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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION TO DATING BEHAVICR AND MARRIAGE ORIENTATION

In 1929 Willard Waller conducted a study of dating on
the campus of Pennsylvania State College. The results of his
research, "The Rating and Dating Complex," were presented in

the @American Sociological Review for October, 1937, and this
aL

article has been recognized as a ploneer study in dating.
Investigators have found that the term dating and its deriva-
tives are missing from the indexes of marriage and family
textbooks published prior to the presentation of Waller's
article.2 Since that time nearly all leading textbooks in
this fleld make reference to Waller's study in the sections
dealing with dating. It would be correct to conclude he was
a ploneer in presenting a systematic approach to dating behave
ior and rating norms.,

Later studies gave some indlcatlion that upper-classmen
tended to become more serious ln their dating relationships
and attributed the cause to factors such as the student's

maturing, the gradual acclimatlzation to college and emotional

lrobert 0., Blood, Jr., "Uniformities and Diversities
in Campus Dating Preferences," Marriage and Family Living,
18:37, February, 1956.

2Francis E. Merrill, Courtship and Marriage (New York:
Hénry Holt and Company, 1959), p. 95.




weaning from parents, and the approach of finaneial and
soclal independence associated with gradua.tion.3

It was the purpose of the present study to cast some
light on the quéestion as to whether or not certaln types
of dating behavior are related to marriage orientation.
This researcher has made the assumption that as college stu-
dents advance from the freshman to the senior class, they
become more marriage oriented in their dating patterns. The
figures obtained from the registrar's office for the present
study tended to support the above generalization. An exami-
nation of -the married students enrolled, however, revealed
a marked degree of marrilage orlentation present from the
freshman through the senior class. The preceding statement
was supported by the proportion of married students at each
class level. Thé researcher, therefore, desired to study
the problem of marriage orientatlion at each of the under-
graduate class levels.at Fort Hays Kansas State College.

For the purpose of thils study, marriage orientation
was defined as dating with the possiﬁility of marriage in

view. An individual who was not marriage oriented would

3Robert 0. Blood, Jr., "Uniformities and Diversities
in Campus Dating Preferences," Marriage and Family Living,
18:42, February, 1956.

4Office of Registrar, Fort Hays Kansas State College,
Hays, Kansas, Spring Semeser, 1960.
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date for the purpose of seeking thrills, sexual exploitation,
or merely conforming with the expectations of his peer group.

In determining marriage orlentation for the purpose of
thls research, an individual's conception of his ideal date
might give some lndleatlon as to the extent to which he was
really consldering marriage. Those persons who considered
only the very superficial cualities in a date partner would
generally not be considering marriage too seriously, if at
all.

The possession of certain qualities makes some indi-
viduals more desirable for dating than others. Even a sex
ratio of 100 males to 100 females provides no guarantee
against rivalry, Jjealousy, and competition. Some of the ele-
ments of desirability have been recorded as: general attirace-
tiveness, money, social prestige, beauty, physical strenth,
lovemaking ability, thoughtfulness, cheerfulness, general

personality make-up, and numerous other traits.” Depending

upon the amount of stress placed upon certain of these de-

sirable characteristics, a fairly accurate conclusion could

DRobert 0., Blood, Jr., "Uniformities and Diversities
in Gamﬁgs Dating Preferences," Marriage and Family Living,
18:37-45, February, 1956; Reuben Hill and Héward Becker,
Marriage and the Family (Bcston: D. C. Heath and Company,
1922, p. 177; Thomas C. McCormick and Boyd E. Macrory, "G
Values in Mate-Selection in a Sample of College Girls,"
Social Forces, 22:315, March, 1944; Francis E. Merrill,
Courtship and Marriage (New York: Henry Holt and Company,
1959), pp. 95-97; and, Willard Waller, "The Rating and Dating
Complex," American Soclolopical Review, 2:731, October, 1937.

roup




be drawn as to whether the person 1s seeking a potential
marriage partner or is simply using dating as a pastime.

The investigator poses his question again: Do senior stu-
dents conduct their dating behavior more seriously in that
they are secking a2 mnate while the freshmen use dating merely

as a soclal activity or entertaimment?




CHAPTER II
PREVIOUS RESEARCH IN THE AREA OF DATING

The campus community of a college is a world in
itself. It 1s composed of men and women away from home
for the first times and freed from many of the customary
controls of famlly life. The individuals making up this
world mingle almost always with members of their own age.
Therefore, the college community 1s insulated to some degree
from the outside world, and the undergraduates are thrown
upon their own resources for soclal life,

In the course of soclal interaction, students develop
norms and standards of expectatlons that define thelr behav-
lon. In view of thelr age these individuals are usually
strongly interested in dating. The majority of the students
are still ummarried, although an increasing number are
entering marriage while still attending college. Those
individuals are, therefore, still in the exploratory stage
of seeking entertainment or ultimately finding a mate. The
dating norms and values of the campus world willl generally
influence the student's behavior relating to his purpose for
dating.

The campus world is by no means entirely uniform

because wide differences exist due to such factors as



physical location, whether the school is private or public,
and the relative influence of various campus organizations.
In some schools prestige may revolve around athletiec abil-
ity; in others, money, cars, and dress may be recognized as
more important indicators of prestige. The basis of soclal
stratification among undergraduates differs among institu-
tions of higher learning, and symbols of campus prestige
differ accordingly. One may say that dating 1s a form of
social interaction that reflects its social setting.6
Generalizations concerning dating behavior on one
type campus do not usually apply directly to another.
Although a number of studies have been conducted in dirffer-
ent institutions, there have not been enough of them to
construct any sort of typology of dating; hence, some reser-

vation must be made when applying previous research.

One of the most popular studies regarding campus

dating behavior was conducted on the Pennsylvania State Col-

iy

lege campus by Willard Waller in the late 1920's. The

Sprancis E. Merrill, Courtship and Marriage (New York:
Henry Holt and Company, 1959), p. 95.

TWillard Waller, “The Rating and Dating Complex,"
ericen Sociological Review, 2:727-734, October, 1937.
Note): There was not agreement as to the exact year the
study was conducted. The date was referred to hy "the late
twenties" (Blood); the “early thirties" (Merrill); and the
"mid-thirties" (Smith).



campus was described as a large, coeducational institution
located in a falrly small city. Student prestige was based
upon fraternity-sorority membership, athletic success, sex-

8 The

ual attractiveness, automobiles, money, and c¢lothes.
interaction pattern bullt around these norms and values was
called the "rating and dating complex" by Waller, This
"ecomplex" provided the basis for grading individuals into a
éocial hierarchy, and he considered success in dating as the
basic consideration for rating. Dating was almost exclu-
sively the privilege of fraternity men and the prestige of
fraternity was also of ma jor importance in determining posi-
tion in the "rating and dating complex." The social pres-
tige of women was determined by much the same factors.
Waller devised a social hierarchy in which dating
desirability was ranked from “highly desirable” to least
desirable. At the top of the hierarchy were the “"class A"
men and women. In order to have been a "elass A" man, the
man would have had to belong to one of the better frater-
nities, be prominent in activities, have had a coplous

supply of spending money, be well-dressed, have had a good

Sppancis E. Merrill, Courtship and Marriage (New York:
Henry Holt and Company, 1959), p. 95; Willard Waller, "The
Rating and Dating Complex," American Sociologlcal Review,
2:731, October, 1937.




%1ine," be "smooth" in manners and appearance, dance well,
and have had access to an automobile.9

Important factors for women were to have good clothes,
a "smooth" line, the ability to dance well, and have popu-
larity as a date. The most important factor was the last,
for the girl's prestige depended upon dating more than any-
thing else. It was the case of "nothing succeeded like
success."0 It was not uncommon for women to give the out-
ward impfessions of being much sought after. Waller reported
that “a girl who was called to the telephone in the dormi-
tories would often allow herself to be called several times,
in erder to gilve all the other girls ample opportunity to
hear her paged.“ll It was not permissible for top-ranking
women to be available for last minute dates, to be seen with
the same man too often, to be seen in inexpenslive meeting
places, and to date any man other than a "class A" man.
Thus, if a student desired to "rate" according to Waller,
"zoing steady" wes to be avoided. If such behavior were
carried on, i1t had to be done with great secrecy and dis-

cretIon. Many girls reported to Waller that after about two

9Willard Waller, "The Rating and Dating Complex,"
American Sociological Review, 2:731, October, 1937.

107pid., p. 731.

1l1pia., p. 731.




|

years of the expected competitive dating behavior, they tired
of 1t and were interested in more permanent associations.12

In the "Rating and Dating Complex" Waller points out
'that the dating complex varies from one school to another.
He cited that the students of one particular school had the
policy of the older coeds instructing the younger that it was
all right to shop around early in the year, but by November
they should settle down and date someone steadily.13 No
specific study was mentioned which revealed these partic-
ular results.

The conclusions of Waller's study were examined on two
university campuses several years later. In one study, the
University of Michigan students were under observation.l4

In another, the Pennsylvania State College students were

again the subjects of research.15

127134,, p. 731.
LSEns @ fpeirias

l4pobert 0. Blood, Jr. "A Retast of Waller's Rating
Complex," Marriage and Family Living, 17:41-47, February,
1955; Robert 0. Blood, Jr., "Uniformities and Diversities in
Campus Dating Preferences," Marriage and Family Living,
18:37-45, February, 1956.

15yi111am M. Smith, "Rating and Dating: A Restudy,"
Marriapge and Family Living,.14:312-316, November, 1952,
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The Michigan research project, "A Retest of Waller's

Rating Complex,"™ conducted by Robert 0. Blood, Jr. was pub-
lished in 1955, and he presented some evidence that Waller's
competitive-materialistic rating complex no longer applied
to college campuses.16 Blood described Waller's article as
more descriptive than systematic; however, he incorporated
the basic elements of Waller's treatise into four generali-
zatlons which served as his hypotheses for the retest:

Hypothesis 1: The items listed in Waller's rating com-
plex are, relatively speaking, the most generally sup-
ported criteria in the campus norms for dating popularity

Hypothesls 2: Students are extremely conscious of these
socizal distinections, 1.e., this is a 'scale of campus
values' which is generally recognized by the student
body.

Hypothesis 3: 8tudents follow these campus norms in
their own casuzl (or nonmarriage oriented) dating behav-
ior., Or, as Waller put it, 'they extend themselves
enormously in order that they may rate.'

Hypothesis 4: There 1s a sharp break between what
Waller calls 'dating' and 'courtship' or what is termed
in this study casual dating and serious dating, caused
by the fact that casual dating is governed by the rating
complex whereas serious dating is oriented toward a
different set of values.

16Robert 0. Blood, Jr., MUniformities and Diversities
in Campus Dating Preferences," Marriage and Family Living,
18:37, February, 1956.

1Tpobert 0. Blood, Jr., "A Retest of Waller's Rating
Complex," Marriace and Family Living, 1T:42, February, 1955.
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Blood circulated a questionnaire with thirty-seven
items on the Michigan campus in 1953 attempting to discover
what the students consldered as most desirable in a good
date. B8ix of the ltems received unanimous approval from all
segments of the student body and these characteristics were:
(1). 1Is pleasant and cheerful; (2). Has a sense of humor;
(3). 1Is a good sport; (4). Is natural; (5). Is considerate;
and (6). 1Is neat in appearance.18 These six items were
chosen as the most important traits for dating selection by
both sexes, the Greeks, the independents, and by the under-
classmen and the upperclassmen.

The unanimous selection of the six characteristics
suggested that college dating norms and dating preferences
had become more functional in merriage preparation than had
been previously assumed.19 Personality traits were more
important in dating at this time than were many of the stand-
ards of the rating and dating era of Waller. It seemed
probable that the emphasis given to the personality char-
acteristics indicated that students were seeking in their
premarital dating experiences the sort of relationship which

would wear well before and after marriage.zo It appeared

18robert 0. Blood, Jr., "Uniformities and Diversities
In Campus Dating Preferences," Marriage gnd Family Living,
18:37, February, 1956.

19tp14., p. 37.

201p14., p. 45.
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that one set of values for a good date and another set for
a good mate had slowly evolved into a single standard. A
good human being with the desirable personality character-
istics made not only a good date but also a good mate.zl

In Blood's research he noted that students were aware
of the norms set forth by Waller; however, the students felt
that Waller's complex might be applied in a general way in
campus dating but they did not apply in thelr particular
cases, He indicated this by stating "1lip service is paid to
certain norms on the Michigan campus which are then not
followed. Women students say that certain male character-
istics (such as car ownership, fraternity membership, and
prominence in activities) are relatively important to other
women on the campus, but they don't matter to us, 122

Another re-examination of Waller's study was conducted
at the scene of Waller's original research; however, the
retest was some fifteen years later. William M. Smith con-
ducted the second study on the Pennsylvania State College

campus and he called it "Rating and Dating: A Restudy."2?

21Ibid., p. 370
221bid., p. 38.

23Francis E. Merrill, Courtship and Marriage (New York:
Henry Holt and Company, 1959), p. 96; William M. Smith,
“"Rating and Dating: A Restudy," Marriage and Family Living,
14:312, November, 1952,




Bl
Smith had a sample of 602 students express their

agreement or disagreement relative to twenty-eight char-
acteristics mentioned by Waller in his earlier st'udy.Z}'lr
Smith noted that in his sample changes in the composition
of the student body had occurred since the piloneer study
of Waller., 1In the spring term of 1950, forty-four per cent
of the campus population was made up of veterans. About
half of the men had lived in fraternities during Waller's
study, but Smith found only twenty-six per cent of the men
to be fraternity members and not all of them lived in their
fraternity houses. In 1950 almost all of the women students
lived in the dormitories on campus. The sororities had
separate suites in the dormitories for meetings but not for
social affairs involving men.25

Smith discovered that over 90 per cent of the girls
in his study felt that in order for a man to be popular it
was not necessary that he be sexually experienced, be on the
football team, or invite an “import" for special occasions
on the campus. The men were in general agreement with the
women in their concept of a popular man., A freguent response
to Waller's 1list of characteristics was "“these are not

essential to popularity on the campus and do not insure

24y7111iam M. Smith, "Rating and Dating: A Restudy,"
Merriaze and Femily Living, 14:312, November, 1952.

251b4d., p. 312.
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popularity, but they would be helpful if the person had the
right personality."26 The students repeatedly made the
point that personality factors were important in dating.

On the schedules they added such items as: being pollite and
considerate, being pleasant, being cheerful and friendly, and
having a sense of humor--all of wnich were not represented
on Waller's scale of a good date.27

During the lapse of time between the two studies the
importance of fraternities and sororities had declined.
Social activitlies had been taken over by the dormitorles
and public recrestional facilities. There appeared to be
less exploitation in the dating relationship, and both men
and women seemed less concerned about the competition for
dates. The change in competitiveness might have been affected
by the change in the sex ratio. The sex ratio of the college
in the 1920's was six males to each female; in 1950, there
were only slightly more than three men for each woman.28
Whatever brought about the change in the campus dating norm

from Waller's time to 1950 was not firmly established, but

there was a change. At the time of Smith's research the

261p1d., p. 314.
271bid., p. 316.

281pid., p. 312.
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students at Pennsylvania State College regarded dating as
all forms of paired assoclations between the sexes and they
definitely included courtship and engagement with the term.??

The articles discussed above by Waller, Blood, and
Smith represented the major research in the area of rating
and dating. A number of minor research works, analytical
essays, and textbook commentaries on dating behavior were,
however, worthy of note. The material of John Cuber,BO

Reuben H1ll and Howgrd Becker,31 Thomas McCormick and Boyd

291bid., p. 317.

30John Cuber, "Changing Courtship and Marriage Cus-
toms, Annals of the American Academy of Political and
Social Science,. 229:30-38, September, 1943.

Cuber noted that in order to be realistic, one must
study formal courtship and pre-courtship as one con-
tinuous process. He gave the following reasons for
dating; it was enjoyed ac an end in itself; one
received status among assoclates; and it was a prac-
tical means for finding a life mate. p. 32.

3lReuben Hill and Howard Becker, Marriage and the
Family (Boston: D. C. Heath and Company, 19EE§, B g

The authors cited a study conducted among a number of
college girls who were asked to describe their ideal
man, Results of the survey showed health, honesty,
intelligence, ambltion, and a good disposition to be
the most desirable characteristics.
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Macrory, 2 Robert Winch,33 Meyer F. Nimkoff and Arthur Wood ¥
and Ernest W. Burgess and Harvey J. Locke offered some infor-
mation regarding the practices of dating.35 They presented
findings influenced by various dating norms and values across
the United States. The results from the research and data
gathered on the Fort Hays Kansas State College campus was
another contribution in reporting prestige symbols and social
expectations. Some measure of marriage orientation was de-
signed along with the measurement of dating behavior in the
present study.

32T omas C. MeCormick and Boyd E. Macrory, “Group

Values in Mate-S8election in & Sample of (ollege Girls,™
Social Forces, 22:315-317, March, 1944,

A study was conducted in 1941 at the University of
Wisconsin in regard to women rating various desirable
tralts in a husband. The most important traits
revealed were good character and intelligence. The
gquallties chosen indic ted the girls preferred traits
which were assoclated witn personal dependability and
with success in society. p. 315.

33Robert F. Winch, Mate-Selection: A Study of Com-
plementary Needs (New York: Harper and Brothers, 1958);
Robert F. Winch, "The Theory of Complementary Needs in
Mate-Selection: Final Results on the Test of the General
Hypothesis," American Sociological Review, 20:552-555,
October, 1955; Robert F. Winch, "The Relationship Between
Courtship Behavior and Attitudes Toward Parents Among
College Men,™ American Sociological Review, 8:164-175,
Apl"il ’ 1943 .

The author advanced the hypothesis that falling in love
was based in large measure upon various complementary
emotional needs of the prospective mates. Each indi-
vidual sought within his or her own field of eligibles
a person who gave the greatest promise of providing
maximum need gratifications.
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Also, he presented a study which indicated that an
individual's attitude and attachment to his parents had
some inhibiting factors in dating relationships. p. 174.

34Mfeyer F. Nimkoff and Arthur L. Wood, "Courtship and

Pezsonality,“ American Journal of Sociology, 53:269, January,
1948,

The authors gathered information from five hundred stu-
dents at an eastern coeducational college regardinhg
their courtship behavior. They were interested in
various phases of emotional maladjustment caused by
such factors as dating against the wishes of the
parents, and going steady at an early age. It was
their conclusion that a student's personality types
influenced dating and courtship behavior.

35Ernest W. Burgess and Harvey J,., Locke, The Family
(New York: American Book Company, 1940), p. 382.

Burgess and Locke described datin as the opportunity
for an individual to rate members of his own age and
make personal selections. In general, the authors
summarized dating as a gradual, almost unconscious,
development from the customs of courtship whereby the
young people obtained the training and experience
needed for sensible selectlon of a mate.



CHAPTER III
THE FORT HAYS KANSAS STATE COLLEGE DATING COMPLEX

For the past twenty-five years a number of studies
have been concerned with the dating system conceptuallzed
In essentlally the same terms which Waller set forth in
his article, "The Rating and Dating Complex.“36 He devel-
oped the notion that dating was a dalliance relationship
and not true courtship activity.

Other writers have questioned some of Waller's
opinions about the dating complex, especially his emphasis
on dating not being marrizge oriented and the dangers of

exploltation 1n dating behavior.37 This researcher desired

36willard Waller, "The Rating and Dating Complex,"
American Sociological Review. 2:731, October, 1937.

3TRobert 0. Blood, Jr., "A Retest of Waller's Rating
Complex,® Marriage and Family Living, 17:41-47, February,
1955; Robert 0. Blood, Jr., "Uniformities and Diversities
in Campus Dating Preferences," Marriage and Family Living,
18:37-45, February, 1956; Ernest W. Burgess and Paul Wallin,
Engagement and Marriage (Chicago: ILippincott, 1953), pp.
12%—143; Robert D, Herman, "“The 'Going Steady' Complex: A
Re-Examination," Marriase and Family Living, 17:36-40,
February, 1955; Samuel H. Lowrie, “"Dating Theorles and
Student Responses," American Sociological Review,
16:334-340, June, 1951; and, William M. Smith, "Rating and
Dating: A Restudy," Marriage and Family Living, l4:312-
316, November, 1952,
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to investigate-the above two aspects of dating with regard
to the studenis at Fort Hays Kansas State College. As the
undergraduate classes on the campus progressed from the
freshman year to the senior class, the proportion of married
students in each class increased.38 Because married students
were present in all four of the undergraduate levels, the
first hypothesis for this study was made: "Marriage orien-
tation is present in all undergraduate levels.® A second
hypothesis was: M"Marriage orientation increases as the
student passes from the freshman to the senior class."

A difference in the number of males and females
married was also noted by the investigator. Therefore, a
third hypothesis was: "A difference of marriage orientation
exlsts between males and females."

Finally, the fourth assumption was drawn to examine
the prestige of dating fraternity-corority members and to
note 1f thelr marriage orientation differed from the inde-
pendents. The fourth assumption was: “Fraternity-sorority
members and independents differ in their orientation toward
marriage."

The sample for the research was limited to single,
undergraduate students regularly enrolled during the spring
semester of 1959-60. Random samples of 80 males and 80

females were drawn. These two classificatlons were further

38mpaple I, p.44.
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equally divided into class levels and fraternity-sorority
members and independents. Each of the individuals was
mailed a guestionnalre accompanied with a letter of intro-
duction and purpose for the study. Also ilncluded in the
letter was the information that the individual might be
contacted at a later date for an interview.

The interview was a check on consistency in answering
the ltems, and also to locate any misinterpretations of the
items by the examinee. Therefore, only the persons who
returned the dquestionnaires were of value for the interview.
The names of the respondents were known only to the
researcher through a code system incorporated in the sending
of the questionnalres. It was by this means that he con-
tacted the sample to be interviewed.

The questionnaire consisted of fifteen items designed
especlally for this study. The items were constructed in
an attempt to measure either seriousness (dating with the
possibility of marriage in view) or casualness (dating to be
dating) in the student's dating behavior.39 Each item could
be answered by selecting one of four possible deseriptions:
(1) Strongly agree, very few exceptions, couldn't be more
true in your case; (2) Mildly agree, you go along with the
idea most of the way, positive in nature; (3) Mildly disagree,

you don't gquite go along with the idea, negative in nature;

39mable II, P45 .
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and (4) Strongly disagree, very few exceptions, this is
almost completely false in your case.40 Thus, by the use
of the above legend, serious dating practices (marriage
oriented) or casual dating practices (nonmarriage ori-
ented) were indicated for each item on the questionnaire,
Each of the above possible answers was assigned a numeri-
cal value. Of the possible responses, the ones with the
higher values indicated marriage orlentation on each item.
By totaling the responses to each item an orientation
score could be obtained for an individual. A scale of
orientation was established and a high total score on the
questionnaire indicated that the individual was seriously
interested in marriage. For a check on the questionnaire's
marriage orientation scale, the researcher mmediately
examined on the returned data the scores of the persons
indicating “engaged to be married." Since engaged persons
would be the most marriage oriented, their scores should
have been relatively high. The questionnaire's scoring
technique for indicating positive marriage orientation
was valid in relation to the engaged individual's responses.

The questionnaire return from the female and male

samples were 64 per cent and 63 per cent respectively.

40 tppe Rating and Dating Complex on Fort Hays Campus
Questionnaire legend, Fort Hays Kansas State College,
Spring, 1960.
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Those individuals who dld not respend possibly felt they
did not wish to sacrifice the time filling out the
questionnalre or be subjected to an interview.

The responses from the questionnaires returned were
tabulated and placed in tabular :t‘o1~m.4'1 An snalysis of
each ltem was then possible in regard to those in favor
and those opposed, both males and females, and how each
undergraduate class accepted or rejected the ltem., Such a
procedure was used to test hypothesis 1: Marriage orienta-
tion is present in all four undergraduate levels. Item
(1) in the questionnaire stated "I comsider my dating
practices as a step toward the selection of a marital part-
ner." In response to the item, only 9 individuals out of
the total 101 respondents indlcated negative answers of
which 3 persons were strongly opposed. On the marriage
oriented side, 45 respondents were in strong agreement with
the item. According to class levels, 26 of the 28 freshmen,
18 of the 21 sophomores, 22 of the 23 Jjuniors, and 26 of the
29 seniors indicated marriage orientation scores on item
(1). For item (3), "Dating is an exploratory venture for
me to find my marriage partner," only 23 of the total 101
individuals indicated negative answers; 12 people were

strongly opposed. Of the responses showing marriage

4#lpabie ITT, p. 46; Table IV, p. 47 ; Table V, p. 48;
and Table VI, p. 49 .
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orlentation, 33 individuals indicated strong orientation for
the particular item. When the responses were broken down
into class levels, 20 of the 28 freshmen, 17 of the 21
sophomores, 18 of the 23 juniors, and 23 of the 29 seniors
iridicated marriage orientation. Item (11), "As a college
student, I would not consider marriage," also indicated
some marriage orientation at all levels. In order to show
marriage orientation on this item, the respondent had to
indicate some degree of disagreement. Of the total 101
responses, 61 individuals indicated disagreement with the
item. By class levels, 18 of the 28 freshmen, 6 of the 21
sophomores, 15 of the 23 juniors, and 21 of the 29 seniors
indicated marriage orientation. Therefore, the first assump-
tion of this study was supported in that there were indica-
tions of marriage orientation in all class levels.

Other total responses in support of the above items
were in items: (4), (6), (8), (9), and (10). For item (4),
"In selecting a date, the characteristics which I seek do
not differ from those I seek in a marital partner," 79 indi-
viduals of the total 101 respondents indicated positive
marriage orientation; of the 22 individuals indicating
nonmarriage orientation, only 7 were strongly opposed.

Ttem (6) on the guestionnaire stated "Many persons

on this campus have the gqualities which would appeal to me
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in a marital partner, and I would like te have the oppor-
tunity to know them better." Of the 101 responses, there
were 56 individuals in agreement (marriage oriented) and
45 in opposition to the item. Of the nomoriented group,

24 strongly disagreed. The researcher noted that the indi-
viduals with a2 high total score on the gquestionnaire, the
engaged persons in particular, recelved a nonmarriage
orientation score on this item. The interview revealed
that the engaged persons were responding to the item in the
1light that they were no longer looking for a potentlizl mar-
riage partner. That fact possibly accounted for approxi-
mately 11 of the 24 individuals responding with strongly
disagres.

Ttem (8), "I date largely because my friends expect
me to date," yielded the following results. Only 9 respond-
dents of the total 101 indicated agreement (nonmarriage ori-
entation) and 92 indicated marriage orientation on this
particular item. Of the 92 positively oriented, TO were
strongly oriented.

On item (9), "It is best for me, being a Protestant,
to date another Protestant; or, being a Catholic, to date
only another Catholic," was another ltem indicating a higher
total of marriage orlentation than had been expected. A

total of 83 persons of the 101 responded in agreement with
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the item, and only 18 were in disagreement (nonmarriage
oriented). The source of influence for this result was
not established by this research.

Also of considerable interest was the response to
item (10). "Material goods such as a car, wardrobe, and
money are of utmost importance to me in selecting my date"
showed 11 individuals to be in agreement (nonmarriage ori-
ented). There were 90 individuals in the sample of 10l who
played down the importance of material goods; however, 33
of these individuals only mildly disagreed. In the inter-
view some of the individuals mentioned the convenience of
the automobile for dating purposes, but the importance of
the automoblile alone could not be determined from the item.

The remaining items in the questionnaire were used
a8 checks for consistency in the answering of the above
items.42 They were tabulated, however, and used in deter-
mining an individual's total orientation score.

In testing the remaining three hypotheses the total
orientation scores of each questionnaire were used. This
method was done in order that analysis of variance designs

might be applied to the data.43

42Tab1e 11, p. 44.

45A statistical design for a valid quantitative esti-
mate of the precision of the estimated effect. The researcha
was interested in the individual's overall marriage orien-
tation or nonorientation.



When all meles were compared with all females the
orientation scores varied more widely for the males in the
sample. This appeared to be the result of some of the male
scores being lower than those of the female scores. When
the statistical significance of this difference in vari-
ability was checked, an P-ratio of 1.60 at 50 degrees of
freedom showed a significant difference between the vari-
ances of the two groups.

Three separate analyses of simple-randomized designs

were then applied to the data to determine any significant
differences in the degree of marriage orientation between
the variables male and female, Greeks and independents, and
finally, the four undergraduate class 1eve1s.45

In using the simple-randomized design, the means for

the male and female variables were 28.06 and 31.08 respec-
tively. The researcher found tne male and female variables
to have a between variance F-ratio of 6.506 which was sig-
nificant at better than the .05 level. For the overall
sample, the women tended to have a higher average score on

the questlonnaire which indlecated a higher degree of marriage

44Statistical significance at the .05 level. Table
VII.’ pl 50-

45E. F. Lindquist, Design and Analysis of Experiments
in Psychology and. Education (Boston: Houghton Mifflin Com-
pany, 1956), P. 1«
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orientation for them. The hypothesis that "A difference of
marriage orientation exists between males and females" was

supported statisticglly by this design.

SOURCE MEAN SQUARE a.f. F
Between Sex 230.029 1L 6.506%
Within Groups 35.359 i) 1
Total 37.305 100

#Significant beyond the .05 level.
FIGURE 1
SUMMARY OF THE ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE

The variable, Greeks and independents, were then

tested. In using the simple-randomized design, the

researcher found no statistically significant difference
between the two variables. The rcans of the Greeks and

independents were 29.10 and 30.20 respectively.

SOURCE MEAN SQUARE Graviye P
Between Greeks
and Independents 29.985 il .803
Within Groups 37.379 99 1
Total 37.305 100

FIGURE 2

SUMMARY OF THE ANALYSIS CF VARIANCE
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In thls study the Greeks and independents were found to be
approximately equal in marriage orientation. The hypothesis,
"Fraternity-sorority members and independents differ in their
orientation toward marriage," was not supported.

The final computation with the simple-randomized

design was made to determine any difference in marriage
orientation between the undergraduate class levels. The
between classes variance showed an F-ratio of 2.74 which was
significant beyond the .05 level. An examination of the
means for the freshman, sophomore, Jjunior, and senior class

showed 29.92, 26.23, 30.26, and 31.13 respectively.

SOURCE MEAN SQUARE d.f. F

Between Qlasses 106.328 3 2,74
Within Groups S5 -akial 97 1
Total 37 .305 100

¥Significant beyond the .05 level.
FIGURE 3
SUMMARY OF THE ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE

This design indicated a significant difference between the
classes in regard to marriage orientation; however, the
hypothesis "Marriage orientation increases as the student

passes from the freshman to the senior class" was not supported.
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A treatments x levels design was employed to deter-

mine whether there was a significant interaction between
sex and class 1evels.46 An equal number of each sex and
each class were randomly selected for the computation with
the loss of only 21 cases from the total of 101 cases.
With this statistically more sophisticated design, the
sexes agaln showed a significant different in marriage ori-
entation. An PFP-ratio of 7.10 was found to be significant
beyond the .01 level of confidence.

The between classes variation in using this design
did not show a significant difference in orientation. The
FP-ratio 2.12 was short of the 2.74 needed to indicate sta-

tistical difference at the .05 level.

SOURCE MEAN SQUARE GRS F
Between Sexes 221,112 1 7.105%%
Between Classes 66.212 B 2.128
e gl 26.746 3 .859
Within Groups Sul-alzal T2 al

Total 34,692 79

##gignificant beyond the .01 level.
FIGURE 4
SUMMARY OF THE ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE

461p1d4., pp. 7-8.
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The means for the freshman, sophomore, junior, and senior
class were 29.85, 26.35, 29.80, and 30.25 respectively.47
Again, the hypothesis that marrilage orientation inecressed
with class progression was not supported.

There was no signlficant interaction of class level
and sex in regard to marriage orientation. The above two
varlables were not acting together to affect marriage ori-
entation scores.

In summary, the first hypothesis of the study,
"Marriage orientation is present in all undergraduate
levels," was supported. All class levels indicated that
there were tralts other than material goods, fraternity-
sorority membership, physical attractiveness, and sexual
prowess that were of importance to them in selecting a date
partner. They desired more lasting guallties which would
also be sultable for a marital partner.

The second hypothesis, "Marriage orilentation increases
as the student passes from the freshman to the senior class,"
was not supported in this research. The marrlage orienta-
tion level of the sophomore class dropped below the fresh-
man level. The slump in orientation for the sophomores

might have been partially due to chance sampling errors.

47The number making up the sample was changed, and
in the statistical computation, the degrees of freedom were
lowered.,
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However, there might be some indication that the sophomore
year on the campus in question is one of "disenchantment™ in
regard to dating with marriage in view. These students might
have Just become adjusted to college and felt, with gradu-
ation so far away, that they would just play the field in
dating and not consider marriage seriously. More research
in relation to the sophomore class's nonmarriage oriented
dating behavior would be necessary to draw definite con-
clusions.

The third hypothesis, "A difference of marriage ori-
entation exists between males and females," was supported.
The females indicated more marriage orientation in their
dating behavior than meles. This possibly might be explained
by the differing value systems associated with the masculine
and feminine sub-cultures in contemporary American society.
Family life is stressed in the culture and this is possibly
of more concern to the women than to the men.

The fourth and final hypothesis, "Fraternity-sorority
members and independents differ in their orientation toward
marriage," was not supported. The two groups were found to
be approximately equal in marrlage orientation. Being a
Greek member neither enhanced nor lessened the possibility

of being desirable as a date or a marriage partner.

FORSYTH LIBRARY
FORT HAYS KANSAS 0T/ TZ £011 0
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The researcher concluded that the dating norms and
values on campus were in accordance with those which Blood

found on the University of Michligan campus. Blood concluded

that the students in his study sought in their premarital
dating experiences the sort of relationship which wore well

before and after marriage.48

Robert 0. Blood, Jr., "Uniformities and Diversities

in Campus Dating Preferences," Marriage gnd Family Living,
18:45, February, 1956.




CHAPTER 1V
A SUMMARY OF THE DATING COMPLEX AND MARRIAGE ORIENTATION

Much emphasis in previous research has been placed on
what qualities were the most desirable in a date partner. The
preferred characteristics rated by the students generally
indicated the purpose which their dating behavior fulfilled.
Willard Waller set forth in his article, "The Rating and
Dating Complex," that dating was merely an exploitative and
thrill-seekling experience. The qualities needed to rate as a
good date involved such factors as the followin:~: money,
expensive clothes, fraternity-sorority membership, physical
attractiveness, and popularity as a date.49

Later studles of dating by Robert 0. Blood, Jr. and
William M. Smith found that the importance of the character-
istics for a good date set forth by Waller had changed.5o

In their respective studies, Blood and Smith found the dating

49w111ara Waller, "The Rating and Dating Complex,"
American Sociologlcal Review, 2:731, October, 1937.

5ORrobert 0. Blood, Jr., "A Retest of Waller's Rating
Complex," Marriage and Family Living, 17:41, February, 1955;
Robert 0. Blood, Jr., “Uniformities and Diversities in Campus
Dating Preferences," Marriage and Family Living, 18:45,
February, 1956; William M. Smith, "Rating and Dating: A
Restudy," Marriasge and Family Living, 14:312-316, November,
1952.
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relationship becoming more serious and functioning more as
preparation for the selection of a marital partner. The
competitive-materialistic aspeect of dating had almost dis-
appeared. Some of the changes in the aspect of dating
behavior were atiributed tc the changes in recreational
facilities, the lnereased prestige of informal group organi-
zations, and the change in the economic structure.

Smith, in particular, was able to make some compari-
sons of campus environment since Waller's study had been on
the same campus. The composition of the student body had
changed since the pioneer study by Waller. The sex ratio
had dropped from 6 males to each female to 3 males to each
female.?l Another factor discussed in Smith's study was the
presence of male veterans on campus. The fact that these
factors were present probably influenced the campus norms
for dating.

The dating norms of a student body are generally
developed through the social interaction of the students
themselves. Factors influencing the student's behavior are
the physical location of the institution, whether the school
is private or public, and possibly the school administra-
tion's policies. It is difficult, therefore, to take the

norms of one institution and apply them directly to another

Sly111iam M. Smith, "Rating and Dating: A Restudy,"
Marriasze and Feamily Living, 14:312, 19%52.
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as a "this is what you should expect" standard. This prob-
lem has been especially true in the area of dating norms.
Each campus has remained somewhat as a world in itself.

The setting for the present study was a college in a
rural area with an undergraduate enrollment of approximately
2,500 students in the spring of 1960. Because of the smaller
number of sgtudents, a tradition of informality and friend-
liness has been maintained. It wae in this soclal climate
that the researcher found the following dating behavior
patterns: (1) marriage orientation was indicated at all
undergraduate class levels; (2) the females were more mar-
riage oriented than males; (3) the fraternity-sorority mem-
bers did not differ from the independents in dating with
marriage in view; and (4) no one undergraduate class level
was any more oriented toward marriage than the others.52
The finding of no difference between classes in marriage
orientation would be interestling to retest to determine if
it is a general sltuation or only applicable to this partic-
ular campus.

Also, because the freshman class level indicated some
degree of marriage orientation, i1t would be of interest to

determine at what school level students first become oriented

52No statistically significant difference was shown in
using the more elaborate iLreatments x levels design.
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toward marriage in thelr dating relationships? Since an
increasing number of high school graduates are entering
college, the college administrations may be perplexed with
innmumerable problems of changing their curriculum to meet
the demands of married students. An increasing number of
married college students will also affect future planning
of college officials in housing their student body.

Other questions worthy of note in the area of dating
might be as follows: (1) Is there a relationship between
the frequency of dating and marriage orientation? (2) Is
there a significant difference in marriage orientation
between students with an urban background and those with a
rural background? (3) Is there some form of personality
malad justment present in those students who date exclusively
for exploitative purposes? These are but a few of the
unanswered questions to be examined in the area of dating and

courtship.
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TAZIE I
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FORT HAYS KANSAS STATE COLLEGE UNDERGRADUATE
CLASS ENROLLMENT FOL THE SPRING OF 1959-60

IOTAL

CL/SS MALES  (8)¥ () *smuarEs (s)*  (M)** PLR CENT
{ARRTED
FRESHIAN 459 407 52 314 267 47 13
SOPHLIIORE 338 265 73 169 126 43 23
JUNICR 303 190 113 243 109 134 45
SENIOR 334 144 190 264 87 BT 61
(8)* : single Students

s Married Students



TABLE II

"THE RATING AND DATING CCMPLEX ON FORT HAYS CaAMPUSY

MARRTAGE ORIENTATION QUESTIONNAIRE AND SCORING TECHNIQUE

mm——
3 2 1 0
SA MA MD 8D 1. I consider ny dating practices as a step
toward the selection of =z marital part-
ner,
0 3k 2 2
SA MA MD SD 2., I date largely for entertainment, as at
the present time I am not seeking a
marital partner.
3 2 1 0
SA MA MD SD J. Dating is an exploratory venture for me
to find my marriage partner.
5) 2 1 0
SA MA MD SD 4, 1In selecting a date, the characteristics
which I seek do not differ from those I
seek 1n a marital partner.
0 I 2 3
SA MA MD 8D 5. I like to date persons who are physi-
cally attractive even though they may
have very few other qualities which
appeal to me.
3 2 1 0
SA MA MD BD 6. Many persons on this campus have the
qualities which would appeal to me in a
marital partner, and I would like to
have the opportunity to know them better.
0 1 2 >
SA MA MD 8D 7. I would date a person whom I know does
not have any of the qualities I would
seek in a marital partner.
0 Al 2 3
SA MA MD BSD 8. I date largely because my friends expect
me to date.
3 2 AL 0
SA MA MD 8D 9. It is best for me, being a Protestant,
to date another Protestant; or, being
a Catholic, to date only another Catho-
Wik '
0 1 2 3
SA MA MD SD 10. Material goods such as a car, wardrobe,

and money are of utmost importance to
me in selecting my date.
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TABIE II (continued)

0 i 2 3
SA MA MD 8D 1l. As a college student, I would not con-
gider marriage.
(@) it 205
SA MA MD 8D 12. I avoid dating a person who is inter-

ested in marriage, as this is not my
purpose in dating at the present time.

n

3 1

SA MA MD SD 13. I would be willing to marry at the pre-
sent time 1f I were given the oppor-
tunity.

0 it

SA MA MD SD 14, I believe that sexual exploitation is
as good a reason for me to date as any
other.

0

SA MA MD SD 15. I would be willing to date someone I do
not know because it would afford me the
opportunity of entertainment and relax-
ation.

e s e
== —_—

The high score (3 or 2) indicated marriage orienta-
tion on the item,

The low score (1 or O) indicated nonmarriage orienta-
tion for the item.

The total orientation for the individual was indi-
cated by totalling the responses (1 through 15).



TABLE IIX

u7

FRESHMEN RESPONSES TO MARRIAGE ORIENTATION QUESTIONNAIRE

QUESTION MALE

SA MA MD SD

;L8
5 %
3.
4,
5 e
3o
TR
8 *
9.

10.*

MW o~ PR oWU

P
12.
13.
14,

O H O F & O O HF O W O W W n O
O MM N H W QO & PF PO O D

W W H M v O

15.-

1
5
2
1
1
i
£
-
5
-
5
2
)
4
3

FEMALE
SA MA MD 3D
11 4 1 o
2 6 4 4
M S It -
75 & 2
0 2 6 8
4 2 5 5
1.5 37
0 1 I 14
o) e ol
5 e -4
S SR
L/ g
4 4 6 2
0)° (6] 5 kil
e B 5 N6

#*Indicated a "disagreement" answer needed to show

marriage orlentation.

The responses are cumulatlive 1ln the chart and it 1s
read as follows: Six freshmen males sirongly agree with
item (1); five mildly agree with item (1); no male freshman
mildly disagreed with item (1); and, one freshman male

strongly disagreed with item (1).

This also indicated that

twelve freshmen males responded to item (1).



TABLE 1V

SOPHOMORE RESPONSES TO MARRIAGE ORIENTATION QUESTIONNATRE

QUESTION e )
14 g 60l B - 6 4 0 o0
2. 5 5 3 # 5 4 B T3
34 gl g e B 5, 7 o 4
4, & 7. &% W0 4 5 1 o0
5.% 2 3 i A& pre 5 5
6. L BhiE i 3 3 2 2
e B U3 B o 25 L 5
T4 N . B Oy h's w2 M5
9. 40 50 2 E DB W' %06
Y, * g ol B "6 G Sl
o™ SLaE P | '3 e 2 =
ag * 1 4 4 2 3 B 4y J
15 1 A - it fae 3 %
14.% 5 1 BiaS. § B o 1 1 38
15. % 5. pr-1 % N S0 3.5

— e
B e e

_— —=

¥Indicated a "disagreement" answer needed to show
marriage orientation.
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OCNNAIRE

AT A

b

TABLE V

JUNIOR RESPONSES TO MARRIAGE ORIENTATION QUES

ESTION

w

")

O

10

#*Indicated a "disagreement" answer needed to show

marrlage orientation.

2%

-
19.%
13
12. %
130
Y e
15.%*




TABLE VI
SENIOR RESPONSES TO MARRIAGE ORIENTATICN QUESTIONNAIRE

SA MA MD 8D SA MA MD 8D
gl @ AMo ‘2 I I
o 2 3 4 6 3 5 4 2
Sic 6pe & =18 "2 4 7 1 2
4, glins S B 5. N g
Buf 1 0 10 4 oz 7 &
6, 3 6 1 5 2 B4Ry
(6 4 o P e s @_NRANNs N 7
8. 0o iy 3011 T e | ks
9. B 4" 2 0 11 "5 W5 1
1341 0 3 2 10 o g i 1§
afolo-4 TS U 1R 6
12.% Db Sime ] i i A
13. el 4 L2 15 b 3 3
14.% o 1 6 8 o 0 =2 12
1598 2 9 1 3 0O 5 4 5

*Indicated a "disagreement" answer needed to show
marriage orientation.
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Number of cases

TABLE VII
ORIENTATION SCORES FOR MALES

MO R
o K N

o H N Vv P~ U1 O N 0 W

10-12 13-15 16-18 19-21 22-24 25-27 28-30 31-33 34-36 37-39 40-42 4345

Test score on Orientation Questionnaire (101 subjects).
indicates stronger marriage orientation.

Males = X = 28.246, n = 50.

High score



Number of cases
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o H PP W > U N @ O

ORIENTATION SCORES FOR FEMALES

TABLE VIII

!i

10-12 15-15 16-18 19-21 22-24 25-27 28-30 31=33 34=3

37=39 40=-42 43-45

iest score on Orientation Questionnaire (101 subjects).
indlcates stronger marriage orientation.

Females

X =31.083,. n

51

High score
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