorce rate

c?ﬁand the 1ncrease o the work force (Huber & Spl,ze;su




':f1980, Schoen,_Urton Woodrow, & Baj,‘1985 Trent & South

‘bﬂ'2¥1989) Although no spe01flc ratlonale for thls relatlonshlp

1¢can be sa1d to ex1st for every marrled couple, certaln }:7

‘V*‘yeffects have been examlned. For example when a marrled

17“}~woman has a jobf r career she w111 experlence 1ncreased

r;:ﬁflnan01al 1ndependenceifrom her husband (Booth Johnson,~u;fpj;f~l

‘aﬁWhlte, & Edwards' 1985 Udry, 1981) n "1ndependence"

.gﬂ}effect 1n whlf' wor“ng women develop resources and S

1Lapartbfrom thelr husbands, was suggested dff'~

”*ﬁeconomlc secu.

”:Mott and Moore

”19“9) as’a cause of marltal dlssolutlon.affyl

t5] hls hypothes1s _as been supported by other researchers

'uef;j(Spltze & Sout‘ ‘"gSouth 1989) who found;ihat ,;;ff’

'~}Lgreater economlc oppo

”kgflncreased 11'e

'if”Blumsteln andrsg wartz ( [{r“
'rfjflndependent women expect

‘n°xfsecur1ty and w1__9*

'“i husbands. In the

wi hft'elréhusbands (Basow, 1992

‘”*“ lﬁ;ger number ofl-~

:f_worklng w1ves W~lch 1n turn,,lends confus1on to the B

5~‘afﬁtrad1t10na1 d1v1s1on_”f_labor"by sex._It has been suggested;.,’-°




'by Schoen et al. (1985) that the trad1t10na1 concept of

' ',marrlage .one where the husband was the flnan01al prov1der

’.and the w1fe prov1ded domestlc and maternal serv1ces, is"
g“changlng. The tradltlonal “marrlage bargaln," Wthh was_b
:based on: these spe01al1zed role tasks, 1s no longer valld..

‘:;Thus,‘a future "marltal partnershlp," in Wthh less sex role'_

- nbdeflned 1nterdependence between spouses and greater :

;”egalltarlanlsm may be common.’
Nontradltlonal egalltarlan bellefs are ass001ated w1th

' decreased role spe01allzat10n and " greater sharlng of tasks

vffand de01s1ons, both of whlch are ass001ated w1th marltal N

:fwsatlsfactlon for women (Krausz, 1986 Rhyne, 1981) and a

,;happler marltal cllmate overall (Hochschlld 1989 Wlersma &

:‘Van Den Berg, 1991) However, true egalltarlanlsm does not Jreee

o - Seem- to have been achleved as yet studles have shown men

”'rare more llkely than women to belleve in tradltlonal types

Flcof marltal sex roles.-Among couples who dlsagree on
:tapproprlate marltal sex roles,ione spouse, usually’the w1fe,i'
":must adopt the v1ews of the other spouse (Basow, 1992,_3”
“fM1rowsky & Ross, 1987) Whlle exam1n1ng sex role attltudes
fand marltal quallty, Bowen and Orthner (1983) found the m'
~.nwoman most llkely to be unhappy 1n a marrlage is” one who
5‘holds modern 1dea1s but 1s frustrated by her tradltlonal _T'
-.srole or marrled to a tradltlonal man; Other studles in thlsldf”
“area‘have found husbands 1n troubled marr1ages usually hold

’Jmore tradltlonal v1ews than husbands in stable marrlages



'*ﬂllkel*"

1ﬂ(Hochsch11d 1989) and the'm r ‘“mbltlous a w1fe, the(morem‘

fsfthe tradltlonal husbv;d‘to des1re a dlvorce

'il(Blumsteln & Schwartz, 1983) ,rced 1nd1v1duals,

”"f}nontradltlonal women are more llkely to be dlvorced than are &:;‘

‘tradltlonal womenv :ueptow, Guss, & Hyden 1989) and

"{;Jdlvorced men'and women dlffer on sex role deflnltlons more

"fdhousehold labor.

l;than do marrlei men and women (Flnlay, Starnes, & Alvarez,"ff}f

’5.1985)

'tv“Work—Home Role Confllcts Qé“‘i;'ab‘
One 1mportant area 1n Wthh d1sslm11ar sex role bellefs'vjlj~W
“?gbetween spouses becomes ev1dent 1s 1n the allocatlon of

"Researchers are 1n strong agreement that

"Ifwomen contlnue to perform the majorlty of household labor

.and Chlld care even when employed full tlme (Atklnson & :ffd

oHuston, 1984, Hochschlld 1989 Huber & Spltze, 1980, i

‘:Krausz,‘lgsﬁy” Women who percelve the d1v1s10n of household"

R labOrwaS“unequar and unfalr have been found to experlence

"ro]feellngs of - frustratlon, resentment and dlssatlsfactlon

"m(Greenglass, 1985’ Hochschlld 1989) Slmllarly, Pleck

fhi(1985) found that w1ves"de51re for greater husband

kuﬁpartlclpatloni ) housework was negatlvely related to

hﬂﬁflsatlsfactlon w1th famllY 11fe. These negatlve feellngs can

result 1n marrlages that are unstable and unhappy (Booth

"f;fJohnson Whlte, & Edwards, 1984, Yogev & Brett 1985),vand

']thls 1ncreases the llkellhood of dlvorce (Booth Johnson, f'

Whlte & Edwards, 1986)



It has been suggested (Basow, 1992) that husbands are

3re51st1ng equallty 1n the d1v1s1on of household 1abor malnly{yx

r:_due to a tradltlonal v1ew of marltal gender roles, 1n whlch f

L hlgher status and power is. placed on’ the male role.‘As"'

_,Hochschlld (1989) found 1n her research trad1t10na1

‘husbands often oppose thelr w1ves’ dec1s1on to ‘be employed
~out51de the home. These husbands are the least llkely to ‘
jperform household tasks, espec1ally when they earn less
7money than the1r w1ves.vIt was suggested that these
husbands' percelved loss of status is more pronounced when o
compared»w1th~nontrad1t10nal husbands. Thus, tradltlonal
“1husbands attempt to retaln power 1ost by ‘a w1fe s wages by
not contrlbutlng to the housework However, Hochschlld

| speculated that husbands who earn more than the1r w1ves may

"bbuy the1r way out of housework with thelr h1gher salarles.

What does not appear to be related to the amount of-
household help a w1fe recelves ‘from her husband is the
number of hours the husband works out51de of ‘the home.t
ktFurthermore, husbands do not necessarlly do more at home in

"~ relation to an: 1ncrease in w1ves’ hours worked outside the’
:‘home (Hochschlld 1989,,Pleck 1985) It does appear,

bhowever that the more expres51ve a w1fe 1s and the better
e educated both spouses are, the more ass1stance the w1fe w1ll_

‘recelve from her husband (Hochschlld, Pleck)

Other flndlngs in thlS ‘area also support the views thatfv



’;“husbands' negatlve attltudes toward household tasks stem o

l,from a need to retaln status and power (Benln & Agostlnelll,,

"1988, Blernat & Wortman, 1991) It has been speculated that DR

“rmkfor many husbands who work 1n wh1te collar labor the' o

'7{household dutles tradltlonally allocated to women seem more

;“onerous.“ Furthermore many men cons1der household chores‘

"z"demascullnlzlng" and belleve work on a “woman g turf“ is

“'degradlng (Greenglass, 1985) These bellefs become ev1dent

- ywhen observ1ng how tasks are dlstrlbuted between husbands

ﬂxand w1ves. More w1ves wash dlshes, cook and care for the
: chlldren whlle husbands are more llkely to be serv101ng the
:‘fcar or mow1ng the 1awn (Krausz,»1986) The types of tasks fj"‘

‘?women spe01allze 1n are requlred to be dealt w1th dally as

’?lyopposed to the chores men must do weekly, or even 1ess ;ffkv.

¢;often. Thus the tlme needed for these tasks 1s more

‘fﬁ}demandlng for women than for men.»i;iﬁﬂ*'”d‘

"{}fcare or preserv1ng the relatlonshlp (e g., Blumsteln &

‘fffSchwartz, 1983 uGray, 1983, Phllllber & Hlller, 1983) Gray_jf,,-

'ﬂ”.myfound that many profess1onal women face dlfflculty in trylng :

‘”,to comblne marr1age and a career. As confllcts arlse between

vbflhome and profess1ona1 respons1b111t1es,uwomen compromlse 1n o

”~}favorhof_home;roleldemandsruonce,thlswcompromlsegls,madek af'h



;husband's unw1111ngness to do h1s share around the house:_b'
'flforces his w1fe to develop a varlety of coplng strateg1es.~
.Redu01ng standards for certaln roles and hav1ng famlly

'jlmembers share household tasks are strategles that appear

N vrelated to p051t1ve marltal relatlonshlps. Ellmlnatlng

| ”certaln roles and attemptlng “to meet the expectatlons of

vseveryone else are negatlvely related to a satlsfactory
| trelatlonshlp between spouses.“:;‘ |
lees who are opposed to such compromlses and changesd'
in thelr llfestyle have been found to experlence marltal
‘1nstab111ty due to confllcts over the allocatlon quallty,,'
’and quantlty of household labor and the 1ower rates of

fpos1t1ve spousal 1nteract10n whlch may ensue (Starkey,‘

td‘1991) Lev1nger (1976) theorlzed that 1f a w1fe feels

exp101ted by her husband she w1ll see dlvorce as the
v_pos1t1ve alternatlve even 1f 1t 1s not as flnanc1ally
'”arewardlng as marrlage. Other research (Huber & Spltze, 1983)

'has found that women thlnk about d1vorce less often as the

',amount of housework thelr husbands do 1ncreases. Moreover,'

vHOChSChlld (1989) surmlsed that reported causes of dlvorce,
' such as lack_of‘communlcatlon,and 1ncompat1b111ty’may
actually be an expression of the more likely cause of the

unequal division of household labor.

‘ Marltal Role Confllct and Dlvorce
Whlle 1nvest1gat1ng the equallty of marltal sex roles
3across the_llfe”cycle,‘Schafer:andeelth (1981) found'the



”Tpercelved equallty of mar1ta1 roles 1ncreased over the llfe o

o‘:ccycle The researchers speculated that couples who percelvedgfz

':plnequal1ty 1n the marrlage were more 11ke1y to dlvorce than

7chouples who dld not»percelve 1nequa11ty. Spltze and South'

v”'§(1985) supported thls hypothes1s by concludlng from thelr

'7H~’fd1vorce.

b’study Of women s employment and d1vorce that marltal :*léff .

“VConfllct was ass001ated w1th an 1ncreased 1nc1dence of

Role confllct was found to be d1rectly related toﬁ_5“ﬁ

u,dlvorce by Houseknecht Vaughan, and Macke (1984) Marrled

d*fffand dlvorced women w1th graduate degrees were questloned 1n B

“Cﬁlan attempt to d1scover whe herfthe tlmlng of marrlage and

rdfentrY 1nt0 graduate school was related to dlvorce. As the

LT ,researchers hypothes1zed women who marrled before‘f[ﬂigf‘»f*

"*j,than women who“”

a*fand began thelv

- ;nontradltlonal famliy"roﬁ

"Lcompletlng thelr educatlon were more llkely to get dlvorced )

N? 1shed all levels of thelr educatlon

careers before marrylng.,Houseknecht et al.vig‘;

'"speculated that wome-twho marrled before returnlng to school”}ify

. .would encounter more"“""
necessary for thelr career

"fgfsuccess as they would probably have establlshed falrly

'ﬂhjtradltlonal role arrangements before thelr career

"ilnvolvement began. Spe01flca11y, 1t was belleved that the o

o pstress of a woman s career demands are strongly ass001ated’fé7f

.‘n;‘w1th marltal dlsruptlon. ThlS 1s espe01a11y true when the‘7:”

jawoman s career demands confllct w1th her marltal role



'..;deflnltlons or, more 1mportantly,“when her career demands

*;confllct w1th her husband's marltal role deflnltlons.,If

.:tradltlonal marltal roles have been establlshed husbands -

'"\ﬂymay oppose any renegotlatlon of roles, espec1ally 1f the -

‘h5w1fe 1s seeklng support for her career, and the dlsagreement:ij*
‘fbetween spouses may go unabated.‘_.‘ ‘ | ' ‘ |
In support of thls theory, Houseknecht et al.,(1984)
,found that the unequal d1v1510n of household 1abor, hav1ng a
“lhusband who dld not support her career, and 1ncompat1b111ty l

'were the three most llkely self descrlbed causes of dlvorce g_:

da;among the women 1n thelr study. Houseknecht et al. concludedfﬁiff:

"1ifrom these flndlngs that role confllct has serlous negatlve :
:«;1mpllcat10ns for marrled profess1onal women.:Certa1n | |
{wdlnferences can be made from these flndlngs regardlngqroleb-
3loconfllct and d1Vorce for a populatlon of well educated

'_Qprofess1onal women._However, the researchers cautloned R

_‘jagalnst generallzlng thelr flndlngs to WOmen of all “I L

"jieducatlonal levels A need for further research in thlS areajf:

v‘was 01ted 1n order to determ1ne to What extent role confllcts

r*ls related to dlvorce among a ‘more generallzed populatlon of.”;"’

”‘~'women from a w1der range of educatlonal 1evels.

”Other_Re‘o:tef‘Causes“of‘Diforce lf&l
Durlng an‘lnvestlgatlon of mar1ta1 dlssatlsfactlon‘

v“amongvdlvorce~appllcants~,Levrnger (1966)vfound thatz |

'dcomplalnts dlffered accordlng to gender and s001oeconomlc

p status. Mlddle class women were more llkely to 01te neglect

'10»,



of home or chlldren as a maln cause of dlssatlsfactlon.."

'-QWomen of a 1ower s001oeconomlc status were llkely to 01te

‘mental cruelty or phys1cal abuse as. hav1ng caused them to hv"’
'f seek. a dlvorce. Records of 1nterv1ews conducted between :
'”:marrlage counselors and dlvorce appllcants were examlned to
u'ldetermlne the varlousbcauses of dlvorce. By necess1ty, th1s

’early study was of an exploratory nature.;

Whlle explorlng pos51ble causes of d1vorce among men
and women Kltson and Sussman (1982) also found that marltal
' :complalnts dlffered by educatlonal and s001oeconomlc level

dBy use of an open-ended quest1onna1re, Kltson and Sussman -

asked thelr subjects “What caused your marrlage to breakup’"

- Women of a lower soc1oeconomlc status and educat10na1 levell
‘c1ted phy51cal or emot10na1 abuse by thelr husbands,
T'neglect, and f1nan01a1 problems as’ key causes of their
fdiyorce. Internal gender role confl1ct deflned as the need‘
for 1ndependence, a llfe of one’ s own, and the desire for -
lfreedom, was llkely to be a cause of dlvorce among ‘women
wlth:a‘hlgher~educat10n andis0010economlc status,‘
Incompatibilitydand lack-Of communlcationoWere}also-commonly’:'
cited by these women as causes of d1vorce.,’

Slmllar causes of d1vorce were reported by Bloom,
Niles,-and Tatcher’(l985)~ Personal 1ncompat1b111ty,
focommunlcatlon dlfflcultles, value confl1cts,'and bOredom
were the most commonly 01ted reasons for marltal d1srupt1on

'among women. Thelr sample was comprlsed‘of well-educated,

11



?,fquestlonnalre as a measure.@”

f:fmlddle class 1nd1v1duals who responded to an 18 1tem “

’,,questlonnalre.

Thls study was: condUCted”malnly *f;‘two reasonS-_.f;ffk‘

fatlve contrlbutlon of

"fprev1ous examlnatlons of"the_

5001oeconomlc sta and sex role bellefs to the'*~‘7’”5

'efddlfferentlal reasons»women r_port for thelr dlvorceS'are'?f'“"

ndllmlted Second

1srestrlcted5‘o san open—ended questlon oria;brlefﬂﬁﬁf

h1s studyﬂ1mproved7u‘on'the

f,ormer”lnvestlgatlons by exa nnlng ,ses of dlvorce w1th A T




w)prev1ous research (e.ﬂp., Kltson & Sussman,}1982, Lev1nger,‘

‘.p?1966) predlctlons were made for the categorles of career

"ffsupport abuse, emotlonal support 1ncompat1b111ty,-,ﬁfﬂ”*

':fflnanclal problems, housework and Chlld care. No hypothesesj"‘
f-have been formed for the remalnlng categor1es._Prev1ous

) 1nvest1gatlons (e. g., Bloom et al., 1985 Kltson & Sussman,j'

',ig‘1982, Lev1nger,‘1966) have shown multlple causes 01ted by

sﬁiwomen as related to the1r dlvorce. Thus, other reported

R causes of dlvorce have been 1ncluded here to glve further

'h'depth to thlS study In order to evaluate the extent to
;’whlch women hold trad1t10na1 or nontrad1t10nal bellefs
uregardlng sex roles, a short ver51on of the Attltudes Toward ;L'
FIWomen Scale (AWS) (Spence & Helmrelch 1978) was used. )

It 1s speculated that sex roles have been redeflned 1n

- ways that allow marrled women to expect 1nd1v1dual growth

'hand fulf111ment If th1s 1nvolves a job or career Wthh

.results in the w1fe s economlc freedom from her husband ani kR

’;.'unequal lelSloner househ"ld labor w111 lead w1ves w1th

"Mnontradltlonal attltudes to perce1ve underlylng 1nequa11ty

’ fln the relatlonshlp. In turn, mar1ta1 confllcts,

'“7f 1nstab111ty, and dlvorce may develop.-The resentment these

'mﬂnontrad1t10nal women may feel toward thelr husbands o.
7v1ncreases.the;llkellhood;pf;marltalndlssatlsfact;on;andfhfh
kxdlvorce.:ii S L i v

In accordance w1th Houseknecht et‘al.,(1984), It is

.gf:expected for thls study that dlvorced women who were of a



higher educational ahd socioeconomic level during their
‘marriage wili have expected their ex-husbands to share the
-household tasks equally and'to suppoft their careers. Women
who perceived inequality in the division of household labor
are more 1ike1y to interpret the inequality as a
manifestatién of lack of emotional support and communicatibn
Afrom their ex-hhsbands. Furthérmore, it is expected that
vthese wdmenthld‘noht?aditiqnal values regarding sex roles.
- Aided by-their‘financial"independencé,‘these women ihterprét
divorce as a pbsitive-alternative to éh‘unsatisfactory
marriage.

Married women whose personal incomes are not suffi¢iént
" to lead to fihéncial indepéndende»from their husbands may
~also PerceiveiaHQUHequal division;of household labor as
~unfair. H0wever, it is hypothesized that the perceptidn of
"unfairness“ held;byvtheSe-women will not be as strong as
' the perception held by women of a higherpsocioeconomic
status. Women of a lower socioeconémic status are more
likely to have traditional»expéctancies of sex roles (Basbw;
1992; Hochschild, 1989). The inability of women with low
personalyincdmes to successfully.supportvthemselves and
their.children will;have inhibi£ed:the idea of divorce as an
alternative to the méritélbconflict which arises. These
women will_be“mofe likely ﬁbereport'other compellihg_causes
:of‘divorce such as physical or emotional abuse or financial

problems than the unequal division of household labor.

14



The spe01f1c hypotheses then are.

1 Women w1th a h1gh personal s001oeconomlc level w1ll7

Rf; be more llkely to have hlgher scores on the scales of

“housework career support emotlonal support
1ncompat1b111ty, and chlld ‘care as compared to women of a Wc
low personal 5001oeconomlc status.ﬂ'

| 2 Women of a 1ow personal socloeconomlc status afé'
Erpredlcted to score h1gher on. the scales of abuse and

'flnan01al problems in comparlson to women w1th a hlgh :

'r_personal s001oeconomlc status.kF

3. Women ‘with nontradltlonal sex role Values w1ll be
morevllkely to have.hlgher scores on the-housework -career '
support -emotlonal support ncompatlblllty,‘and ch11d care

scales than w1ll women w1th trad1t10nal sex role values.
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‘T]ffTwo hundred andfhf

The flnal

‘:ffunlvers1ty and threeforganlzatlons (Parents Wlthout vjn

”ff)Partners, Natlonal Organlzatlon of Women, Inland Bus1ness

:xz5jijand Profess1ona1 Women S Network) 1n the Inland Southern;.-fl

"-f7Ca11forn1a area. Out of 134 returned questlonnalres (62/:

'?were from the un1ver51ty and 386 Were from the

“‘5.organlzatlons) four were ellmlnated due to 1ncomplete data.

The age of the partlclpants ranged from 18 to 74 w1th aa'

1“;med1an age of 40. On average, the women had been marrled for

‘elght years and had been d1vorced for 10 years. Seventy f1vef
V”percent of the subjects were currently d1vorced 22/«were:
\remarrled and 3/ were w1dows who had been d1vorced Seventy
‘”four percent of the partlclpants descrlbed themselves as
1:Cauca51an, 13/ as Latlna, 9/.as Afrlcan Amer1can,v3%ias:__?
A51an, and 1/ as other The subjects were ba51cally-well-
l~educated w1th 99/ hav1ng completed hlgh school 91% had one

5orsmore-years»ofwcollege, 21/ had completed a. four-year

“ifdegree program, 6/ had one or more years of gradate study,

,and 4/ had a graduate level degree. In order to class1fy the_

‘Vsubjects by“occupatlonal 1evel Holllngshead's (1975)

‘l5ubfoccupatlonal scales were used Whlle 1t 1s acknowledged that

_*thls scale 1s 11m1ted as a measure of women s 3001oeconomlc
gstatus, no scale is more approprlate at thls tlme. The o



‘reported occupatlons were con51stent w1th the subject’

ﬁr-educatlonal backgrounds. Twenty s1x percent were class1f1ed S

' 'as housew1ves or students (score 0), 5/ were class1f1ed 1n

lvgaMenlal Serv1ce Unskllled or Semlskllled categorles (scoresf’

*143) 39/ were cla551f1ed in Small Bus1ness Owners, Clerlcalfh -

| ﬁ or- Sales Workers, Techn1c1ans or Semlprofes51ona1 categorles_

T*V_(scores 4- 6), and 319 were 1n the Mlnor Profess1onal Lesservj

::Profess1onal 'and ngher occupatlonal categorles (scores 7~v]'

(9) The mean Holllngshead score was 4

"d-LMaterlals
Each partlclpant completed a questlonnalre that

~f.1ncluded demographlc 1tems as well -as- causes—of dlvorce

"“Tf_ltems. In addltlon, partlclpants completed the short ver51ondy

atof the AWS (Spence & Helmrelch 1978) Questlons regardlng F »
' ﬁthe women 'S occupatlon, years of educatlon, and 1ncome | |

‘_durlng the1r marrlage were utlllzed to deflne thelr

’s001oeconom1c status;:Each partlclpant's 1ncome durlng the L
emarrlage was adjusted accordlng to the formula glven by the

'Coun01l of Economlc Advlsers (1992) 1n order to be L

"ficomparable to 1993 1ncome The women were also asked to 11st

”7fother avallable flnan01al and personal resources, age and

ffufsex of each chlld amount of ch11d support recelved age at f;'

ﬂlmarrlage, age at dlvorce, years s1nce the dlvorce was

"y'flnallzed and whose de0151on 1t was to dlvorce. The “f’

-complete questlonnalre as dlstrlbuted s 1nc1uded 1n
'v,Appendlx A.p]ff‘”' |



‘l Dlvorce causes 01ted by Lev1nger (1966) were used as a_f

-_ba31s for the questlonnalre developed for th1s study

, Further questlons were generated from prev1ous studles
| (Bloom et al.v, 1985 Houseknecht et al., 1984; Kltson &

f'.Sussman, 1982) 1n order to develop a multlple 1tem

’¢y’quest10nna1re that would expand upon the prev1ous use ofjj:{

ropen-ended questlons. The mult1ple—1tem measures w1ll
1ncrease the rellablllty of the flndlngs as related to each f~
'vemajor category and yleld as deta1led an examlnatlon 1nto
'F;general causes of d1vorce as poss1ble. Items relatlng to
’housework and Chlld care were adapted from a study that
descr1bed the typlcal allocatlon of household G
firespon51b111t1es between husbands and w1ves (Nyqulst
tSllvken, Spence, & Helmrelch 1985) Causes—of dlvorce were

"evaluated by statements that partlclpants rated;on 7-p01nt

B f scales w1th each scale ranglng from "not a factor 1n the .

';‘dlvorce" (1) to "a crltlcal factor“ (7) Space was prov1ded L
f‘for partlclpants to 01te any reasons not mentloned in the
_questlonnalre that may have caused the d1vorce.;rfifff¢<_“

Inltlally a 55—1tem questlonnalre w1th 10 categor1es¢u

" was usedQ”Howeyér"‘:forder to 1mprove the rellablllty of fr

77f_each scale, 51x 1tems Wthh no partlclpants endorsed were

”lfdlscarded The category of general dlscontent was completely_f

=fe11m1nated due to lack of 1nter-1tem rel1ab111ty. Nlne

‘”f.scales were thus transformed from the rema1n1ng 49 1tems.,fs‘

fuiThe n1ne scales and the1r correspondlng alpha 1evels are as-




'iufollows~ Confllcts over the chlldren, -Bzgﬂcareer support
';75: abuse, .70,.emot10nal support 17}:1ncompat1b111ty,;qol
”r,72; f1nanc1al problems,‘;72; sexual problems, .73}
'ﬁihousework ;88, ch11d care, .92 The spe01flc 1tems related
>7Uto each of these scales are presented in Appendlx C.

- To determlne the degree to whlch women could be
_con51dered tradltlonal or nontradltlonal 1n regards to sex.
iroles the short 15 1tem ver51on of the Attltudes Toward

'l"Women Scale was used (Spence & Helmrelch 1978) The AWS
-~ (see AppendlxrB)flncludes'ltems concernlng'VOCational,

educationalv-marital and datlng role behav1ors. EaCh item

was evaluated on a 4—p01nt scale ranglng from strongly agree'

:Qto strongly dlsagree. Items were scored from 0 to 3 and

‘ureCoded'where'approprlate Sovthat~hlgh scoresllndlcate.a'tb

>nontraditiOnal attitude-concerning women's roles.‘Possible

‘total scores range from 0 to 45. Part1c1pants’ scores‘ranged

from 18 to 45 w1th a medlan of 36. The 15 1tem ver51on of

.-the AWS has a correlatlon of .91 w1th the orlglnal’55-1tem »

AWS The Cronbach alpha of the 15- 1tem form 1s .89 (Spence‘&”

Helmrelch)

Procedure
Prospectlve partlclpants were approached and asked for
thelr help 1n completlng quest1onna1res'that examlned 1ssues’
related to poss1ble causes of dlvorce and women’s roles.
7Subjects were told their voluntary partlclpatlon would
\:_remaln;anonymous,‘andgenvelopes were'prov1ded for the returnf
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v;vof the questlonnalres.uTo av01d pos51ble confu31on or

f,erroneous data from women who had been marrled more than

'1‘fonce, each part1c1pant was 1nstructed to refer to her flrstf

,ja‘marltal and dlvorce experlence. Subjects were also

thlnstructed to 1gnore ch11d care related 1ssues 1f they had

°-hdn0 chlldren durlng the marrlage belng 1nvestlgated All

o subjects were treated 1n accordance w1th the Instltutlonal
_ Ethlcs Commlttee and the guldellnes of the Amerlcan

v:nPsychologlcal Assocxatlon~(1982)-

v -b 26



- *fRESULTsf{ I

In order to examlne the extent to whlch the
.;_partlc1pants' scores on the Attltudes Toward Women scale,

jthe1r personal 1ncome, occupatlon, and level of educatlon

'“.uvdurlng the marrlage were predlctlve of thelr scores. on the ,j}_*vul

Ttvscales of housework ‘career support emotlonal support

’flncompatlblllty, ch11d care, abuse, and flnan01al problems,fﬂfv

Aseven separate hlerarchlcal multlple regress1on analyses

VT‘”were conducted. The scores on the Attltudes Toward Women

'ascale were entered flrst 1n each ana1y51s and the women s
hprev1ous 1ncome, occupatlon, and educatlon (5001oeconomlc

vstatus) were entered 51mu1taneously on Step 2._Slgn1f1cant

“Tlncrements 1n.Rf were obtalned 1n only three of these

: analyses. The women s AWS rat1ngs were predlctlve of thelr

. R?

'fscores on the scale of 1ncompat1b111ty, eaifh'041 (adjusted"pfldh;/

"T»EZ 034), E(l 122) 5 27 P < .05. In. addltlon, the»

"~womens’-socloeconomlc status was predlctlve of thelr scores,ﬁ

~ on the scales of emotlonal support R = .088v (adJUSted R

= .057), F(4 117) 2. 82, g <v.o5 and 1ncompat1b111ty,._,v;‘ |

“ffd.076 (adjusted R .045), F(4 119) 2 45, p < .05. f“*f7w*

A correlatlonal analy51s was also performed and the

77.,:1s1gn1flcant relatlonshlps are dlsplayed in Table 1 As shown

'fln Table 1, these relatlonshlps were opp051te to those

’jexpected._Spe01flca11y, not belng hlghly educated was

"'related to hlgher scores on the scales of emotlonal support

“,wand housework not hav1ng a h1gh 1ncome was correlated to



_i‘hlgher scores on the scale of career support, and hav1ng

g a sem1profess1onal or profe551ona1 occupatlon was

’Vlrelated to hlgher scores on the scale of flnan01al problems‘f;

"'Post—hoc>Correlat10nal Analv51ng
A post hoc hypothes1s ‘was formulated predlctlng women

\who spent a substantlal amount of t1me worklng out51de of

B 'the home durlng the marrlage, and those who had control of

_thelr 1ncome, would be llkely to score hlgh on the scales

s ]measurlng the 1mportance of housework career support

'»emotlonal support\ 1ncompat1b111ty, and chlld care.
Conversely;Vwomen'who~d1d»not'spend much time worklng<
",outs1de of the home,‘and those who dld not have control of
‘thelr 1ncome were expected to report abuse and flnan01al G
problems‘as,havlng ledvtO'thelr‘marltal breakup;‘A‘
x:correlationalwanalysls was‘conductedhtoeexamine these
'crelationships.‘While-caution mustnbe taken whenbconductihg
-separate post hoc analyses, the alpha levels here are not
lfcon51dered to have been exceptlonally altered (A. Blanchard |

personal communlcatlon October 26 1994). The.slgnlflcantt

',v*flndlngs only'are:presented 1nQTable 2.

- As- ev1dent in Table 2, the amOunt of‘time the‘womenr';
spent worklng out51de of the home durlng the marrlage was
"s1gn1flcantly correlated to the housework scale. ThlS
negat1ve relatlonshlp 1ndlcates that the more t1me the ‘women
‘ ‘spent worklng out51de of ‘the home the more- 11ke1y they were"

'”to 01te lack of household help as a: determlnant 1n the K



'1.jdivorce..w-"
: Flve 51gn1flcant relatlonshlps were obtalned between“Ve-
=jthe women s control of thelr 1ncome durlng the marr1aqe and
Q,thelr scores on the scales of career support emotlonal
~support Chlld care, abuse,.and flnan01al problems. Theseb'
‘pos1t1ve relatlonshlps 1ndlcate that women who reported not,'
hav1ng had control over thelr 1ncome durlng the marrlage
¢01ted these 1tems as 1mportant factors in thelr dlvorce.;;b”'“
| A flnal correlatlonal ana1y51s was conducted to

' jdetermlne the va11d1ty of Hochschlld's (1989) clalm that a.

“fcw1fe 's dlssatlsfactlon w1th the amount of household help

B contrlbuted by her husband may in truth be an express1on of o

““,the 1ncompat1ble nature of the relatlonshlp. There was

‘_pflndeed a s1gn1flcant correlatlon between the scales of

'7sincale,Rat1n_sﬂ

: -housework and 1ncompat1b111ty, r —'; p < .001 In furtheri;
;psupport of thlS relatlonshlp, a 51gn1f1cant correlatlon was
_mfound between the scales of housework and emotlonal support ff‘

r= .37, p < 001._”

Prev1ous studles examlnlng the causes of d1vorce (e g.,f'm

1~v7(‘:1eek & Pearson,n1985 Kltson & Sussman, 1982 Lev1nger,f-i'”
bf1966) have been prlmarlly concerned w1th the most commonlyv‘“
’ff01ted reasons 1nd1v1duals report as’ hav1ng led to thelr o
\'sdlvorce. Thus,zlt seemed approprlate to 1nclude such an
fﬂanalys1s here 1n order to compare the flndlngs..The means
,?for each of the n1ne cause of d1vorce scales are 1lsted 1n



\avTable 3. The most hlghly rated cause of dlvorce among the

”mwomen 1n thls 1nvest1gat10n was 1ncompat1b111ty, ch11d care

*f:was reported the least often as hav1ng been a factor in the

‘-}‘vdlvorce de0151on.1»““



Nl Table 1

'_Correlatlons Between Prev1ous Educatlon Prev1ous Income

S and Prev1ous Occu:atlonuandwEmotlonal Suvlort Career

,’Support Housework and Flnan01a1 Problems

"'fPrev1ous - Prev1ous . Previous

: Educatlon o ds Income ;l.}jdccupationjL

ﬂfEmotlonal Support vﬂ'+;25**§, f;d,.b;rb3;;ﬂ,*~‘nibr‘503f55

dlonCareer Support >7'K€10551'»”?J”7' -.206 0 ~07

“;HOusework llﬁ" L -.18* G_p E ”344;07,,- N fp;d4r}7

' 7»F1nanc1al Problems v',dajfﬁ-VV*

?Jﬁt;foénﬁfxn”»:%af,slis*%:- SRR

"_‘Note;:Scale 1tems were rated from 1 (Not a Factor) to 7 (A

Cr1t1cal Factor) Educatlon, 1ncome and occupatlon were S

-.valso scored success1vely from 1ow to hlgh Negatlve

'dcorrelat1ons 1ndlcate not belng hlghly educated not hav1ngp:“

' a hlgh 1ncome, and not haff

g;a hlghly rated occupatlon 1ed3”5

to hlgher scores on the scales of emotlonal support careeer"

p_support and housework._;



 Time Spent Working  Control of Income

i oL
:'Career Support .(ﬁ Fif'ff;f';617'r:r7pff;{;_.fff'.3o** |

rﬁ,Emotlonal Support F??"i.if;boi ”7f7flg o ?ff,f:_33***i;j¢“

tfﬁchlld Carek=f'f’5¢ ;~p5g/f'r}15?gi; ‘"i;f)_,'.;}}-.zz* ;Ya’"‘

rsFlnan01al Problems - o?ff 'é,iifp'{ff o H}'_V‘,.zz* o

G,Note. Scale 1tems were rated from 1 (Not a Factor) to 7 (A
)‘fCrltlcal Factor) Amount of tlme spent worklng was coded

°,from 1 (Frequent) to 5 (Seldom) Control of 1ncome ‘was . codedti
'ijfrom 1 (Yes) to 2 (No) | S

',*p <v,05; **p < .01.’***9 <:.Qoi;

o6



scale ‘Mean  Standard Deviation =

 Emotional support 360 R S R
“Abuse C3aa2 217
-h'Sexual preblemsv ;¥‘3;0é{o-Fizi;kt:_l.78555g5
~ Financial problemsuhéggg,, | "hij:’1-35 e,ﬁ
'Cvareer,:‘SuPpo.r_t_i”‘.'-[ ; 2-33 }1_ .: ‘. | 1.27 |
child conflict = 2.29 . 2.05

| Housework 223 1.6

' child care . 1.49 . 1.53

~}N0t‘ he hlgher the mean, the greater the 1mportance

- of the scale as a cause of dlvorce.v a
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DISCUSSION

fFindinqs-Related‘to the Hypotheses
-Women w1th a h1gh personal soc1oeconomlc level were
‘eexpected to report the areas of housework career support
- emotional support, 1ncompat1b111ty, and Chlld care were
"important‘determinantS»of thelr dlvorce.=0n thelother hand,
women of a low personalISOCioeconomic statuS;were~predicted
- to cite abuse and financial_problems»asvcritiCal»causes'of
their divorce. Women-with nontraditional sex. role values
" were expected to score hlgher on the scales of housework
career>supporta emotlonal support 1ncompat1b111ty, and
Chlld care than were women w1th tradltlonal sex role values.
One 51gn1f1cant effect was found to support the
hypotheses. Women who held nontradltlonal sex role values
were ‘more llkely to report 1ncompat1b111ty was an 1mportant
determlnant of the1r~dlvorce. ‘The other's1gn1flcantv
| relationshipS'obtained in the_present Study~directly related
.to the'hypothéses'wereaoppositefto'those‘anticipated.
aSpecificalIy; women'whotwerevnot highly educated»were more
likely'to'have percelved;adlack of emotional support, lack |
of household help, and‘incompatibility aS‘leading'to their
divorce than werevwomen=whovWere.highly;éducated;'
Furthermore,.women~whovdid nothhaVe@hiqh,incomes tended to

cite lack of7career7supportfwas~a~critical factor in their'

”v‘marltal breakup in comparlson to women who dld have hlgh

1ncomes. Flnally, women whose occupatlons were highly rated
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; fon Holllngshead’s (1975) 1ndex werebmore 11kely to report‘
”‘;flnan01a1 problems were an 1mportant cause of thelr dlvorced”‘
lxthan were women who dld not have a hlghly rated occupatlon.\

‘HFH Such an unexpected outcome is felt to be prlmarlly due:

i7”ito the dlfferent methodologlcal approaches employed by the‘f

*lpresent study and those conducted prev1ous1y. A cruclal .
:;dlstlnctlon between thls study and the one prev1ous

bvlnvestlgatlon de51gned to examlne the unequal d1v1s10n of

_h"ffhousehold labor as a cause of dlvorce (Houseknecht et al.,

"h1984) was the underrepresentatlon of women with graduate

‘1degrees All of the women 1n the Houseknecht et al._study

’flthad a graduate degree whlle only 4/'of the partlclpants 1n_

e ‘thlS study had a graduate degree. Perhaps, then, flndlng the

- d unequal lelSlon of household labor to be an 1mportant

"mfactor in d1vorce 1s generallzable to a populatlon of women
= who are not as hlghly educated.

Some llkely reasons for the fallure to support prev1ous

w’fresearch show1ng reported causes of dlvorce dlffer by

g,s0010econom1c status’ls that other studles (e g., Bloom et

ﬁal., 1985 Kltson & Sussman, 1982 Lev1nger, 1966) measured _‘

”v1<w1ve S 5001oeconomlc status on the bas1s of thelr husband'

;sor famlly 1ncomes whereas the women s personal 1ncomes were

'7tmeasured 1n the present study.vFurthermore roles and

‘zexpectan01es 1n marrlage have changed and those studles EE
freportlng class dlstlnctlons were conducted from n1ne years ‘

‘uvto nearly three decades ago.,



Also the exploratory study, open-ended quest1onna1res,j‘
~’and short-ltem measures used by the prev1ous 1nvest1gators

b'ﬁdlffer from the exten81ve 49 1tem survey used 1n thls study;l

'fThls thorough questlonnalre is cons1dered to have glven more'”

‘vabreadth to an examlnatlon of such a personal and 1nd1v1dual
nature. In fact few part1c1pants took advantage of the
fspace allotted to llst reasons not 1ncluded 1n the

questlonnalre and several commented on. the exhaustlveness of,’

: the measure.v77

In a further attempt to 1nterpret the ratlonale behlnd'

.'_thls reversal of expected outcomes, two pos51ble ;f;

explanatlons become ev1dent. Flrst Lev1nger (1976) proposedf"’*

'nearly two decades ago that even 1f flnan01al hardshlp w1ll

‘”occur, d1vorce w1ll be con51dered a pos1t1ve alternatlve fﬁ

'caamong w1ves who feel explo1ted by thelr husbands. The

‘,present study as well as prev1ous research (e g.’ Bloom»et:v

hal., 1985 Kltson & Sussman 1982) suggests dlvorced women' |
' attrlbute great 1mportance to such factors as lack of L
vemotlonal support and 1ncompat1b111ty as hav1ng led to the

‘:fmarltal dlsruptlon.vThese factors then may be the areas f*'

”‘2_‘ w1th1n a marltal relatlonshlp where w1ves expect a "true" ~3;f

;bpartnershlp to be apparent and regardless of thelr personalfjh |

't71ncome w1ll seek a dlvorce if the husband 1s not meetlng

ffthelr needs 1n these areas.-
Second, prev1ous researchers (Hochschlld 1989, v

iHouseknecht et al., 1984) have cla1med marltal dlstress L



:t.pappearsIdirectly.relatedtto:the'disparity«betWeen1spousal‘v"

'*fldeas regardlng sex roles._The women comprlslng the currenti

ﬁ’ﬁsample tended to be nontradltlonal, 5/ ‘scored 33 or hlgher[.

";on the Attltudes Toward Women scale (on a scale of 1- 45
llhlgher scores are con51dered to reflect nontradltlonal
v'values) Perhaps the husbands’ expectatlons were more o
"[tradltlonal than thelr w1ves’ as tends to be the case amongv
‘:marrled couples (Hochschlld 1989 Pleck 1985) Taklng thlS"
'one step:further, 1t 1s pos51ble women who were hlghly
' educated had better opportunltles (meetlng men 1n college‘
lfor example) to choose partners w1th attltudes more 51m11ar
':to thelrpown than:dldeomen who were not.hlghly educated, In-
"turnfithe_dissimilaritydbetWeentcouplesf'seéfroleiyalues:may’
: havefheen’morestrikingtwhen'the.women were,notrhighlyt
‘educated; lt'may“actually:hayeubeen‘this‘discrepancy between
‘spousal attltudes rather than the w1fe s attltude alone or
.such factors as income and occupatlon that made emotlonal

support and 1ncompat1b111ty so crltlcal.

‘Postfhoc Findingsfi

Tw0‘poSt—hoc analyses. were conduCtedkto furtherm
‘1nvestlgate what may actually have led the women who
participated in the present study to dlvorce. From a purely

:exploratory perspectlve yet keeplng in 11ne w1th the

‘1 orlglnal thought 1t was antlclpated that the nmore - t1me the

'women spent worklng outs1de of the home dur1ng ‘the marrlagef
and the greater the extent to which they actually had
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}fflspend a’ great deal;of tlme worklng out51de of the home and

i support mcompat,blllty, and ‘Chlwld care.  Women ‘who dld not

7fbwho d1d not have control of any 1ncome were antlclpated to

:;01te abuse and f1 anc1al problems as 1mportant determlnants :d

| ”J’ﬂfof thelr marltailbreakup.”"“

The flrst s1gn1f1cant post hoc relatlonshlp appears to 3

7ﬂiusuggest that wome, who spent more t1me worklng out51de of

‘LL~"ANOUNt of time Spent worklnq out51de of the home and 1ack of e
' household help. =~ . , IS ABCKLOL 0

VTthe home durlng the marrlage ‘were: the most dlssatlsfled w1thhff

:7fthe amount of household help they recelved from thelr

- £, partners. To be sure, thlS relatlonshlp would be expected ‘

”'idbased on the or1g1nal hypotheses. It 1s assumed for g

- 1nstance,rthat a w1fe would expect her husband to share the‘

-household respons1b111t1es based on the amount of tlme she

“-pspent worklng out51de of the home, and therefore, the amount.’

h'of income she contrlbuted.x, o

‘x“hy If as Greenglass (1985) and Hochschlld (1989) have
7}argued women who percelve the unequal d1v151on of household
hlabor as unfalr become frustrated resentful ;and |

ffdlssatlsfled w1th the marrlage spendlng more t1me out51de

d”of the home worklng may be what actually exacerbates these

*feellngs, not thelr educatlon, 1ncome or occupatlon. -
hxFurthermore, 1f husbands do not 1ncrease the amount of tlme
-vthey spend performlng housework accordlng to the amount of
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%d*‘tlme thelr w1ves spend worklng out81de of the home

d‘(Hochschlld 1989 Pleck 1985) the relatlonshlp between the pib

‘dg,unequal d1v1s10n of household labor and 1ncompat1b111ty may

"become more ev1dent to these women. Dlvorce then, w111 -

'f,vbecome the pos1t1ve alternatlve.‘f;

'"vﬁdlvorce._

b Women who d1d not have control over thelr 1ncome tended»:i S

?'to 01te all of the varlables except housework and
f*;lncompatlblllty as more 1mportant factors in thelr d1vorce f
'f_than women who d1d have control over: thelr 1ncome. These
‘,Vrelatlonshlps clearly are not easy to explaln, they |
”tcontradlct what was antlclpated when cons1der1ng career
?support. emotlonal support, and Chlld care. Spe01flcally,
‘Ewomen who d1d have control of thelr 1ncome were expected to

‘vhave percelved thelr husbands as not prov1d1ng career

»l:‘support emotlonal support, and ch11d care.‘These 1ssues o

“Cdthen would have been more 11ke1y to be determlnants of thelre
'dlvorce than among women who d1d not have control of thelr
'1ncome. The best explanatlon for these contradlctory results"

xtonce agaln p01nts to the 1mportance of whether a woman feels

f'exp101ted by her husband Whlle only speculatlon, women who

‘V‘f7do not- share equal flnan01al power w1th thelr husbands,.f

‘Ivoespe01ally to the extreme of hav1ng no control over thelr

: wpersonal 1ncome may be strongly aware of thls lack of a S
"true partnershlp.ﬂ ThlS perceptlon of 1nequa11ty may be
~-d1ffused 1nto many areas of dlssatlsfactlon and may also



{reflect a relatlonshlp ln whlch husbands are not emotlonallya’;
":supportlve of thelr w1ves.’ | “
In follow1ng the or1g1na1 ratlonale.for thlS study, it'"
kwould be expected that women who dld not have control over

i the1r income would be more llkely to report abuse and

'g.flnanc1al problems ‘as hav1ng ‘been an 1mportant factor 1n

“their dlvorce than would women who dld have control of thelr
glncome. Support for such a relatlonshlp was found.

vCertalnly women who had no access to thelr own or. thelr
dhusband's 1ncomeswould be~expected to remain 1n an‘unhappy“v.
‘marriagewuntil1abusejor‘financial~problems were too |

overwhelming.

SgMethodolo 1cal'L1m1tat10ns

 The lack of support for the major hypotheses tested is
"COnS1dered to~be,predom1nately due to the methodology
employed during this'examination. Most criticallwas the:'
‘difficulty in locating enough women who‘had a‘Substantial
personal 1ncome (e. g., above $20 000) durlng the marrlage._
The ‘problem here is con51dered to have stemmed from the fact
- that each woman was asked to respond to the questlonnalre~rn
*.sregard to‘her first marriage‘-This was done to control for
“hthe llkellhOOd of many respondents hav1ng had multlplev’
”‘marrlage d1vorce experlences, and in fact many had In
_'h1nd51ght the partlclpants should have been asked to keep
fthelr most recent marrlage 1n mlnd when replylng to the
' ;statements. Such a- change perhaps would have generated a ‘;v
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‘rgj'larger number of flnan01ally 1ndependent women prlmarlly

?;because many of the women whose d1vorce occurred 15 or more,gv'

V'ﬂeyears prev1ously would have been excluded More marrled

kS women are currently enterlng the work force than 1n recent

'fhyears (Bryant & Zle 1994) and 1ndeed many of the'f

'-partlclpants 1n thlS study who had been d1vorced for 15 or;'i'"

' fmore years worked only occas1onally (49/)
The need to dlstlngulsh "tradltlonal“ women from i
“nontradltlonal" women regardlng sex role attltudes also SR

jijpresented ‘a problem.tMost profound was the dlfflculty 1n

'V;,measurlng bellefs held s1x months to 30 years ago. Needless

kt]to say, the values an 1nd1v1dual currently holds may not

‘inecessarlly be a valld representatlon of those held many

jv‘years, or even months, earller. In fact 1t seems reasonable'

‘ to expect one s llfe experlences to change these attltudes.

”:It 1s p0551ble then that some of the women 1n thlS study may -

’have actually been "tradltlonal" women durlng the marrlage‘”'
kln questlon but reevaluated thelr sex role attltudes after

’that 11fe event.

In addltlon the Attltudes Toward Women scale in 1tse1fr

’seems a b1t outdated Several women made comments alludlng
Hlfto just that when clalmlng such statements as “darn socks" ;
and “drlve a locomotlve" were "old fashloned." The problem
‘:w1th th1s measure becomes more obv1ous when notlng only one

3s1gn1flcant relatlonshlp was found between the Attltudes

Toward Women Scale and the cause of dlvorce 1tems, predlctor



’fvarlables, and post-hoc correlatlonal varlables. Perhapsh_pfi

,M:anontradltlonal women tended to c1te 1ncompat1b111ty as a

“l_ulncompatlblllty were the most often c1ted causes of

ﬁffcause of dlvorce s1mplY due to the fact that thls scale'i}

G:tflncluded statements obv1ously related to sex roles..,_fﬁﬁl?3v*m

The flndlngs do agree w1th prev1ous studles when

~pxlook1ng at the general 1mportance of the 1nd1v1dual

‘determlnants of dlvorce)'For example, Bloom et al.

14(1985) suggest that emotlonal aspects of marrlage have

'5f become 1ncreas1ngly 1mportant Others (Kltson et al., 1985,717"

Rhyne,‘1981, Spltze & SOuth 1985) have stated 1ncreased

llj‘verbal 1nterac‘ ' affectlon,‘and emotlonal support 1n a

’.imarrlage decrease the‘likellhood of dlvorce. Accord1ngly,,lff‘

vthese prev1ous studles report emotlonal support and

‘pdlvorce among women. Perhaps th1s explalns why no ?d
'-dlstlnctlon was made 1n the current study between

oﬁnsocloeconomlc status and reported causes of dlvorce,:nﬁpi-' ’

:“ﬁlemot1onal support:7nd 1ncompat1b111ty are cruc1al components

‘:fo]of a marltal relatlonshlp among 1nd1‘1duals of any

i18001oeconomlc status.*'”“”’

Although 7“

ttle support was 1ndlcated for the

Lf dhypotheses geger ted from the extant 11terature, the large

7h*amount of dat *hered 1s cons1dered to be rlch w1th



"ilnformatlon that w1ll allow a deeper and more up to date

']lblns1ght 1nto reported causes of dlvorce among women._Two -

'-examples Wthh awalt analy31s are p0551ble dlfferences among'
H‘ mothers and women who d1d not have chlldren, and an |

’h1nvest1gatlon 1nto the relatlonshlp between who 1n1t1ated

‘:»:*the d1vorce and the reported causes.j';;

- In conclus1on, 1t appears the current 1nterest 1n the :
‘hflnvestlgatlon of why marrlages fall has encountered a realm"
";of factors as5001ated w1th emotlonal support and | - y

delncompatlblllty.‘Although a 1ack of household help was not ar

yycrltlcal cause of dlvorce among the part1c1pants in the

leaycurrent study 1t was strongly correlated to lack of

:’emotlonal support and 1ncompat1b111ty, a’ flndlng supportlve’ff,

}”:of Hochschlld’s (1989) clalm. One symptom then of 1ack of

'emotlonal support and 1ncompat1b111ty may be the lack of '“f
yhousehold help a w1fe recelves from her husband Further
N research 1s warranted 1n thlS relatlvely un1nvest1gated
R;Zarea. Flnally, obta1n1ng a clearer understandlng of the vf]‘f
cimarltal sex. role attltudes each spouse brlngs to the |
'rymarrlage, how they may d1ffer and the resultlng

;1mpllcatlons for the relat10nsh1p 1s also needed.

37



 APPENDIX A

;Vfféauéés]ofrbiyoroe7Questionnaire‘V
“"CoyerfLetter anddInformed;Consent
- DearvParticipant

‘*We are conductlng a- study to examlne sources of women s
~dissatisfaction w1th1n a marriage that ultlmately lead to
divorce. While much is known about who ‘is likely to get
‘divorced, little is known about the spe01flc causes of
‘divorce and we would like your input. It will take - :
approx1mately 25 m1nutes to complete thls questlonnalre.;

If you choose to f111 out thls questlonnalre, please answer.
each question as honestly as p0551b1e.,Your participation is

Voluntary and 'you can stop at any time. Please understand

- that your responses will be kept confidential, as we are not

- _focusing on the answers of any one person. Your returned

g~quest10nna1re will remain completely anonymous. The goal of

this study is to obtain information from a number of women:

- who have: experlenced divorce and combine their replies. to
.acquire a general understandlng of dlvorce causes.f

 Your w1111ngness to partlclpate in this 1mportant study 1s
apprec1ated ‘Thank you for your help

ySlncerely,‘
; Mary A, Dolan SR d:: ‘ FChuck Hoffman,‘Chalr
.. Master’s Degree Candldate A Department of Psychology

- I have read and understand the above 1nformat10n.

bsignature

Date_
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o CAUSES OF {D‘Imcn*‘ A«r_goﬁef wdﬁEN; .QUESTIONNAIREH?_

 The follow1ng statements relate to 51tuat10ns whlch may haveuﬁ'
- led to your divorce. If you have been married more than ’

- once, please refer to your first marriage throughout the"“‘
’questlonnalre.‘For each of the following statements: ..

:1] 1. Circle "Yes" or "No" to indicate whether or not the

“s1tuatlon was a problem during the marrlage."

"_‘lz ‘Indicate the extent to which each statementlfactored in e
- your decision to divorce by clrcllng the appropr1ate number [

. for each of the follow1ng.l.,
1. My ex-husband and I could not aqree on:. when to start a
‘_'famlly S
~This 51tuat1on was.a problem durlng the marrlage. Yes Nog

~ Not a Factor'f:*a e SomeWhat,~:l'-“hffi ,A‘cfitlcal'
'i,,In the- Dlvorce »gl‘ ;_ A’Factor o -*.j;; t Factor
121;1 con51dered mylcareer to be equally 1mportant as my ex—"“

- husband’s. "
©This situation w

vll’htrivf zf-

..jk,Not a Factor | ,,,hfa Somewhat ;;jjg'f§;~zA,cfitié51f*"
o In the Dlvorce : ' A Factor-vffv R ﬂFaotor;

iéiVMy ex—husband abused alcohol/drugs.” ‘ ST, : SR
‘ This situation was a problem durlng the marrlage. Yes No;

‘Not a Factor _ Somewhat FN Crltlcal
'lIn the Dlvorce ‘ el A Factor e =;V-',j_r Factor '

"_n4;t1 abused alcohol/drugs.77ﬂ

iThls 51tuat10n Was a- problem,durlng the marrlage. Yes Nofﬁpf_‘i'

12 s a5 6 .

’,;Nbf,a>yactgrh,lag§[’ Somewhat ‘7m:, T A Cr1tlca1
'ﬂ;ﬂingthe*Divorcef';tH;T A Factor“_j;"j"lf”;% Factor

“S;CI prepared the famlly meals more often than my ex-husbandg;ﬂt

Codid.s

llfThls 51tuatlon was a problem durlng the marrlage. Yes Nojf"’



Not a Factor - Somewhat’hf*kmfl'uf:sé Critiéal'
In the Dlvorce 3;:5-_f_ A Factor *a";» t;.j - Factor

My ex-husband and I dld not share the same rellglous R
~faith. : e
ThlS 81tuat10n was: a problem durlng the marr1age. Yes No;' |

'Not,aﬁFactorﬁf}ijlfT'l’SbmeWhat ~ A Ccritical

';»In'the-DiVorce’-f{.;.g' A Factor . Factor

'7-‘.

.,8

; :.9

I had an- extramarltal affalr.. ‘ ’ ' S
Thls s1tuatlon was a. problem durlng the marrlage. Yes ’No

f11 .',, ]2~', f_ 3.0 U s s _6;~v'“1_'7;~'

" Not a Factor TR SomeWhatfll';fT,h' A Crltlcal‘

Ih*the<Divorce‘ “jpv A Factorkb e ‘Factor

My ex- husband had an extramarltal affalr.

ThlS s1tuat10n was- a problem durlng the marrlage. Yes No.

Not a Factor  Somewhat . A Critical
In the Dlvorce -“” A Factor } ‘V“"bkvp' “Factor
Our sexual relatlonshlp was’ 1nadequate durlng most of the

marriage.
ThlS 51tuat10n was a problem durlng the marrlage. Yes No

g “,y‘; SRR ST R s e 9

‘Not a Factor - . :",vsomeWhatg‘;;» : A Critical .
In the“DivorceV. 13*,“vA‘Factor'f’_'[ . Factor

~10 My ex—husband kept secrets from me.

ThlS 51tuat10n was . a problem durlng the marrlage.;Yes ‘No:‘

Lo iR e 3 " 5 67

Not a Factor ph‘k‘u* . Somewhat "’,_,” A Critical
In the Divorce = . .~ A Factor =~ . .~ = Factor
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11. There were in-law problems during the marriage.
This situation was a problem during the marriage. Yes No

T 2 3 4 5 s 7
Not a Factor | ‘Somewhat - A Critical
In the Divorce = A Factor , Factor

12. My ex-husband was not supportive of my career decisions.
- This situation was a problem during the marriage. Yes No

1 2 3 s 5 6 7
Not a Factor Somewhat A Critical
In the Divorce A Factor PFactor

13. My ex-husband physically abused me. »
This situation was a problem during the marriage. Yes No

1 2 3 2 5 6 7

Not a Factor “ Somewhat | A Critical
In the Divorce . A Factor Factor

14. It was difficult to communicate with my ex-husband.
- This situation was a problem during the marriage. Yes No

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Notva'Facfof | _b SbmeWhat ‘ A Criﬁical_
In the Divorce A Factor Factor

15. My ex-husband and I had different sexual frequency
" needs.
This situation was a problem during the marriage. Yes No

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Not a Factor "~ Somewhat | N Crltlcal
In the Divorce A Factor Factor

16. I could not dlscuss personal or private matters with or
confide in my ex-husband.
This situation was a problem durlng the marriage. Yes No

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Not a Factor “Somewhat vA Cfiticai
In the Divorce A Factor Factor
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17. My ex-husband and I could not agree on how to spend -
money.
This situation was a problem durlng the marrlage. Yes No

1 2 3 4 5 6 , 7
Not a Factor , Somewhat lb A Critical
In the Divotrce A Factor Factor -

18. My ex-husband was emotionally or verbally abusive.
This situation was a problem during the marriage. Yes No

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Not a Factor " Somewhat T A Critical

In the Divorce A Factor : Factor

19. Ivresented‘being the one to do most of the family
laundry.
This situation was a problem during the marriage. Yes No

1 2 3 4 5 | 6 7

Not a‘Factor - ’ SomeWhat' ‘ A Criticei

In the Divorce A Factor Factor

20.T could not trust myvex~husband.
This situation was a problem during the marriage. Yes No

1 ‘ 2 , 3 4 5 6 7
Not a Factor Somewhat A Critical |
In the Divorce A Factor ‘ Factor

21. My ex-husband deserted me.
This situation was a problem during the marriage. Yes No

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Not a Factor _ Somewhat o A Critical
In the'DivorCe A Factor Factor

22. Health problems led to an inadequate-sex life.
This situation was a problem during the marriage. Yes No

1 2 -3 4 5 6 7
Not a Factor o Somewhat ~ A Critical
In the Divorce A Factor ' ‘Factor
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l23§ Unemployment was a problem for my ex—husband.

ThlS 51tuatlon was a problem durlng the marrlage.bYes Nou,*”

Not a Factor l”m?f7 : Somewhat flff:f:_,(h A Critical
In the D1vorce l_~ 8 A Factor ‘["»_'. Factor

;24 We grew apart our 1nterests and values changed.~ , :
ThlS s1tuatlon was a problem durlng the marrlage. Yes No;»

- Not a'Factorv‘, n SOmewhat - *f"A'Critioal'
In ‘the Dlvorce e o A Factor _ o Factor

25,1 was too young when we. got ‘married. e §
e ThlS 51tuat10n was a. problem durlng the marrlage. Yes No

‘Not a Factor . Somewhat . A Critical
~ In the Divorce A Factor : “Factor

26{ I wanted equal power in decision: maklng. ‘
ThlS 51tuatlon was. a problem during the marrlage. Yes No

NOt:a‘Factor " Somewhat | A Critical
In the Divorce f g A Factor B Factor

‘27 My ex—husband was over commltted to his’ work.p.
Thls 51tuatlon was a problem durlng the marrlage. Yes No

- Not a Factor S _" | Somewhatr C ?." ‘A Critical
In ‘the Divorce . A Factor ‘ - Factor

- 28 ‘My ex-husband would not help wash the dishes. |
’ ThlS s1tuatlon was a problem durlng the marrlage. Yes No

Not a Factor”_;“f " Somewhat .[ A Critioal
-In the Divorce : A Factor ..~ Factor
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Ih;29 There was a lack of love in our relatlonshlp
ThlS 51tuat10n was a problem dur1ng the marrlage..Yes No

‘*[“Not a Factor | »ﬁ_.g]~{?‘spméwhatif]ﬁiﬁﬂf;‘ff A CritiCall
In the Dlvorce,-f;%i,zf»A’Factor‘, - jjl-f Factor

'”7530 My ex-husband and. I were bas1cally 1ncompat1ble.v . » ,
el ThlS s1tuatlon was a problem durlng the marrlage.\Yes No o

~ Not a factor“”‘i ]3_~"I'Somewhatt T a Crltlcal
In the D1vorce -ijp;, A Factor Fy»;y_k:ff Factor

f51;}31 My ex-husband and I frequently argued or dlsagreed.

FJ*:;; In the Dlvorce

Thls s1tuatlon was a problem durlng the marrlage Yes Nop

. Not a Factor /;jgx‘ Somewhat F%lfdv | HA Critical
In the Dlvorce .'J‘ A Factor jjfv_“,' Factor "

5f32 My ex—husband was not a’ good f1nanc1al prov1der.-~-’f'"”':
ThlS 51tuatlon was - a problem dur1ng‘the marrlage. Yes. No.j

_ Not a Factor f “Somewhat A Critical
o In the Dlvorce IF;H:y A Factor’“¢;3c";“'-*Factor

'*33. My ex-husband dld not do his share of the yard work.'
ThlS 51tuatlon was a problem durlng the marrlage. Yes Nofa

A Crltlcal
Factor

Not aﬁFaCtor

'f34 My ex—husband made blzarre orzunpleasant'sexual demands.ﬂf'

-f ‘This 51tuat1on was a problem durlng the marrlage._Yes No‘}‘>s

Not a Factor ;1f7;%i' Somewhat

: A Crltlcal
In the Dlvorce fgrdw A Factor g :

Factor




. 3'5

I am’ not sure was caused our marrlage to dlsrupt..:“ :
ThlS 51tuat10n was a. problem durlng the marrlage. Yes No.

T36
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Not a Factor ~ Somewhat ‘fﬁk[f;,ff” A Critioaln'
In the Dlvorce pr_,f?;s A Factor tﬁ :{_‘;Ql Factor

My ex-husband did not" support my dec1s1on to
contlnue/begln my education.

ThlS 51tuat10n was a problem durlng the marrlage.‘Yes No-f.'w>

‘NOt a‘Factorf'j '{,j{, somewhat o .:[ ;g'fA'Critioalf-;
In the'Divorce"7fl G A*Factor‘“i,i_; TR Factor’

My ex-husband dld not vacuum the house as often as I
‘dig. .
~ This s1tuat1on was a. problem durlng the marrlage. Yes No_‘

ghiiglff'G“ij;fff%;3b:;rtv:l4 vuﬁyf;;s.ff,s“zpﬁ .»  ._"7“fﬁ

" Not a FaotOr' {’.}:l‘f“ Somewhat“”'fsbn157f“'A”Criticalf-'

- .38,

139_

In the Dlvorce o 5_3{ A Factor L ufﬁ. Factor .

There were f1nan01al problems durlng the marr1age.' :
Th1s s1tuatlon was a problem durlng the marrlage. Yes No

:1 ‘ »fé {f‘ l\f3;;} ,‘uv4.vhfpf:f5 3:“p , 6*"’£l »7,h

. Not a Fadtor’ff'r7 1w;' éomewhat - 'gfinlf A Crltlcal

- In the D1vorce "‘ A Factor B Factorf'

My ex-husband was neglectful towards me.

Th1s s1tuat10n was a problem durlng the marr1age. Yes NOQ-VfV

1 .‘..f2'“_5>‘~73~ﬁfh->“74 ﬁw_]tspfﬂ. Hfhﬁ ,T prﬁ7;

‘Not a Factor ”ff”{1556méwhat - ";f; ‘1 A Critical

In the Dlvorce;' 4f‘f"=”A'Faotor"; [-' - Factor‘jxwu

Our relat10nsh1p was not emot1ona11y 1nt1mate. : C
ThlS s1tuatlon was a problem durlnq the marrlage Yes Noﬂ

<,1:’ . l 2;; tglzlé :V‘ﬂf"4pl “f¢f5bgf'7l”f6°';5fa‘f7

' Not a Factor IR Somewhat;:pﬂ T A Crltlcal o

In the D1vorce'p A Pactor Factor
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’h*u_(4l My ex- husband was unw1lllng to move 1n order to beneflt

my career.

Th1s s1tuat10n was a problem durlng the marrlage.ers Nofj,‘3'

Not a Factor =“"‘sbinewhat' A Critical
‘In the Dlvorce "f'fl i Factor:_llﬁ _ ‘ Factor SR
'ff42 1 resented belng respons1ble for most of the household

duties. : ‘
ThlS s1tuatlon was a problem durlng the marrlage. Yes Nop

1 2 3 SR 5 6 e g

Not a Factor B :_'y'”Somewhat. EEEREREN A‘Crltical
In the D1vorce ;v f A Factor f~'v;‘ ‘v' Factor

';~43. My ex—husband dld not Want ‘me to be employed
: ThlS s1tuat10n was a problem durlng the marrlage. Yes No,

 Not a Factor v‘ B Somewhat A Critical
In the Dlvorce y«, i A Factor : {','h' - Factor,
'T44 My ex-husband and T had dlfferent 1deas concernlng the

roles of ‘husband and wife. : g
ThlS 51tuatlon was a problem durlng the marrlage. Yes No

- Not a‘Factor'!‘hv"f‘,” Somewhat'f o A Cr1t1cal
In the D1vorce SRR :[_ A Factor ‘ ‘ Factor

‘vl:‘45, It bothered my ex-husband that I made more money than he

did. »
This s1tuat10n was a problem durlng the marrlage. Yes No,

ETOEN 2 3 45 6 7

~ Not a Factor f'-t " somewhat = " A Critical
'; In the Dlvorce ARITIARE A'Factor”“bf ‘,‘ Factor

46, T often dld housework wh11e my ex-husband relaxed , ‘
R Th1s 51tuat10n ‘was a. problem durlng the marrlage. Yes No

R I IR Ot 2 6 7

‘Not a‘Factor}hgy " 'Somewhat - A Critical .
In the Divorce - . ' = A Factor -~ - Factor -
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[ﬁ§47 No flnan01al resources my ‘own or my ex—husband’s were ,."

“easily access1ble to me.~

lfThls 31tuat10n was a problem durlng the marrlage._erszo

fNot a Factor :ﬁl‘“vl, Somewhat :}f{3537{§ A Crltlcal

bcIn the Dlvorce Q";»‘\ A Factor o'_ifq,; Factor i\{fdt/

if'Please respond to the follow1ng statements only 1f you and

_your: flrst ex-husband ‘had chlldren living in ‘your home.:r;
.Select the correct parent-chlld relatlonshlp from the
zafollowinq.'- : N o L

The ch1ldren were mlne from a prev1ous relatlonshlp

‘jﬁ-p‘The chlldren were my ex—husband’s from a: prev1ous
. \{ relatlonshlp L e e :
L *My ex—husband and I were the ch1ldren s blologlcal
'parents 2 fy ‘ ‘

f_1

:hother please explaln

I helped the chlldren dress more often than my ex—husband B

did.

",dThls 51tuat10n was a problem durlng the marr1age. Yes‘No'

" Not a Factor ‘ ': _* Somewhatb hva “, A Crltlcal
- In the Dlvorce . ‘* A Factor : “ffl;“" Factor
'sMy ex—husband would not help purchase supplles for the

w,chlldren.: R
' »7Th1s s1tuatlon was a problem durlng the marrlage.: Yes N0u“

"1}ﬁ;1ppn”2" *1;,»ﬁ3l 4 “f" fjsﬁta o ‘6 _" ‘”‘7'l

H:Not a Factor:ﬁ”:‘]7vﬁ Somewhat‘k;vg T A Crltlcal

'“In the Dlvorce }p_,_ A Factor B :‘.,'”-' Factor

thy ex—husband and i could not aqree on Chlld rearlng and
. discipline methods.

.f ThlS s1tuatlon was a: problem durlng the marrlage. ers Nobs‘

l*Not ‘a Factor s f.7f3,m séméwhat]{j»;iuf:7 A Crltlcal
7,.In ‘the Dlvorce ..o A Factor ..o Factor



I spent more time helplng the children w1th their
homework than their father did. -
This 51tuat10n was a problem during the marrlage. Yes No-

1 2 3 4 5 6 | 7
Not a Factor . Somewhat T A Critical

" In the Divorce ' A'Factor' : Factor

Our flghtlng and unhapplness was hav1ng a negatlve effect
on the children. ,
This situation was a problem during the marriage. Yes No

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Not a Factor Somewhat ‘ A Critical
In the Divorce A Factor Factor

My ex-husband was jealous of or disliked the children.
This situation was a problem during the marriage. Yes No

1 2 3 4 5 6 ' 7
‘Not a Factor Somewhat A Critical
In the Divorce A Factor ‘ Factor

My ex-husband rarely helped bathe the children.
This situation was a problem during the marriage. Yes No

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Not a Factor Somewhat A Critical

In the Divorce A Factor Factor

My ex-husband did not share the child care
responsibilities equally with me.

" This situation was a problem during the marriage. Yes No

1 2 3 4 5 6 - 7
'Not a Factor Somewhat . A Critical
In the Divorce_ , A Factor Factor

At this point please list any‘other reasons not indicated

above that may have been a factor in the disruption of your
marriage. :
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 Please Tell Us About Yourself:

2. What is your ethnlclty?fe,, T '
: _Caucasian o i Hlspanlc L T
African American - o Asian . . Other

" 3. What is your current marltal status’ i
4. What is your occupation?_ : L
5. Do ‘you recelve' Unemployment’ Yes - No

: , . AFDC?. . - . .. Yes . No : :
. . 6. What was the hlghest level of school you completed’
o __less than high school ___ BA/BS degree U
completed hlgh school ' 1 ‘some. graduate: educat1on
_ some college - e - graduate educatlon

, two year college and degree .

- 7. Are you currently ‘attending school° Yes ,ﬂNo'
8. If yes, what is your goal?__ ~ :
-9, What is your personal (money earned only by you) yearly

1ncome7 ,
- Below $10 000 ; $10 000~ $20 000 $20 000- $30 000
$30 000~ $40 000 $40 000 $50 000 f _$50, OOO—above‘;

If. marrled more than once,; please refer to your flrst
marrlage for the remalnder of the questlonnalre. :

2‘10 What was’ your hlghest level of educatlon before the

- d1vorce7 ‘ -
“less than high school BA/BS degree
completed high school ___some graduate education
_. some college B graduate education ’

two year college and degree
S 11 What was your occupation before the ‘divorce?.
,12 "What amount of time did ‘you typically spend worklng

- outside the home durlng your first marr1age°
I always worked full-time = :
I always worked part-time ‘ ’ R,
Sometimes I worked part- tlme, sometimes full-time
I never worked out51de the home durlng ny flrst
marr1age ‘ ~
‘I worked durlng part of the. marrlage, and d1d noti
work during part of the marriage

; H*If

- 13. Did you attend school during the marrlage’. Yes - No
14. What was your personal yearly income durlng ‘the
: marr1age° S v DR
___'Below $10, 000 $10 000 $20, 000 $20 000 -$30,000
o .._.'$30,000- $40 000 H__$40 000- $50 000 ___$50, 000—above
15, Was thls money under your control? - . Yes . No
16. If you had no personal income were other flnan01a1
- resources readily avallable to you’ : Yes 3 No o

Please explain .
- 17. Were other personal resources such as famlly and/or
~ friends available for you to rely on? =  Yes No,,
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18.
19.

20.

21.
- 22,
23,
24.
25.

Do you have children from the marriage? Yes No
If yes, please list the age of each child at the time of
~divorce, beglnnlng with the eldest, and each child’s
sex. ‘

Age '  Sex

Do you now , or did you in the past receive child
support from your ex-husband?
Yes No Amount per month ,
How old were you when you married?
How old were you when you divorced?
How long were you married?

How long has it been since this divorce was flnallzed°__
Who made the decision to divorce?
. Completely my decision ___Completely my ex-husband’s
- , - - decision
___Mostly my decision __ Mostly my ex-husband’s
' decision :

It was a mutual decision

Please answer the following questions about your ex-husband.

1.
2.

3.
4l‘

His age at the time of your dlvorce

Ethnicity?
Caucasian ' - Hispanic

‘ African American Asian . Other
Occupation? R
Highest level of educatlon
‘ less than high school ____ BA/BS degree

completed high school ____some graduate educatlon
v some college graduate education

two year college and degree
Ex-husband’s approximate yearly salary before the

divorce? } (
Below $10,000 _ $10,000-$20,000 $20,000-$30,000
$30,000-%40,000 __$40,000-$50,000 ___$50,000-above

‘This ends the questionnaire. Thank you for your help.

>5Qv



fThank you for partlclpatlng in thls study of the examination
of divorce causes among women. This research is being
,conducted to obtain a clearer idea of problems ‘within a

- marriage that may lead to divorce. More specifically, we are
"trying to determine if these reasons differ among women who
- are of various socioeconomic statuses and among women who
~hold different expectations regardlng the typical marital

- roles performed by husbands and wives.

Any questlons that may arlse regardlng th1s study can be

- answered by contactlng Mary Dolan or Chuck Hoffman through
 the Department of Psychology at California State Unlver51ty,
‘San Bernardino. The phone number to the department is (909)
880-5570. Also, the results of this study are anticipated to
be completed during the spring of 1994 and may be obtained
by contacting the same individuals.
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APPENDIX B

Attltudes Toward Women

The statements listed below descrlbe attitudes toward the
roles of women in society which different people have. There
are no right or wrong answers, only opinions. You are asked
to express your feeling about each statement by indicating
whether you (A) agree strongly, (B) agree mlldly, (c)
disagree mildly, or (D) disagree strongly.

1.

Swearing and obscenity are more repu151ve in the speech
of a woman than a man.

A B - c D
Agree Agree Disagree Disagree
Strongly = Mildly - Mildly Strongly

Under modern eConomio conditions with women being active
outside the home, men should share in household tasks
such as washing dishes and doing the laundry.

A B C D
- Agree Agree Disagree Disagree
Strongly Mildly Mildly Strongly

It is insulting to women to have the "obey" clause remain
in the marriage service.

A - B Cc D
Adgree Agree Disagree = Disagree
Strongly Mildly - Mildly Strongly

A woman should be as free as a man to propose marriage.

N B c D
‘Agree - - - Agree Disagree Disagree
Strongly Mildly Mildly Strongly

Women should worry less about their rights and more about
becoming good wives and mothers.

A B C D
Agree Agree Disagree Disagree

Strongly Mildly Mildly Strongly
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‘Women should assume their rightful place in business and

‘all the professions along with men.

A B ‘ c D

Agree Agree -DiSagreé Disagree
Strongly Mildly = Mildly Strongly-

A woman should not expect to go to exactly the same

" places or to have quite the same freedom of action as a

10.

1.

man.
A B C D
Agree Agree Disagree Disagree
Strongly = Mildly Mildly Strongly

It is ridiculous for a woman to run a locomotive and for

a man to darn socks.

A B c ' D
Agree Agreev ‘Disagree Disagree
Strongly Mildly Mildly Strongly

The intellectual leadership of a community should be
largely in the hands of men. ’

A B c D

Agree Agree Disagree Disagree
Strongly Mildly Mildly Strongly

Women should be given equal opportunity with men for
apprenticeship in the various trades.

A B N D

Agree Agree Disagree Disagree
Strongly Mildly Mildly Strongly

Women earning as much as their dates should bear equally
the expense when they go out together.

A B c D
Agree Agree Disagree Disagree
Strongly Mildly Mildly Strongly
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12.

13.

14.

15.

Sons in a family should be givén more encouragement to
go to college than daughters.

A B | c. D
Agree Agree 'Disagree Disagree
Strongly Mildly - Mildly Strongly

In general, the father should have greater authority

than the mother in the bringing up of children.

A B S D
- Agree Agree Disagree Disagree
Strongly Mildly Mildly Strongly

Economic and social freedom is worth far more to women
than acceptance of the ideal of femininity which has
been set up by men.

A B C D
Agree Agree Disaéree Disagree
Strongly Mildly Mildly - Strongly

There are many Jjobs in which men should be given
preference over women in being hired or promoted.

A B C D
Agree Agree Disagree Disagree

Strongly = Mildly Mildly = Strongly
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. APPENDIX C

'fDivorCe?QuestionnairebItemantegorization‘

‘ ,Connllctsbover the.chlldren, , ‘ R
My ex-husband and I could not agree on . ch11d rearlng and

: ;d1sc1pllne methods.v o
. our’ flghtlng and unhapplness was hav1ng a negatlve effect on

- the children.
‘_My ex—husband was jealous of or dlsllked the chlldren.

LJ: Career support.» : ' ' '
- My ex-husband and I could not agree on when to start a

~ family. :
. cons1dered my career to be equally 1mportant as my ex-:"
-~ ~husband’s. o
- My ex~husband was not supportlve of my career de01s1ons.o -
- My ex—husband~d1d not support me de0151on to contlnue/beglnv?-
“my education.
My . ex-husband was unw1111ng to move 1n order to beneflt my

" career.

xMy ex—husband dld not want me to be employed.

’pAbuse.‘_ ' : L -
- My ex—husband phy51cally abused me. ' o
My ex—husband was emotlonally or verbally abu51ve.‘

rEmotlonal sufvort.‘» -

My ex-husband abused alcohol/drugs.’ o AR
My ex-husband had an extramarital affair. =
- My ex-husband kept Secrets from me.

Eﬂ*There were in-law problems during the marrlage.,:

It was difficult to communicate with my ex- -husband. o
- I could not dlscuss personal. or prlvate matters w1th.or*f
~confide in my ex-husband. . : a
I could not trust my ex-husband.,

My. ex-husband deserted me. . o
I wanted equal power in decision maklng. _
- My ex-husband was over committed to his work., -

.,sﬂﬁ;My ex-husband was: neglectful towards me. - Do
~L:f0ur relatlonshlp was not emotlonally 1nt1mate..
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T was too young when we . got marrled.

'hf'of husband ‘and w1fe..;

i’We grew apart “our 1nterests and values changed.lﬁ.‘m

~ There was a lack of love in our relatlonsh1p. _ L
My ex-husband and I ‘were basically 1ncompat1ble.~c’f
"My ex-husband and I- frequently argued: or dlsagreed.q

:*My ‘ex-husband and I had dlfferent 1deas concernlng the roles”7*=

?fFlnanc1a1 problems.~v”fv R P Sl B
‘My ex-husband and I could not agree on how to spend money.;%’
‘Unemployment was a problem for my ex-husband. = e

.. My ex-husband was not a good financial provider.

There were' flnan01al problems durlng ‘the marrlage..: TR
It bothered my ex-husband that I made more money- than he ;21;,]
did. e e

. No flnan01a1 resources, my own or my ex—husband’s, were o
‘eas1ly acces51ble to me. : : S

,'Sexual problems.- ‘ ’ ‘

~Qur sexual relatlonshlp was 1nadequate durlng most of thea~
: marr1age.-4 e PR
"My ex—husband and I had dlfferent sexual frequency needs. o

:Housework. ' TN ' ' ' R
- I prepared the famlly meals more often than my ex—husband e
did. o
T resented belng the one to: do most of the famlly laundry._v
My ex-husband would not. help wash the dlshes.,“ , '
My ex-husband did not ‘do his share of the yard: work.
My~ ex~husband did not vacuum ‘the house as often as I did.
T resented belng respon51b1e for: most of the household
duties.
I often dld housework wh11e my ex—husband relaxed.‘

: 5Ch11d care: : : LA ,
I helped the chlldren dress more often than my ex—husband 2
did. ,

J:hyMy ex—husband would not help purchase supplles for the

'chlldren.

I spent more tlme helplng the chlldren w1th thelr homework pk”*

~than their father did.

My ‘ex- -husband rarely helped bathe the chlldren. .
My ex-husband did. not share the ch11d care respon51b111t1es
' ;equally w1th me. o T R s : »
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