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ABSTRACT. 

Forty divorced or sopnrnto~ wooon r cceivins e ither e dooosti~ 

purposes benefit or a deserted wives benefit par ticipnted in 

an interview t o det ornine aooe of tho i uportruit i ssues f 11cin6 

t heir f anilios . The r esults of t hose interviews wor e not 

intended t o r cpr oscnt a t ot al view of divorcee.":. and scpn.rntod 

f onilios but r nthor n tentative understan~ing of then so 

th~t guidolines on coonunity cction ni ght be f ornul ate1 with 

raor v insight. The inf oro~tion Gained was supplenentcd by the 

views expressed in t he pr cl ininary survey ruid the r cpr escmt ntions 

in the r eviewed litor cture . This was t hen used in the f or oul ation 

of ide~s f or further r esearch, 

The wonen defined f our naj or ccusos of nnrri~Ge failur e 

all of which wor e n.t tribut chlo t o thcir( ox) husbands ' 

behaviour ; excessive drin..~ing , p~sicnl viol once ,financicl 

irr~sponsibility and a~ultory . 

Tho provisions of tho June 1972 budget had i opr ovec incooos 

but saving for tho r epl ncooont of t he uore expensive househol d 

iteos was difficult. However,tho security of n regular 

incooe since sepp.ration ne~Jlt a narkud i npr ovooent for nost 

of the wooon. The oonetary ndvantngc o.ccru:ini:s t o those who 

r ented houses or uni ts as opposed t o t hose in pri v:i.tely 

rented houses or flnts,wns quit e no.rkod. The wooen currently 

eoployed showed an nbove-nvcr nge nor nle and s oeoed gener ally 

satisf~ed with this uapeet of t heir lives. 

The strongest f enturee of the oxnninnt i on of health were 

the 6o% of nothers who noted on ioprovonent in health since 

their sepo.r~tion,the f act tha t birth or der was a nuch oor e 



ioportont independent vo.rinbl c than s ox when consideriilf; 

the children 's health, '1.nd the eener nl conclusion that the 

hc.'.:'.l th of both nothcrs ·:i.ml childr en is likely t o be bet t er 

under the conditions of single pnr enthood r~ther than in 

e.n 1unhnppy ' but 'unbroken' hoDo. 

Tho i;cvernlly l ow l evel of ecluc"..t.ionnl ".l.Chicvcnent for 

both the nothors nnd f .'.'.th.:rs contrt'.sted with the nothcrs 1 

generally high expecta tions f or thoir children's educa.tional 

achieveoont . This was consistent with the nothors' expressed 

s ntisfo.ction with the schools' perforno.nce . 

About h,'..lf of the oothcrs tonc~oC'. t ow[l.rcls an introverted 

s ocinl nttitude whilst the othor hnlf f elt tho desire t o 

expand their social contacts. Ther e was n &oncrnlly l ow 

l evel of noighbour-conto.ct but thi.s could be pnrtly oxplni.necl 

by the high oobili ty of this group-just un:ler half had ooved 

house within the pr evious two years. The wider kinship gr oup 

encrgod us tho strongest s~ s ource of assistance f or the 

f ru:iilics studied. Ther e was no clc:u- ener~encc of one single 

type of desired nssistnnce and 1~ wrie. f ound 1l:bll.t- tor the 

najority of the wonen their needs could be d&iined as non­

naterinl. For 45% of the eroup l e isure activity outside the 

hone wns a.looat non-existent , 

A little under a half of the ~others found the effect 

of f~thorlcssness t o be harr.Jful to their childr en, but a 

oajorJ.ty consider ed that the fnther•a absence had benefited 

tha children. Both could be indicative of the damogine effects 

of the nore extrooe kinds of pre-separat ion tension. ~his 



This wa.s further nnnifestod by tho kinds of enotiono.l 

disturbance r oportocl ruion g tho children nnd tho ir clifficul ties 

ov er soc~ c onto..cts. Ls night be expected , t ho ol der 

chilclren wer e r ognrdecl o.s be.ing ouch l ess willing to nccept 

n st ep-fr.thor than tho youn[;er one s . For c. 1:1.rge nn j ority 

of nothors , the o..r oec of nothor-chil d rolc.tions posocl no 

unusua l problons. 

Over h.'llf of tho nothcrs coulc~ be closcribod c.s boing woll­

ndjustocl to their singl e pt:'.ronthoocl or thnt their ndjustoont 

wns i nprctY:i.ng but 3o% continued to bo ndvorsoly nffootod by the 

se:Qo.rntion. Only o. q_unrtor of tho s nn.plo considorul th.'1t 

r onE1.rringe would bo unuosirable unclor any circuns tD:noc, r.nd 

one in ten professed t o o. lingering nffoction f or the ir ( ex) 

husband . It wns rlononstrnt o(l t hr,t tho offspring of unlL".ppy 

nc.rrincos wor e in turn norc lilw ly t o ox..porionco unhnppy 

I:lo.J:'ri"leos tho.n the populo.tion ,.,_t Luco . 

Responses t o tho "Cnntril' q_uustions showocl the vurioua 

differ ences nnong sub-gr oups of t ho s o.nplc pnrticulo..rly 

4'iffcrcnces botweon tho older uonon. Porhc.ps tho oost inportnnt 

single f oa..:ture to energe froo this p~t af the study wns 

the f etot thnt the burdens of singlo-p~renthood t ended to fo:ll 

nost heavily on the shoulders of tho wonen separated for two 

yen.rs or l ess. 

The f.indings of this study l off one inpression nore strongiy 

than ony others• th.at whilst difficulties c.nd hardships persiated 

anong divorced and separnt ed nothors,thesc w.ore a.. prefcrnblo 

alternative to the depr.lvutiona c.nd indignities.: tho.ii prevailed 

for nost of then before their husbl'.llda left hone . 



This study w,-:s only r:v.:dc porrn i b l o through t llG "mcour ·~i'.)::mant , 

co-opor : tion, t r ust cmd '"-";,sist;'JlC .. ) frow nc .... Dy individuc..ls , 

orgc:nis ".tions ~'.ncl otn t o dOF'.rtmcnts. 

In p :rt i cul :._r I uish to th::;,.nk r;iy suporvisor ,Dr.Al~ ~fobstcr, 

t he s t clf of tho Ros i:>~\rch Di.vision of the Dop:-.rtnent of Sooi:'.1 

Wo l f.'.'..ro , .end I·Ir . R.G. l'hlkor of thc..t Do!--:2.rt Lont 1 s Pr-. lmorst on 

Horth offico . 

I ClI'l n.lso indebted to Miss E. I: . Groon of tho M.'.'..ssoy Librc..ry 

for her quie t officionc;-/ ;::.::1d t c Hrs . N,l:; . Br,~dl oy for h 0:r skill 

0r1d po.ticncc in tr:~scribing tho toxt . 

Tho people ~iho p::..rticip:'.t od in the: prelimin2.I'y survey g :·.ve 

insights 2.!ld GUiclo lines th.".t uor o inv<J.lunble in ddc:rminl:ng 

tho focus of t llis study. The boi:cfit of their oxperionco will 

n.lw<'!.ys bo a ppreci o..tod. It is to tho ;.:io thc;rs who p.c:.rticipi".. tod 

in tho o~in survey thD.t I fool pci.rticul .:..rly grdcful . They 

believed in tho vc..luo of tho rosuo.r ch o.nd ~1.C.d tho courcJ.go to 

givo of their privc·.ey to mo.kc it pos :~ iblo . I hope thn.t their 

contribution h r.D sorvod. a. uorthwhil o rmrpose . 

Finally, I ospoefolly thunk my wife,Holen, for hor untiring 

onoour~gomont o.nd support. 



11'The fina.l justi:fi c ,:i,tion for any nccounting or explana.t ory 

concepts must be the oxt ont t o whi ch they em~ble a per s on 

t o understand t he pr oblems 11i t h uhi ch he is dealing in all 

their full-bo<l.i ed , ongoing conplcxity without distorting 

them to f i t some pr econceived model he may have. 11 

• . , Cantr il (1965) 
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