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Addendum

At the time s study was going to press the Ninetcenth
Intcrim Report of the Committec on Court Practice and
Procedure, dealing specifically with desertion and mainten-
ance, was published. It is interesting to note that although this
author was not called upon to give evidence to the Committee,
a number of the recommendations are similar. It is understand-
able, however, that because of the shortness of the report the
causes of desertion and marital breakdown are inclined to be
over-simplified. The recommendations had alse to be limited
to within the terms of reference of the eeport. It is to be hoped
that prevention will he a major consideration in the preparation
for changes in lamily law in Ircland by Mr Cooncy (Minister
for Justice). Ignoring this and dealing only with desertion and
broken marriages per se is comparable to trcating typhoid
while ignoring the polluted water supply [rom which it comes.
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Introduction

e study which lollows is an attempt to examine a social
Tproblcm, that of marital desertion, never previously
considered in Ireland in this particular way. [t has as its
objectives (i) the study of the marital breakdown situation
which led some men to choosc this solution, and (ii) the
actiology of breakdown. The difficulties in fully achicving these
objectives were many and we would agree with the lawyer,
Eckelaar, that *. . . examination of sociologtcal material does
not provide evidence of causes of marital breakdown. Sociolo-
gists and psychiatrists can do no more than provide information
about the kinds of factors which arc commonly associated with
separation and divorce.””' This study is of an exploratory
nature. It is not based on a representative sample of deserted
wives simply becausc no sampling frame was available. No
register or record exists of all desertions in Ircland. A minimum
number—namely, thosc on a mean’s tested statutory benefit
from the Department of Social Wellare, can be given for the
country as a whole, and that is in the region of 2,900. From the
197t Census of Population the number of married men in the
country was 514,927 and the number of married women was
523,075—a difference of 8,148, This figure scems surprisingly
small when it is considered that it has to take account of
husbands temporarily absent from the country. As it is derived
from the difference between two large totals (approximatcly
half-a-miltion cach) onc must be statistically distrustful of the
difference between two large magnitudes. Still some interest
attaches to the differences in previous Census years-—1g66—
11,254; 1961—14,625; 1951—15,286; 1946—26,386. It will be
scen that the difference was much greater in previous ycars so
that the present small total may be associated with the decline

'John Eckelaar, Family Security and Family Breakdown, London, Penguin Books,
1971, p- 35.




in emigration. Not all deserting husbands Icave the country, of
course, but from the evidence of social workers and the deserted
wives themscelves it scems that a great many do. In trying to find
some idea of the magnitude of the problem of desertion then,
this Census figure ol 8,148 must be taken into consideration. In
all probability the number of deserted wives is somewherce
hetween three and cight thousand.

The problem of the lack of a sampling frame will be discussed
more fully in the scction on methodology and field techniques.
The tentative nature of this report must always be borne in
mind by the reader and no definitive solution to the problem is
propounded. None of the conclusions can be taken as applying
to the population of deserted wives in general in Dublin. They
are truc for those forty deserted wives interviewed. Neverthcless,
this is the first step into the arca of the study of marital break-
down in Ireland. It is aimed ac (i) cncouraging further study,
(ii) pointing out the dificultics of research in this area, and
(iii} emphasising the cxistence of a serious social problem.

Desertion is usually a male phenomenon. This might be
explaincd by the stronger ties between mothers and  their
children than between Fathers and their children; and indecd
in Ircland the traditional mother/child attachment is well-
known and the subject of much discussion.? In other countries,
too, males arc more likely to desert than females. Women also
desert, however, and in our initial discussions on the subject
with colleagues and social workers it would appear that in
Ircland descrtion by women is on the increase. There are few
statistics available on this, pcrhaps because deserted husbands
have less nced of applying to statutory bodics for help. George
and Wilding? found in their study of motherless familics in
Britain that a desire for independence was the motivation of the
majority of the women who left their hushands, and not because

1See A, J. Humphreys: New Dubliners, London: Routledge and Kegan Paul,
1966 and C. Arensberg and 8. Kimball: Famify and Communiiy in Ireland, Harvard
University Press, 1940.

3V, George and I, Wilding: Motherless Familics, London: Routledge and Kegan
Paul, 1972.
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ol say, cruclty or adultery. But desertion remains a typically
male phenomenon and it was for this reason that our study was
conflined to deserted wives. The reneging by the husband on his
obligations to support his wife and children is the kernel of a
typical case of dusertion, This might even involve the husband
remaining in the home while refusing to support his family, or
teaving without expliation or support for a few months at a
time. However, in the case of the respondents in this study, all
but one of the hushands had lefl for some considerable time and
scemed unlikely to return.

Desertion in Lreland diflfers from descrtion in other countrics
in one very important aspect. Divorce is not permitted by the
Irish Constitution, so desertion cannot be nsed as a ground for
divarce-—a deserted wife remains a deserted wile. Up 1o early
1973 there was one exception to this as far as the State was
concerned. Where o woman was deserted by her bushand and
divorced by him in another country, she was not cligible for the
benefit received by a deserted wife, and was, in the cyces of the
law and of the Deparument of Social Wellare, no longer
married. Although the then Minister for Labour and Social
Woelfare, Mr Brennan, in November 1971 said that this matter
was under discussion, the Department of Social Welfare,
Descrted Wife’s Allowance Scction, confirmed by telephone on
13 October 1972 that there had been no change in this ruling.4
There are, apparently, legal principles involved and the
Department, it is appreciated, must work within the law. As it
would not be possible for the hushand to obtain a dissolution of
his marriage in this country, what exactly then are the legal
principles involved? Our courts will recognise a forcign
divorce decree il the partics to the marriage are domiciled in
that foreign country. In these mauers, a court bascs its
jurisdiction on domicile. Domicile is a lawycer’s concept, and,
hasically means where a person has his permanent home. If the
parties are not domiciled, but merely resident, in the foreign
country, the divorce is not recognised. However, a marricd

'See: Parliamentary reply of the Minister for Labour and Social Wellare,
November, 1971: 257 [Dail Debates, Col. g1,
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woman (akes her hushband’s domicile just as she takes his name.
{She has a domicile of dependency.) She cannot, at law, have
a domicile of her own. If the husband deserts to England, the
law presumcs that both partics are living there, whereas in fact
she has been deserted and is still living in Dublin. On this legal
Dasis, a deserted wile might have lost her allowance. Domicile
“legally™ distorts the real position. Itis inaccurate for the law to
say that the wife is living with her hushand in England, yet,
legally this is the correct position. This whole legal cxercise is
hased on fiction. The Attorncy General ruled in April 1973,
howcver, that divorce per se docs not mean that a woman is
disqualificd from receiving a deserted wife’s allowance.

To speak of desertion we must first have a marriage. In
TIrcland marriage was traditionally underpinned by a whole
scrics of social and cconomic considerations, for cxample,
procreation, labour, home provision, inheritance, neighbour-
hood and wider kin relationships. Thomas, in his study of
Catholic couples in the Chicago Archdiocese in 1949, {and it
scems rclevant to Irish Catholics of that time also) observes—
“Among Catholic couples at least, many factors leading to
unhappiness and dissatisfaction have little relationship to the
complete breakdown of marriage. This is to say many arcas of
conflict and tension arc never thought of in terms of separation
or divorce. Although . . . the margin of tolerance may shift, the
average couple, apparently, acecpts a considerable amount of
frustration as a nccessary concomitant of the marriage state.”®
Marriage was held to be instituted by God and so a sacred and
holy institution. However, this traditional idea of marriage no
longer applics to anything like the same extent—especially in
urban socicty, owing to ecconomic, industrial and philosophic
change. Even in the ccclesiastical sense, the notion of psycholo-
gical consummation of marriage is being debated and some
churchmen hold its presence as being as important and necessary
in a marriage as physical consummation. The emphasis is

tJohn .. Thomas: “Catholic Family Disorganisation”, in E. W. Burgess and
1. 1. Rogue (eds.). Contributions to Urban Sociology, Chicago: University of Chicago
Press, 1964, p- 540.
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placed on marriage as a personal relavonship between people—
romantic love and personal fulfilment being the important
compenents. Such a relationship without social underpinning
may be unstable and if it docs not work out there are no supports
for it, as the (raditional setting provided. This results in more
frequent breakdown, since divorce is not allowed in Tretand the
only possible legal step is separation if the situation becomes
intolerable. This does not confer the freedom to remarry il
desired. Desertion is one means ol separation. The marriage is
ended socially, if not legally, by descrtion. It does not confer
the right of remarriage cither; but because the deserter usually
goes to an arca where he is unknown, remarriage is casicr
though legally bigamous. Desire to remarry may not necessarily
be a factor in breakdowns, but among those who desert in
Ireland, it may be more likely to be so since divorce is not
permitted, and a number of our subjccts were descrted for this
purpose. .

Kephart and Monahan cxamined desertion and divorce as
related 1o religious background in Philadelphia. From statistics
compiled from records of the Philadelphia Municipal Court,
they found thac “in white desertion and non-support cases
which came to court, the Catholic group, with reference to
their proportion, is over-represented by nearly forty per cent.”®
Ircland (Republic of) having a mainly Catholic population, is
probably more desertion prone than other countrics if Kephart
and Monahan’s findings can be related to all Catholic popula-
tions. On the other hand, if a legal (a mensa et toro) or mutual
separation {agrcement by hoth parties without a court appear-
ance) is obtained, the conditions ol support and visits to children
will be legally laid down. These may not necessarily be adhered
to permancntly but at least an cffort is made to make the best
compromise at the time. Equally, desertion may be a flight
from an intolerable situation, but again because a deserter will
usually go to an area where he is unknown it is more likely that
he wishes to remarry.

"William M. Kephart and Thomas P. Monahan: “Divorce and Desertion by
Rcligious and Mixcd Religious Groups™, American Journal of Sociology, March,
1054, p. 402




Marriage being a dynamic relationship is subject (o stresses
like any human institution; desertion is a solution taken by
some to solve the problems they have encountered by rcason of
entcring this rclationship—problems they fecl they cannot
handle and from which they must cscape. They choose to end
their relationship, sometimes temporarily, sometimes without
consciously doing so and sometimes dcliberately, unable to find
any other way, or sccing this way as the casiest. Dominion, a
psychiatrist and marriage guidance counscllor, referring to the
time prior (o a separation, whether for divorce or descrtion,
writes: “In the presence of so much frustration and suffering
the inevitable depression that accompanics them may reach
such proportions that desperate action follows.””?

Descriions are not confined to the income groups dependent
on statutory benefits. Studics on the occupational distribution
of descrtion have shown (notably Kephart's study of the
occupational levels ol deserters in Philadelphia)® that rates are
highcst mnong unskilled and semi-skilled occupations. From
our own investigations, supported by interviews of middle-class
women and by information from intermediaries about requests
for cooperation made to possible respondents, it was shown that
in Dublin a number of descrtions occur in middle and upper
income groups. Because of the difficulty of contacting the
women, who arc not rcgistered with any agency and, if
traceable at all, arc only so through [ricnds or colleagues, there
is no way of mcasuring the over-all desertion rate. Estimates
will always rcmain very crude.

The first cvidence of the intention of the Government in
Ircland to make specinl provision for the deserted wife is to be
found in the Third Programme for Economic and Social
Expansion, 1969-72, laid by the Government before cach house
of the Qircachtas in March 1969.* The result of this was the

?]. Dominion: Marital Breakdown, London: Penguin Books, 1968, p. 118,

"W, Kephart: “Occupatinonal Level and Marital Disruption”,  American
Socialogical Review, August 1955, Vol 20, No. 4.

*Irctand: Third Programme, Feonomic and Social Development 1960-72. Dublin:
The Siationery Cliee, 106g.
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introduction in October 1970 of a spectal pension for the
deserted wife in certain circumstances, payable by the Depart-
ment ol Social Welfare, Descricd wives had previously been
dealt with by the Home Assistance Section of the old Health
Authority system, . . . wives, including those with Fumilivs,
who are unsupported beciose their hushands have el them or
arce in prison, form o substantial group whose only source of
oflicial assistance is Home Assistance” wrote O Cinndide rior
1o the implementation ol this new scheme.®

Of those in receipt ol the Deserted Wile's Allowance no
scparate statistics for Dublin are available since the Department
ol Social Wellire keeps records only for the country as a whole.
Since its inception the Department is recciving applicitions
daily as more women discover that they are entitled to this
allowance. There is a means test which restricts the allowance
to those with an income not exceeding £494 p.a. This is a
graduated allowance but the first L4 of all earnings is ignored.
After that the amount rectived varies from £6-15 per week for
a woman with £4 perweek or less to 65p per week for o woman
carning £9-50 per week.* Allowances for children are, of course,
additional to this pension. In the cases of those wives entitled 10
this statutory benelit, the Department of Social Welfure ook
the extremely hedpful step of providing a pension book, cashable
at a post officc, instead ol the Home Assistance office. This wis
a great improvement and was appreciated by most ol the
deserted wives to whom we spoke. Attendance o an oflice w
collect Home Assistance was a strain on these women since
their sitvation was made public by their having 10 ke a
place in a queue and have their business chscussed openly with
the Home Assistance OfTicer. The latter have no private offices
but work in a room which is waiting-roem cum office. Ofien
the atiitude of these assistance officers was not very helplul
bul some of the respondents praised their particular assistance
officer for his courtesy and understanding, although the

1S, O Cinnéide: /A Law for the Poor, NDuldin: Institute of Public Adininistration.
1970, p. 87.
*These are 1974 figures.




embarassing circumstances in which the payment was madc
remained. The present arrangement is satisfactory because of
its almost complete privacy. A pension book is provided and
the pension can be collected from a post office on each Thurs-
day. A few respondents mentioned that since the pension book
had a particular colour and collcction day was Thursday,
other people who might be in the post office could guess the
situation. Thesc women, however, were unable to suggest an
alternative or better means of payment.

The Department of Social Welfare also sct out the conditions
which must be satishied before a woman can be regarded as
descrted wife. They are as follows:

(a) her husband must have of his own volition lcft her and
must not have lived with her {or a continuous period of
not less than six months prior to the date of her claim for
an allowance.

() she must have made and must continuc to make
reasonable cforts, within the means available to her, to
trace her husband and to effect a reconciliation with
him or to compcl him, by Icgal process or otherwise to
contribute to the support of her children.

(¢) her husband must not have resumed living with her and
must have wilfully rcfused or neglected to contribute to
the support of her and her children, and

(d) she must be resident in the State at the date of the claim
and must also have resided in the State for any period
of two years.

The Department qualified its beneficiaries further by the
following criteria, which must be mct by applicants, defining
“deserted wives™ in this context. An applicant must:

(a) for the purpose of the scheme be regarded as having
been deserted by her husband.

a




{#) be under 70 years of age.

{¢) if she 1s less than g0 ycars of age, have at least onc
qualificd child vesiding with her, and

{d} satisfy a means test.

We, oursclves, in sceking a definition Tor the study, Telt this
definition unsatisfactory because it made no provision for a
woman who had been deserted and then divorced by her
husband 10 another State. Again, because of the means test
a number of women who were otherwise qualified were
cxcluded. Nor were we alone i our dissatisfaction. ILeslic
comments as follows: “There is not even any clear definition off
what desertion is. The [United States] Burcau of the Census
uscs the term, e, marital separations, and dcefines these as
including couples with legal separations, those living apart
with intentions of ohtaining a divorce and other persons
permancntly or temporarily estranged [rom  their spousc
beeause of marital discord.”"" This conglomeration is (oo
comprehensive for the purpose of our present study; that of
the Department of Social Wellare is oo restricted. We, there-
fore, defined a deserted wife, quite simply, as a woman not

living with her husband and not adequately supporied by him
—thus including cascs where the woman was not receiving the
Deserted  Wile's Allowance. Divorced women  were  also

included and scparated women who were not supported by
their husbands. We thought it desirable also to include con-
structive desertion. Eekelaar describes this: It is not only the
spouse who leaves home who may be in desertion. It he had
been forced to leave as a result of a misconduct of the other,
then the one who remains behind will be (he deserter. The
latter is said to be in ‘constructive’ desertion.”!* This type of
desertion is not recognised in Ircland by the Department of

NG. Leslie: The Family in Social Context, New York, Oxford University Press,
1967, pp. boa/3.
10p. cit., p. 115.
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Social Welfare and a woman who is forced to leave her hushand
due to his cruclty or non-maintenance cannot claim a Deserted
Wifc’s allowance. This is, on the financial support side, a more
difficult situation for the wilc than the husband. The courts do,
however, rccognise “constructive desertion” and if a wile
applics for a maintenance order she may be granted one on this
ground. As constructive desertion is a ground for divorce in
Britain and clsewhere, one can only speculate on the number
of deserting husbands from Ircland who may have used this as
justification in secking their own divorce. Fqually, of course,
one can speculate on the number of cases where the husband
may truly have been driven to desert.

Finalty, a type of descrtion which exists in a country such as
Ircland, where cmigration is a fact of life, is the unintentional or
gradual desertion. The husband goes to work in another country
—at first sends home moncy, and, if not illitcrate, writcs an
occasional letter. If a good communication bond does not
cxist between the spouses, this gradually becomes less and less
until it stops altogether. Lonelingss, lack of female companion-
ship, and weak marital bond all contribute to the husband
eventually losing touch. This situation occurred in one only of
the cases with which we dcealt and is probably morc a rural than
an urban phenomenon. In ncarly all the cases we interviewed
some type of brecakdown had already occurred—only in one or
two cases were the women unaware until the man had left that
there was anything wrong. So it could be taken that most of
the cascs we came across were those of marital breakdown
leading to desertion.

10




SECTION I
Methodology and I'teld Techniques

e nature of the process of desertion makes its opcration

difficult to study. Deserters do not register anywhere and
both the deserter and deserted are very likely to wish to remain
anonymous. Conscquently, when first considering a study of
descried wives, the problem ol contact was the one that was
immediately obvious. We consulted the Census as being a
possible source of respondents but only Married, Widowed or
Single categorics of women are mentioned. There is no break-
down of the Married classification so that source was closed.
How doces onc find a small group, not specifically catered for in
any official register?

At a very carly stage it became evident that the ideal of the
social rescarcher, namely, a random sample, was impossible to
achieve. Table I gives details of the agencics contacted and the
results of the contacts. This Table demonstrates the diflicultics
encountered by the author in her cflorts o find respondents.
The number of parish priests contacted (78) and the number
of referrals resulting from the contacts (7) is a case in point,
The late Archbishop of Dublin, Dr McQuaid, was asked for his
cooperation here but replied that he could net sec the purpose
of such a study. Although therc were some very courteous and
helpful replies, even where no referrals were possible, the
majority of the parish priests did not reply at all. A number of
rude refusals, alleging that the investigator was trying to break
the trust existing between priest and parishioner, were received.
This was in reply to our letter which requested an initial
discussion on the arca of study and possible means of con-
tacting respondents. *

*Sec Appendix B far copy of this letter.




Table 1: Datails of calls made to respondents.

Total Number  Number of Number of  Nwnber  Number o Totel  Number of calls

Agencies contacted® number of consenting  unsuitabls  known unable to  successful  number of  resulting in
{Number of persons referrals  to interview  interviews  refusals contact interviews calls successful
inpolved in brackets) interviaws
arish Prisa (78) 7 1 0 4 2 t 13 3
Curates (4) 9 8 1 ' o 6 23 1
Parish Social Workers (2) 7 6 0 o ' 6 1 1
- ISPCC 21 19 2 2 o 17 62 50
¥ Private Individuals () ' o o 1 0 o i o
Colleagues (2) 3 ] i o 0 2 3 2
Doctor irom acquaintances 3 3 o o [ 3 7 7
Dr, Barmardo's 4 2 2 t 1 z 5 2
Child Guidance Clinics () 4 4 2 0 o 3 10 8
Newspaper letter 1 0 o t o o o o
Totals 60 46 8 10 4 40 135 101

*The Home Assistance Office; Department of Social Welfare; Church of Ireland Social Service Council; Samaritans; National
Association of Tenanty' Qrganisations; Salvation Army; Free Advice Centres; Action, Information, Motivaton (AIM), and another
agency which wishes to remain anonymous were also contacted but there were no referrals from these.




Somc of the other agencics mentioned at the foot of the table,
although by no mcans opposed to the investigation, after
discussion felt that the very particular person-to-person relation-
ship cstablished between the client and, for instance, the
Samaritan might be destroyed if the client suspected that her
perseonal affairs might form part of a general survey.

All possible avenucs of contact having been cxhausted a
total of 60 names had been received. The majority interviewed
fell into the group dependent on statutory benefits—receiving
cither a deserted wife’s allowance or home assistance. The
criteria applicd for interviewing were contact and consent
(once the respondents fell within the definition limits).

Having discussed the difficulties encountered in planning
the study initially, we now come to the difficulties of availing
of the assistance of the agencics in actually mecting the
respondents. Because of the sensitivity of the subject the most
suitable mecthods of contact had to be particularly carcfully
planned. In interviewing, generally without a preliminary
introduction, there is no means of knowing how the field-worker
will be received; and this applies particularly to a study of this
kind, in which a prospective respondent might well dissolve
into tears on first contact—hardly a forsccable reaction in a
study concerned with a less sensitive topic. It was suggested by
the majority of the agencies (using agency as the term to describe
all respondent sources) that they contact the descrted wives
known to them and discuss the study with them and pass on
their names to us if they wished to co-operate. The intermediary
approach was exactly what we had had in mind and if not
mentioned by the agency, we suggested this approach to them
as being the correct way to deal with confidential information.

One situation which caused a lot of embarrassment was
where a list of names was passed on by an agent who, (it was
mistakenly thought) had acted as an intermediary. When the
calls were made, however, it became cvident that the people
on the list knew nothing of the study and were taken aback, if
not suspicious. In some cases, when the source was mentioned,
he was not known personally and the women approached
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wondered how he knew of their situation. As a result, out of six
names obtained from this source, only one produced a successful
interview. Among this particular group reactions like, “I am
all right, T bave my parents, Men are all alike,”” were not un-
common; and onc lady became upset and abusive, exclaiming
that ne onc had bothered to help her twenty-three years ago
when she needed it and she was not going to co-operate now.
Others resisied all attempts to make an appointment for an
interview replying to all suggestions that, il the interviewer
was in the area, she was “to drop in”’. No amount of explana-
tion could overcome this reluctance.

The need for absolute confidentiality, again at the inter-
viewing stage, causcd some problems. It was this same pre-
occupation with the preservation of confidentiality that led to
the decision to undertake all the field work mysclf rather than
cmploy others. The main problem created in the field was that I
could not identify mysell or statec my business except to the
respondent hersell. This scemed to result in many more call-
hacks than would normally bc necessary in a field survey, an
average of 3:38 per interview, as compared with, for instance,
2:69 in Social Status and Inter-generational Social Mobility in
Dublin?

Coming to the intcrviews themsclves and to the data
collected, as Dominion rcmarks ‘‘Research on marriage
presents a major challenge because of the multiplicity of
sociological and psychological factors involved,”™ and in this
study of marital brcakdown which led to desertion, a main
difficulty was the necessity of interviewing only one of the
partners. “The shifting sands of subjectivity prevent any firm
rcliance being placed in individual accounts of marriage
conflicts;"® and in most of thc cases cncountered there
was no attempt on the wile’s part to seek an cxplanation for the
breakdown in any tcrms other than that the husband was to

1B, Hutchinson: Social Status and Inter-generational Socisl Mobility in Dublin,
Dublin: The Fconomic and Social Rescarch Institute, 1969, Paper No. 48.

HOp, cit., p, 148,

813, Marsden, Mothers Alone, London: Allen Lane, The Penguin Press, 1969,
p. fBs.
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blame. Nor did the majority of the wives interviewed atlempt to
assess whether they themselves (though the “innocent™ parties)
had lailed to meet even the minimum expectations of the
hushand. The few exceptions who had thought about the
matter came 1o the realisation that they were in some way to -
blame as well as their hushands, though, even of these, not all
recognised the possibility that they might have provoked the
desertion. How much the general lack of admission of guilt was
a face-saving device for the investigator’s benefit, or a reaction
to an cgo-damaging experience, is imposstble to say: “Individ-
uals with problems use various stratagems to protect their
cgos.”’10

Like Marsden we found the relationship between a couple’s
ehaviour in marringe breakdown was . . unusually diflicult
10 explore. Principally, there is the problem of getting reliable
information about the actual hehaviour. Several studies have
clearly demonstrated that couples do not agree about the
nature and causes of thenr disagreements.”?” How much more
imncomplete 15 a neeessavily  one-sided  view cven  though
tempered sometimes by time and thought. In contemnplating
this view we must remember what Slater and Woodside
concluded after interviewing both husband and wife, that “no
judgements, whatever the apparent facts, can be made on
marital conflicts until both sides have been heard.” " While this
may be true, especially in the light of our ewn experience of the
ohbvious subjectivity of respondents’ interpretations ol cvents
of the past, the very nature ol a study of desertion, a solution
chosen by some to marital conflict, implies that onc of 1he
partners will not he available for questioning.

However, in the majority of cases, the respondents seemed to
welcome the opportunity of telling “their story’ and attitudes
towards the husband had become hardened. In a few cases the
reticence of the respondents presented some difficulty. Heimler

"*H. T. Christensen (cd.}: Handbook of Marricge and the Family. Chicago: Rand
McNally & Company, 1964, pp. 295/6.

20p. cit., p. 68.

BE. Slater & M. Woodside: Patlerns of Marriage, London: Casscll, 1951,
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remarks “There are some cxperiences in life that cannot be
cxpressed fully in words. The deeper the human emotion, the
more difficult it is to find expression for it.”’!® One particular
contact, referred to earlier, dissolved into tears cach time we
spoke to her cven about being intervicwed, so it was decided
not to pursuc this any further. Others agreed to co-operate but
did not clucidate on the information they gave.

The problem of subjectivity cannot be solved using interview
technigues alone. In preparing the questionnaire, questions
asked were inevitably affected by this. Information which could
be obtained without too many attitude or opinion qucstions
was preferred. Because of the small number of respondents
and the use of only onc interviewer a less formal type of
interviewing—open-ended questions and discussions of points
for clarity could be used.

Therc was a great variety in the length of time taken for the
intervicws. The shortest interview was forty-five minutes and
the longest was five hours. Reticence, the presence of children
or a parent, or other unavoidable inhibiting factors were
responsible for the shorter interviews while a great desire to
talk to somcone scemed to account for the very long ones.
With the exception of three, all the interviews took place in the
home of the respondent. One interview took place in a meeting
hall, and the other two in the rescarcher’s office.

“In the intervicw and questionnairc approach, heavy
reliance is placed on the subject’s verbal report for information
about the stimuli or expericnces to which he is exposed and for
knowledge of his behaviour; usually the investigator has not
ohscrved the cvents discussed.””® This may be regarded as
another drawback since some of the respondents had never
thought about the kind of things on the questionnaire—the
whys and wherefores. A problem arose occasionally of con-
veying the meaning of questions. Since the majority of the

E. Heimler: AMental liness and Social Work, London: Pelican Books, 1967, p. 17.

#C. Sellitz, el. al.: Research Methods in Social Relations, London: Methuen & Co.
Ltd., 1965, p. 236,
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respondents came from the lower socio-cconomic group, with
the minimum cducational level achicved, it s understandable
that this situation could arisc and here the interviewer was
carclul to standarcdise explanations. Few of the women had
opinions or suggestions for improving their situation-—probably
they had never been asked what they would like to see happen.

Although the geaneral run of people were willing 1o talk,
there was some reticience, for instance, on the questions about
sex but none of the guestions seemed to give offence or cause
any inordinate amount of embarrassment. IF the intlerviewer
saw a rather hdgety respondent, she explained the reason lor
asking the question which usually cased the situation, although
in most instances did not bring any {urther information. For
the most part, the respondents scemed to enjoy answering the
quesLions. '

I1 is not known how many women were actually approached
on our behall by the various agencies and relused; but thaose
who agreced were certainly  co-operative and  {although
inarticulate in some cases and very articulate in others) were
very positive in their reactions o the study. We cannot say
why some women agreed aud others did not. It could have
been how the mtial approach was made and by whom,
Where social workers from the ISPCC, Dr Barnardo's, social
service centres, the doctor, and one ol the priests had made the
mitial approach it was 2 great deal casier to carry out the
interviews. Preparation by somceonce the women trosted scemed
to have positively influenced their reactions.

A copy of the printed guestionnaire is included in Appendix
B. Questions were selected on the basts ol Tactors which arc
usually associated with prediction ol breakdown, ic. age of
marriage, accommodation, drink, sex, number ol children,
cmployment patterns.

The questionnaire was divided into three parts:

(1) Before Marriage: dcaling with origin, age, social siatus,
place in family, education, interests, inflluence of parents,
courtship pattern, savings and some guestions which
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made an cfiort to assess attitudes towards marriage of
hoth partics.

(2} During Marriage: was concerned with age at marriage,
religion, accommodation, rent, number of children,
whether moncy, sex, drink or gambling were considered
problems, wile’s opinion of what went wrong, hushand’s
cmployment  pattern, ability to discuss problems,

violence.

(3) After Desertion: included questions of the number of
years marricd before desertion, present sourece of income,
whereabouts of children, court or clinic attendance,
support (financial or otherwise) from kin, present
accommodlation, opportunities for recreation, circum-
stances of desertion, gencral views on what they would
like: 10 see donc.

Four attempts at contact were made in the case ol those who
had previously agreed to take part. Those contacted by the
interviewer without an intermediary, and who refused, were
quite definite in their refusal and it was felt that no usecful
purpose could bhe scrved by further attempts to make them
change their minds. ;

Because of the difficulty of finding respondents, pilot inter-
views were not carried out. The questionnaire therefore was not
madified in any way and the format decided upon without
testing was used throughout the survey.

One woman whose husband had returned to her was véry
anxious to be intervicewed for some rcason, and she was inter-
viewed first. This was useful, for though the information could
net be included, it was an indication of how questions sounded
in the actual intervicw sctting.

The Interview
The particular type of interview vsed was a questionnaire
with a number of pre-coded questions and a number of open-
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ended ones where the respondent could talk il she wished, and
wis encouraged o doso. As ar as possible we tried to make the
interview a conversation, feeling this would be more flexible
and cnable the respondent 10 more easily describe complex
situations. This llexibility in the interview led on one or two
occasions 1o exhausting interviews of as much as five hours
duration, us some ol the women became so interested in elling
their stary to somconc ontside their circle, that it was very

diflicule to gurle the interview, It was (elt, however, that a

structured interview weuld not be uscful in this sort of study,
so as much lreedom of expression as possible was allowced, with
relerence 1o the questionnaire only (o keep the essential
information flowing n. Scveral interviews would probably
have yielded a great deal more information had pressure of
time not made these impossible. Dircet observation as a tech-
nicue naturally was not possible except perhaps in that part of
the enquiry concerned with the deserted wife’s subscquent
pattern ol daily life, but this type of investigation was found
time-consuming and diflicult 1o arrange. Nor was it likely to
have produced a great deal of extra infurmation rclevant to
the proposcd limits of the study.

So the interviewing techniques was mainly flexible and
unstructured, becoming directive in form when the need arose,
as, lor example, when demographic information was sought.

The respondent was encouraged in the interview to talk
about the marital relationship. As mentioned above, there was
an uncveness ol response here as some women were more
articulate or cven more willing to talk than others. It was
necessary, in some casces, to excrcise control to keep the inter-
view on the topic, although the establishment of rapport,
particularly at the beginning of the intervicw, involved a
general discussion about the weather, or the children, or the
informant’s accommodation. Each interview commenced with
factual information, in order to give the inlormant a chance to
start off without strain belore tackling the more personal and
open-ended questions which came later, although cxperience
showed that this was necessary only for the reticent, who were
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in the minority. The others had to be directed to the factual
questions while they gave quite a lot of the information included
in the open-cnded questions before being asked.

It is difficult to check consistency in one interview. An initial
call was madc to intreduce the interviewer and the study; and
an appointment was madc with the respondent to call later ata
convenicnt time. Because of the personal nature of the topic
and the varicty of reactions to it, it became clear that we were
correct in assuming that more control could be exercised in
directing the discussion, more cvenness and cohesivencss
attained, when only onc intervicwer was involved. Standardisa-
tion of questioning also was morc casily achicved and many
respondents felt reassured. Some respondents asked directly
il many pcople were involved in the study; others asked about
confidentiality and they were rcassurcd on this. If the first call
made to cstablish rapport was successful, the study was
cxplained to the respondent as an effort to enquire into their
circumstances, the causes of the marital breakdown, and to ask
for their suggestions as to how they could be helped. They
were informed that the interview would take up to two hours.
In the actual interview the respondents were often more
worricd about delaying the interviewer than in spending their
own time, which from our point of vicw.was very satisfactory.
Those who had alrecady been contacted by agencics were much
more amenable, as was to he expected. The study had been well
explained to the respondents, and they had some idea of its
content.

Some of the women, particularly those who had contact
alrcady with a social worker, sccmed to look upon the inter-
view as a therapeutic situation where they might pour out their
woes and ask for opinions, advice and so on. Problems which
had very little to do with the project were brought up; but we
felt that much uschil information was gained through listening.
An cffort was, of course, made to guide the interview. The
intcrvicwer did try to avoid giving direct advice or “assuming
an advice-giving role” except in cases where factual informa-
tion could be given, such as agency names to contact.
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SECTION 11
Before Marriage

ne number of women interviewed in this study was forty.

On cach questionnaire respondents were asked where
possible for information on therr husbands. Thus we have some
information on their husbands as well as themselves.

The questionnaire, being divided into the three parts already
described, commenced with data on the respondent and her
husband before their marriage. The first eleven questions were
of a demographic nature, based on the hypotheses that origins,
occupations and cducation might well be the factors important
in the study of mantal breakdown, and that in the cases of
occupations and education, the lowest in cach category might
be associated with a higher incidence of scparation and
divorce.®!

Demographic Data

Origins

In examining the origins of our subjects and their husbands,
we found that ol the forty couples, in thirty-five cases both
parties were urban born and twenty-cight of them (or slightly
more than two-thicds) were hoth Dublin born, In about onc
case in twenty both were rural born; and among the remainder
(about onc case in twelve) the wife was urban, the husband
rural. The subjccts were all living in the Dublin city arca; some
had changed their accommodation after the desertion took
place but, cven allowing for this, there was a wide spread of

BSce: M. Komarovsky: Hlue Collar Alarriage. Now York: Random House,
1962, pp. 344/5/6{7 and K. G. Hillman: Marital Instability and its Relation to
Education, Income and Occupation: An Analysis based on Selected Studies in Marriage and |
the Farml) Editors: R. F. Winch, R. McGennis, H. R, Barringer, New York:
Holt, Rinchart and Winston, 1962.
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arcas across the city with no predominance of subjects from
what might usually be regarded as traditional Dublin areas,
for cxample, Summerhill or the Libertics. Of the thirty-eight
women born in an urban arca nearly all were born in Dublin;
the exceptions being one woman who was born in another
couniry but came to Dublin at fourtcen years old, and another
who was born in a large Irish town, but came to Dublin after
marriage. There werc thirty-five urban born husbands,
twenty-ning of whom were Dubliners (a somewhat smaller
proportion); threc were born in large Irish towns, and three
came from other countrics. Of the five rural-born men, two
camc from other countrics and three were natives of Ireland.

The vast majority of our subjects and their husbands were
thercfore of urban origin. Studies of marital breakdown and
divorce (notably in the US and France),?? suggest that persons
from rural backgrounds are slower to divorce than those from
urban arcas. It may be that the mainly urban origin of our
respondents and their husbands was a contributing factor to
the breakdown.

At least onc-third of the Dublin City and County Borough
adult population is not Dublin born,?® but morc than two-
thirds of the couples in our study were both born in Dublin and
all but two of the women were Dublin born. It is possible to
speculate on the reasons for this predominance of Dubliners.
It may be accounted for by the fact that, as most of the sample
camc from the lower socio-economic level, they would be more
likcly to be Dublin born, since Hutchinson’s study found that
those born outside Dublin and coming in, appear to be better
off than thcir Dublin born colleagucs. It may be, moreover, that
rural-born women are less likely to contact welfare agencies,
cither through ignorance of their existence, or from pride,
although we have no cvidence supporting this speculation.

18ec: E. Gaulerry: “Les Dissolutions d'Unions en France, étudices a partic
des minutes de jugement”. Population. juin 1971, pp. 153/4. H. Carter & A,
Plateris: *Trends in Divorce and Family Disruption”. J. Ross Eshleman (ed.},
Perspectives in Marriage and the Family, Boston 1969, pp. 724/5 and G. Leslic, op. cit.,
P 501.

1B, Hulchinson, op. cit., p. 31.
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There were two inter-racial marriages in the group. To ong
ol these the marringe (_judging from the subject’s comments)
scems o have been entered into with a rebellicus attitude, and
a desire to be different, at least on the part of the wile, The
hushand in this case was an Alrican studying in Dublin, A
marriage such as this carries a greater risk ol breakdown,
partly because ol the hostitity of Irish socicty o inter-racial

marringes in general, which tmposes on the couple more
acjustments than in marringes without this difference. Racial

differences in a couple may mean very cissimilar hackgrounds,
involving religious and  cultural differences. This is not
necessarily true of all cultures and socictics but would apply in
Ircland. Because of these diflerences, a greater effort is required
from cach member of the paic if they are to huild a good
marriage. On this concept of “homogamy” the pioncer
rescarch of Burgess and Cottrell in the US* and later the work
of Goode and Zimmermann, also in the U825 hias established
that mter-racial marringes aee less likely to suceced when social
differences mean dissimilar background since the more alike
the spouses are in background, education, and rehigion, the
less the probability (hat the mavringe will end in divorce.

The other inter-racial marriage in one group took place in
England where, although the norms arc somewhat similar
such a marriage is a much more common oceurrence. There
did not scem to have been any motive of rchellion in this
marriage.

Social Status

Geographical origin  was qualified Dby occupation and
cducation levels. Information was obtained from the subject
about her husband’s occupation prior to and during marriage;
her own occupation before marringe; her father’s and her
father-in-law’s occupations. Using the Hall-Jones scale, we

ME. W. Burgess and .. Cotircll: Predicting Success or Failure in Afarriage. Now
York: Prentice Hall International, 1939.

W, J. Goode: After Divorce, New York: The Free Press. 1956 and G. Zimmcr-
mann: The Present Crisis. Chicago: Henry Regnery, 1956,
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translatedd this information inte terms of social status, as
follows:

Status Category Occupation Groups

1. (highcst) Professionally qualified and high administra-
tive.

2. Managerial and executive,

Inspectional, supervisory and other high-grade
non-manual.

4. Inspectional, supervisory and nther lower-
grade non-manual,

5 Skilled manual and routinc grades and non-
manual.

6. Semi-skilled manual,

7. Unsktlled manual.

In our study we found that the [lathers, fathers-in-law,
lisbands and the subjects themselves before marriage (we took
the view, for the purposcs of this study, that women were
capable of establishing independent social status, and their
occupation hefore marriage was therefore noted) were con-
centrated in the status groups 5-7. In studying the Tables on
accupational levels, Table 2 shows some difference hetween the
mean status of the fathers of the couple;. the means here are,
husband’s father: 5-1; husband’s father-in-law: 5-4. The mean
status by occupation of the respondents themselves is the
lowest, 5-8. When one compares the actual status of husband
and that of his father, the mcans arc 54 for the husband and
51 for his father. The means, however, conceal some interesting
and relevant differences between the social origins of husband
and wife. It is cvident that roughly twice as many wives’
fathers (comparing them, that is, with husbands’ fathers) were
of relatively low social status, status categories 6 and 7,
suggesting that desertion may be associated with men marrying
into status categories beneath their own. Again taking the two
lowest catcgories (6 and 7) twice as many husbands as their
fathers Mall into this category. The implications of such a
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tendency, were it trae, might well be ol particular interest w
an explanatory theory ol desertion; and our beliel thad
descrtion may be associated with more gencral social failure is
reinforced by other data cimerging from our study. Tt might he
noted here that in the During Marriage section, it was found that
the hushand’s status by occupation had dropped from o mean
of 5:4 10 56, a small dillerénce, but consistent with the general
tendency toward social filure we have noted.

Hutchinson found i his stndy (hat “there appears a tendency
for the likelihood of upward mobility (o he inversely related 1o
paternal status, the lower a man’s mherited status the morg
likety he is to have moved 10 a higher one” *% and also tha
status has 2 tendency to rise with increasing age. The reverse
scems (0 be true of the hushands of our respondents. They
appear to be it a group with downwird mobility on all counts,

Desertion has been regarded as “the poor man's divoree”
although even the statistical-studics done in the US contained
no data on the occupation or cconomic level of the husband. Tt
was not until 1952 that Kephart, making anoccopationalanalysis
of all the desertion und non-support cases for the year 1950
from the Philadelphia Court Records, found livde evidence to
support a view of desertion as “the poor man’s divorce”.??
Slightly more than 40 per cent of the white desertions were
derived from the upper half of the occupational ladder, and
the supposed predominance of desertions at the lower end of
the occupational seale failed to emerge. Had we had stilar
rccords available 1o us of all desertions it is possible that we
could have arrived at the same result. Even allowing (or this
and for the dawnwarvd trends indicated, the means we arrived
at were still in the stats group 5. Although Kephart does not
use the Hall-Jones scale and he has not given the source of his
occupation classification, it is probably sale to assumce that his
“skilled”” and “semi-skilled’” for instance, fall into more or less
the same categories as in the Hall-Jones scate. The findings for
our sample arc that the respondents were not particularly

*R. A. Hutchinson, ap. cit.
W, Kephart, op. cit.
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amonyg the “poor™,; even though the majority of our subjects
were introduced by welfarc agencies. In cxamining the status
origin of our couples, we found that the percentage of the same
status origin was no morc than 30.05 per cent, which is not
significantly different statistically from the figure of 37.5 per
cent in Huatchinson’s Dublin sample.®

Education
Qur scale here was a six point systemn:
. (Inwest) No standard

2, Primary Certificatc

2 Attended Vocational School
4 Intermediate Certificate

5. Leaving Certificate

G. {highcsi) Atlended University.

We found the means o he 2-2 for the wile and 2-3 for the
husband, a mean level slightly above primary certificate
cducation. Comparing the cducational levels of the couples, we
discovered that about hall had similar cducation to each other.
Hutchinson had similar findings in his sample of 1,867 mar-
riages in Dublin®® On the breakdown here, however,
Hutchinson found that (i) only slightly' more than onc-third of
men who failed to complcte the primary course married
women of similar attainments and (i) three-quarters who
reccived no education beyond the primary level married women
with a similar cducation lcvel. In (i) three-quarters and in (i)
scven out of cight cases in our sample the same result occurred.
And if we take the number of couples with the same standard or
just one paint difference, roughly threc-quarters show the same
or similar cducation standard. This would seem to indicate that
the husbands of our subjects were less likely to marry up
cducationally. Diffcrences in educational attainment as wcll as
low cducational levels have been correlated with marital

1. Hutchinson: Social Status in Dublin: Marriage, Mobilily end First Employment,
1973 Pubhlin: The Feanomic anel Social Research Unstitute, Paper No. 67, p. 19.

*R. Hutchinson, op, cil.
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breakdown, although Bumgpass and Sweet® assert that only
extreme differences in education are associated with higher
instability of marriage. Most ol our subjects and their husbands
did have a tow educational level, but therce were no appreciable
differences in the levels of education of the spouses.

On the education factor then, as with the occupation lactor,
the trend scemed for the men of our group to miarry down
cducationalty. This downward irend appearing again rein-
forces the beliel that desertion may he associated with a more
gencral social failure.

Siblings

While parents have the greawest inflluence on children’s
personalities, siblings change the structure of the [amily and
their interaction with each other may cause changes in per-
sonality. For instance, Getzels and Walsh found that first borns
adhcred more rigidly to sacictal nerms and ideas than did other
children in the family.®' Marsden suggests that the cldest child
in a large family may oflien have to bear the greater strain ane
may marry in haste at an early age.3? We were interested to
know if birth order had any relevance 1o the breakdown of the
marriage.

Onc would expect, by definition, that allowing [or sampling
crror, cldest children would equal youngest children in 101al
numbers. Table 7 shows that for our study this is the ¢ase and
there is no difference in the proportions comparing men and
women. Psychological differences then, on the basis ol birth
order, are hardly relevant here as far as we can see. Table 7 also
shows a higher number of middle children, which is consistent
with the lower-class origin of the group, who tend 10 come from
larger families (Table 7) and dwrefore have more chance of
being a middle child.

®Larry L. Bumpass and James A, Sweet: “Differentials in Macial Instabiliy:
1970". American Sociological Review, tgy2, Vol. 97 (Decomber): 754-766.

" W. Gerzels & J. J. Walsh: “The Mcthod of Paired 1irect Projective
Questionnaires in the study of atitude structure and socinlization”. Pswchological
Maonographs, 32:454 (1958).

A, Marsden: op. cit.




Accommodation of the Parents of the Couples

We continue (o consider sameness and difference in the
hackground of our couples before marriage and now come to
parents’ accommaodation. We used the following scale: (1) Own
house, {2) Rented honse, {(including housc acquired through a
profession or business firm but excluding Corporation house)
(3) Corporation or Council house, artisan’s dwelling and ex-
serviceman’s house, (4) Rented flat {excluding Corporation)
(5) Corporation Nat, Iveagh Trust flat, (6) Tenement room.

Slightly less than half the couples came from similar type
accommexlation, Just over onc quarter of the hushands’ parents’
accommodation was superior. There scemed to be very little
indication of anything lere that might have affected the
marriage, excepl in the cases where the husband married down
it may have been indicating the continuation of the downward

trend previously noted,

Length of Courtslup

We discussed with our subjects the length of time they had
been going out with their husbands before marriage. The
length of acquaintance or courtship is relevant in that if it is
short it might indicate that a hasty or ill-thought-out decision
to marry was taken. If it were a long courtship, then one would
expect the couple to have a better understanding of each other
prior to marriage and therefore 10 be less likely to break up
afterwards. Our hypothesis here was that our couples would
have a short courtship prior to marriage since their marriages
cnded in the particular manner they did.

Thomas, in his study of marital brecakdown among Chicago
Catholics, found that one out of five of his couples acquainted
for six months or less before marriage, broke up within the first
year of marringe.3? Since this is almost double the percentage
of those in his study who were acquainted for longer periods,
and the Iatter represented a rclatively uniform pattcrn, he

3]ohin L. Thomas: “Catholic Family Disorganisation”. E. W. Burgess, D. J.
Bogue: {eds) Contributians ts E'rhan Sociolog y, Chicago: University ol Chicago Press,
197, P f20f30.
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concluded that an acquaintance of less than six months is
predictive of marital discord. Thomas does not say whether his
couples were desertion cases or not. Goodce also demoustrated in
his study of 425 divorced women in Detroit in 1948 that short
acquaintance (ends to lead to unsnccessful marriage.™ An
carlier stndy by Locke found that 55 per cent of divoreces had
been engaged live months or less.3% Period of engagement is
not, however, a very reliable indicator of length of acquaint-
ance.

In two studics, une by Burgess and Cottrell*® and the other by
Terman? the vast majority of the couples were acquainted for
more than one year belore marriage. These were studies of
middle-class Americans, who could be regarded as having
reasonably stable marringes. We have no figures on an Irish or
Dublin length ol acquaintance prior to marriage. In Ireland,
however, there is a tradition of long courtships since the
Famine tumes. Generally the iden was to delay marriage for
ceonomic reasons, This may well be stll truc in rural areas of
the country but the evidence is of people marrying younger in
Ireland.®® )

From the data presented on Table g we learn that three of
our couples were “going together” for less than one year (two
for six months; one for cight months). Slightly less than one-
third said they had been going together for one year and
roughly the same number said two ycars. The remainder had
courtships of three years or more. The shortest period of
acquaintance was six months and the longest cight years. The
mecan length of courtship was 2:2 ycars.

One couple had been acquainted for four years when the girl

MW. J. Goode: Afier Diverce. New York: The Free Press, 1g56.

Y. ). Locke: Predicting Adjustment in Marriage: A Comparison of a divorced and a
happily married group. New Yark: Foli, Rinchart and Winston, 1951,

BE. W. Burgess and 1., D, Cottrell: Predicting Success or Failure in Marriage,
New York: Prentice Hall International, 1939, p. 406.

L. M. Terman: Psychological Factors in Marital Happiness. New York: McGraw-
Hill Book Company, 1938, p. 197.

BB, M. Walsh: “Trends in Age at Marriage in Post-war Ircland”’, Demography :
Vel. g, No. 2, May, 1972.
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became pregnant. The husband married her under duress hut
they never lived together. He went back to his parents, she to
hers and they barely greet cach other on the strect now. He has
never supported cither her or the child who is now twenty
years old. It is possible that in this case the man was not
constdering marriage whilst the girl was. He was ten years her
scnior and started taking her out when she was sixteen. He has
not since made any eflort to have the marriage annulled.
Before he was informed that she was pregnant, this man had
told the subject he did not want to sec her again. The preg-
nancy then forced a marriage on him,

In our study some couples were *‘going together™ for longer
than the marriage lasted, for example: five year courtship—
two year marriage. We sec from Table g that all of the mar-
riages after a courtship of less than one year broke up within
five years and threc-quarters of thosc acquainted for onc year
cnded 1n the first cight years. It docs not follow, however, that
the longer the acquaintance the more durable the marriage
since those acquainted for three years broke up within the
first cight years of marriage and four out of five of those with a
five year courtship did the same. There is no significant
difference in the means or medians here.

Overall then our hypothesis that our subjects would have
short courtships has not been proved. It is not the length of the
courtship apparently in the cases of our subjects that is import-
ant but the degree of friendship attained in the time. None of
these courtships either long or short produced stable mar-
riages. It is possible too that in those courtships which were of
short duration the couple might have decided not to marry had
they given themselves more time to consider the matter. And
this may well be a reason why the marriages ended the way
they did in those particular cases, bearing in mind that no onc
reason in itsclf s likely to be responsible for the desertion,

Employment
Here we will consider employment in the context of the
Before Marriage scction. We will deal with Employment as a
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factor in marital breakdown in the During Adarriage section.
The question “Was your husband in constant employment
beforc marriage?”’ was asked. A four point scale was used for
the replies: (1) Constantly employed; (2) Casually employed;
(3) Mostly employed; and {4) Unemployed all the time.

Three-quarters ol the subjects satd their hushands had been
in constant employment before marriage.

Of the remainder, some gave sympathetic explanations—
one husband was a painter and at the time there was insuflicicnt
work available; another was a student and the third found it
difficult to get employment when the licensed premises in
which he was a barman closed down. In the other cases the
wives said their husbands could get work but got tired of jobs
they had and changed them or clse they would not work at all.
Some went back and forth to England to work. The inter-
ractal marriage which had taken place in England was in this
group of casually employed men.

If we look at the ages of these men and their ages at marriage,
we find that the period about which we are talking, before
their marriages, 1s matnly in the "fiftics. Rates of unemployment
and emigration were very high then.?® Only a quarter of our
subjects, however, report that their husbands were unemployed
before marriage and in the cases where they do, a large
proportion say the men could have obtained and did have
many jobs but would not keep them. It may be that in retro-
spect the majority of the wives saw the men as working before
marriage and not afterwards, or in cases of casual or unemploy-
ment were bitter about their husbands’ work record. They saw
it as one of flitling irresponsibly from job te job and not as
instability ol cmployment.

Almost a quarter of the men went to England to find work
and their girl friends joined them there to get married. This
group were all married in the late 19505, a time of very high
uncmployment and emigration rates.

M5cec: Central Statistics Office: Trends in Employment and Unemployment, Dublin;
The Stationery Oflice for years 1950-6o.
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Behaviour and Attitudes

We will now discuss generally the behaviour and attitudes
of our couples belore marriage. Here we have a one-sided
cxplanation of the breakdown. Presumably, however, what our
respondents said was true for them—as what the husband
would say would be truc for him, In this part of the question-
naire, the subject was encouraged to speak frecly if she [elt so
inclined. The lines of demarcation here between the before and
after marriage scctions arc very blurred as it is understandable
that the subjects found difficulty in separating these periods, or
secing them as being distinct [rom cach other at this stage.

Interests

These questions were included to sce if there was anything
remarkable about the recreational pursuits of our couples,
whether their interests were mutual or conflicting and could
have contributed to the cventual breakdown. Interests can be
divisive in that if a couple’s interests conflict they may try to
change cach other and force their tastes on the partner. On the
other hand, different interests can add to a marriage and be a
source of delight 1o both, bringing a varicty to the interaction
between the parties. We asked specifically about membership
of clubs, interest in spori, dancing and film-going. There was
then a general question about any other interests. Thesc
questions did not yicld any great variety of answering. Films
and dancing, in that order, were the two most popular interests,
Slightly morc wives than husbands belonged to clubs, sports,
social or voluntary organisations. It was noted that as one went
up the occupational scale the subjects tended to mention more
interests but it is not unusual to find that life is fuller and there
are more facilities for recrcation in middle and higher classcs.
Better cducation cnables people to engage in a wider number
of activitics, i.c. rcading, theatre, music. A higher income level
cnables them to engage in a wider varicty of sporting activities
where payment is required, for cxample, tennis, badminton,
squash and so on. The data ncither revealed any clash of
interests nor any great variety of interests between the couples.
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In some cases there was mutuality but this question revealed
ne conflict that the wives were aware ol

Parental fnfluences and Background

Pcople are trained in their hemes in a particular way. They
tend to adopt the cusioms and behaviour of their own family
or institution where they are reared. They learn o particular
philosophy of lile which gives definition to their approach to the
problems of life. We questioned our subjects on their parents
and homes and on their husbands’ backgrounds to assess
whether or not there were factors present which would have
allected the marital relatonship, for example poor parcntf
child relationship which might have been vesponsible for
inability to form a worthwhile adult relationship.

The somewhat traditional viewpoint, endorsing the aitributes
of a complete fumily environment as heing essential Tor the
proper development of the child, has been challenged by a
number of investigators who stress that the presence of both
parents docs not automatically guarantee a better child-rearing
situation.® Nye, for example, found that the adjustment of
adolescents from broken homes o their general environment
was more successful than that of children from unhappy
unbroken homes and Marsden found that the most vivid
instances of social problems in his survey involved childhood
with a brutal father or step-father, or with an over-demanding
mother.#! On the other hand, homes which arc broken through
death, desertion or other separations appear to have an adverse
effect on individuals, and a close relationship has been found
between the broken home, psychiatric illness and personality
disorders. Greer, Gunn and Koller have lound significant
correlations  between suicidal behaviour later in life and
parental Joss in childhood.** Landis and Landis tell us that

“See: 8. Glueck and E. Glueck: Unrauelling Jurenile Delinquency : London: 1g5o.
Oxford University Press and ). ", Landis: ““The trauma of children whose parenis
divorce”, Marriage and Family Living, Vol. 22, 1966,

Y Op. cit.

5. Greer, J. C. Gunn, K. M. Koller: British Medical Journal, 1066, . 2. 5452
and 5. Greer, ). C. Gunn: British Medical Journal, 1966, p. 2. 1355.
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“Research studies have shown a combination of background
factors to be related to marriage failure. Among people whose
marriages end in divorce, there are more who: are from
wnhappy or divorced homes; had no close relationship with
parcnts . . .”** Thesc two factors then—broken or unhappy
homes—are associated with marital brecakdown. The actual
presence of both parents along is not a guarantee of the forma-
tion of well-adjusted children. It scems also nccessary that
there be a good inter-parental relationship and a good parent
or substitute parentfchild relationship.

Turning to our own findings, we must cmphasise again the
cxploratory nature of the study and that we cannot make any
definite comparisons with the above studics. However, only
two of our subjects were not reared at home with their natural
parents. In the cases of their husbands, almost one-third came
from homes which were broken, either by death or separation,
or were illegitimate or had one or other step-parent. Some of
the wives in these cases remarked that their husbands’ fathers
had deserted and they (the husbands) felt they could do the
same. Also a fcw subjects said they had felt sorry for their
husbands, thcir childhood had been so deprived, and they
wished to compensate. Others reported their bushands’ homes
as being unhappy, with conflict between the parents.

Only two rcspondents mentioned their own parents in an
unflattering way—onc woman said she was afraid of her father
and felt she had married to get away from him. She married a
man whose mother had left her husband and children when
they were young. Here was a casc of some element of disturb-
ance on both sidcs.

A quarter of the couples had neither member living at home
at the time of marriage, but the reasons were mainly onces of
cmigration—six couples went abroad to work and marry, and
four respondents met their husbands and married them while
away from Ircland. There did not appear to be overt disagree-

1. T. Landis and M. C. Landis: Building a Successful Marriage: New Jensey,
Prentice Hall International Tnc, 148, p. 171
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ments between parents and children on the respondents’ side
anyway.

A comparison ol our subjects and their husbands with the
carlicr studics shows little consistency on the wives' side in that
few report any difficultics in the parental home. On the wives”
evidence of the husbands’ backgrounds, however, there would
appear to be confirmation in a number of cases of disturbed
home backgrounds, which would be consistent with marriage
lailure mentioned in the earlier studies.

Although we have no comparative figurcs, it scems Lo us
rather significant that for a large number of our couples, onc or
other of them did not have a home in the nuclear family sense.
When we consider first that the vast majority of our sample
were Dubliners, a high rate of temporary emigration is indi-
cated in the group. Onc would except that Dubliners, being in
maore familiar surroundings than those from rural areas, would
know their potential better and not have 1o move to such a
large extent. Such geographical moebility indicates a restlessness
and a need for change of landscape and a lack of stability.
Evidence ol background disturbance would scem to be more
clearly indicated for the husbands and the inability on their part
tosustain a personal relationship tostem from their disturbed
backgrounds. The subjects came frem more stable backgrounds.

We asked whether or not the wives were pleased to leave
home to try to confirm whether or not there had been tension
in the parental home. Quridcea alse was that i there had been
large family the respondent might have wished to marry to
escape from crowded conditions and drudgery. Since our
respondents were mostly [rom the lower socio-cconomic group,
this might have been likely. We could find no evidence,
however, that this was the case as from the replics there seemed
no remarkable desire on the part of the girls 16 rush from home
into marriage, with the exception of the case already mentioned
of the subject who said she had marricd to get away from home.

Parental Approval of the Marriage
The question of parcntal approval was raised. Parcnis might
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have been able to see warning signals in the relationship of the
couple. Lqually, the opposition of the parcnts to the marriage
might lead to in-law conflict latcer.

The subject of parental approval and its eflect on the subse-
cquent marriage has long been debaled. The indications are
that marriages approved of and planned in public have a better
chance of success than any other kind. Popenoe found 1n a study
of 738 clopements that 46 per cent were caused by parental
apposition and a smaller percentage of these marriages turned
ont happily than those with parcatal approval 4

Disapproval ol the marriages in this study was cxpressed
more by the mothers of the girls, although in some cascs thc
father was aldso said to disapprove. About half the subjects said
cither anc or hoth parents disapproved. Some of the parents’
objectinns were more intuitive than real, the reasons not being
very valid, for instance, “Not good cnough for her”; “Just
didn’t take to him™; “Beeause he was from Artane school, he
would ncver be any good.” Other parents who disapproved
had more well-founded objections, such as that the boy’s
parents had been scparated, he appeared irresponsible to them
and they (clt he would find it difficult to “‘scitle down.” Another
sct of parents disapproved because they regarded the pros-
peetive hushand’s drinking as excessive. Here, however, when
their daughter became pregnant, the parents insisted that she
marry, while disapproving of thc marriage. The girl did not
want to marry bul was pressuriscd by her own parents to do so.

Although nonc of the marriages in our study followed
clopcments caused by parental opposition, there was an
clement of disapproval present which subscquent cvents
scemed to have justificd. The trend lor our subjects seems to
follow Popenne’s finding that parcntal disapproval is a factor
present in a number of broken marriages, bearing in mind the
exploratory nature of this study, where distinct comparisons
cannot he made.

In the marriages we studied, a number were disapproved of

UPaul Popenne: Madeen AMarriage. New York: The Maemillan Company,
1040 PP 222f7.
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by the parents of the subjects. (We have no information on the
parents ol the hoshands.) It scems to us that the parents,
whether their reasons were intuitive or tangible, did have good
grounds for theic objections, borne out by the subscquent
failure of the marringes. Most ol those marriages with m-liw
problems Lver an, had been disapproved of by the parenis
beforchand. Phose luer problems may have been iriggered oil
by the initial objection, but the fact remains that parental
disspproval was o component of some of these marnages.

Conrtshipp Pattern and Communication

The length of covrtship and its unplications have alecady
heen discussed. We now turn to the courtship to discover (he
level of mutual or camplementary interests which would give
information about the degree of communication between the
couple belore marriage. This scemed to us important since
ability to communicate before and after marvriage is a good
incicator of the stability of a relationship.

Landis and Landis stress the importance of pre-marital
communication and of establishing the habic of (alking things
over during the engagement. The understanding of each other's
views and leclings are, they say, essential in a successful mar-
riage.® Komarovsky, commenting on self-disclosure or com-
munication of the subjeets in her study on the marriages of
blue-collar workers in the US, found that the fevel of education
WAS Very important——

We had expected the ievel of cdneation to make a differ-
cnece in the fullness of seli-disclosure, but the extent of the
dillfcrence is surprising. The high school graduates, both
male and female, share their expericnces in marriage
minch more fully than do the less-cducated persons.*®
Komarovsky also writcs about the concern with the meagreness
ol marital communication of many students ol the subject, who
sometimes imply that il only the flondgates were 1o open it

21T Landis and M. C. Landis: op. eif., p. 238.
M. Komuarovsky: fiwe Collar Marriage. New York: Random House, 1962,

Pp- 144f5.
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would flow abundantly. She belicves that the impoverishment
of the quality of life not only narrows the overlapping of
intcrests between hushand and wile and consequent sharing,
but it also stunts personal development. The psychological
sophistication required for discussion of even television pro-
grammes was missing in many of the families she studied.
Another interesting point made by this author is that, generally
speaking, it is not the personality of enc mate, but the interplay
of the two personalitics that impairs communication, No
studics have been done in Ircland on the relationship between
levels of communication and marital disruption. Lack of com-
munication hetween the sexes is a talking point in Ireland and
it is ofien suggested that the levels are lower than anywhere in
the world. A possible explanation is that intra-sexual inhibi-
tions arc strengthened by an cnvironment of repression of
feelings and a socicty where the ideal of masculinity is one
which rules out expressiveness and identifies personal inter-
change as a female characteristic.

First we asked where the couple had mct. Just over onc-
third of the respondents originally encountered their husbands
at a dance or party and a quarter said they had been introduced
by friends. Some mct through a work situation and others on
“blind dates”. There was also an assortment of “knowing cach
other all their lives'; on cxcursions; just in a local crowd; in a
picture house; on holiday; and a pilgrimage to Lourdes led to
a mecting. The important thing herce is that nonc of the women
thought their way ol mecting strange or unusual. Any of the
varicty of ways of mecting reported by our subjccts werc
acceptable as the norm in their particular stratum of society.
This is not to say that any one of the types of meeting already
mentioned, for example, the holiday romance, could not be a
contributory factor in the desertion, and in the particular case
we found it probably was, since the couple continued to see
each other only at rare holiday times and did not appear to
know cach other very well when they eventually marricd.

Most of the couples spent their time together during court-
ship attending films or dancing. Some mentioned walking
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together, but only lew remembered their courtship days as
heing full of mutual intcrests. One particular subject com-
mented that she had nothing in common with her husband-to-
be and they just went to the pictures together.

When we compare these answers with those 1o the question
on discusston before marriage about life together, we find that
those who reported having many common interests also re-
ported having discussed their futare life. One subject qualilied
this by saying it was not mature discussion but superficial
while another said they had “walked {themselves) o a stand-
sull”. A lew said they had spoken about getting married but
never about their lives alter marriage and some said they
discussed children in a very wide sense, for example, that they
would adopt il they had none themsclves.

Our findings and thosc of carlicr studies agree that those who
rcported a fairly good communication level were the higher
cducated, middle-class members of the group, who were more
likely to be better communicators anyway. In general, there
was not a habit of “talking things over’ during the courtship,
which Landis and Landis fee! is essential for a marriage to be
successful. Although the Irish expericnee in general secems 10
point to poor communication between the sexes, in the case of
our group, this poor communication contributed to the break-
down and as we shall see later, it is most oficn mentioned by our
subjects as an adverse [actor in their marriages, even though the
majority of our respondents came irom the lower socio-
cconomic stratum, where communication is not regarded as
quite as important as in the middle classes. On the other hand,
onc middle-class respondent said she had felt quite happy in her
marriage and thought she had a good communication hond
with her husband until he deserted and she discovered he had
had another life apart from her and left her for another
waoman

a relationship she had never suspected existed. From
this example we can sce how it is possible for a wile (or a
husband for that mauter) to be blind to the real situation so
long as their own needs are being fulfilled. This circumstance
docs not necessarily arise from selfishness but is just a more
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sophisticated breakdown in communication than that cxperi-
enced in the working-class respondents.

We conclude from these findings that the communication
level for the couples in our study was low, that they had not
uscd their courtship as a learning experience, they were acling
out a process of getting to know onc another by going out
together, as was cxpected of them before marriage being the
pre-marital pattern in our socicty. They were not, however,
communicating and were merely going through the motions.

Plans for the Future/Accommodation Plans

Adequate provision for the future, within a person’s own
dehnition, is not characteristic of all human beings. Some do
plan for the future while others do not. The instinct ol the
hibernating animals ensuring that sufficient food is on hand
for the long winter can be seen to comparc with the savings and
preparation for future need, for cxample, accommodation of
the couple prior to marriage. We felt that this planning charac-
teristic would indicate the presence of a level of responsibility
towards marriage, a realisation of the on-going composition of
the relationship. The absence of this characteristic, on the other
hand, might denote an attitude of not sccing beyond the
marriage ceremony and thercfore a lack of understanding of
the commitment involved.

The majority of our subjects saved little or nothing. This in
itsell may not mean very much since a great number of people
with responsible attitudes do not regard it as heing cssential to
save for marriage. They arc most likely, however, to be those
with well-paid, sccurc jobs or the nccessary cducation and
expericnce o ensure their chances of always having some
mcans of carning their living. What it seemed (o us, from our
respondents reporting here, was that marriage itscll was the
goal (o be aimed at without the realisation on the on-going
nature of this relationship they were entering.

As regards accommodation plans, again, fcw had worked
out cxactly what they planned to do. Some hoped to get
Corporation houses or Mats, a small proportion said they hoped
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to save after marriage (or a hiouse, others planned o live with
relatives and made no other provisions.

If we take these factors of savings and plans for aiccommoda-
tion as indicators of levels of respensibility, then, obviously, a
majority of our couples were irresponsible. Perhaps, however,
lack of provision for the future may be class based so we looked
at our “responsibles” and indecd found that they were the
middle-class group plus onc or two others. The main bulk of
the “irresponsibles”, characterised by no savings and no plans,
were in the lower socio-cconomic bracket where no doubt
because of poor wages and instability of employment, no
tradition of savings or planning cxists. However, this lack of a
responsible attitude might not be conducive to the establish-
ment of a firm base on which to build a marriage. For instance,
if newlyweds must live with relatives, the difficalties of adjust-
ment arc magnificd by lack of privacy for onc thing. Again,
stress can be caused with the arrival of a baby in inadequate
accommodation. These strains on a marriage at its critical
time—the first five years-—would, undoubtedly, hinder the
successful adaptation of the couple to their new cnvironment,
It is appreciated that most of our couples would not have been
able to save a great deal or provide themsclves with perfectly
suitable accommodation prior to marriage hecause they came
from the lower socio-cconomic groups, so we can only speculate
on the possibility that their cavalier attitudes to provision flor
the future affected the marriage.

Greneral Attitudes Towards Getting Married

The problcms we discuss under this heading arc thosc
encompassing the deserted wife’s expectations (rom  her
marriage—what shc saw as the essentials to make a marriage
work; whether or not she had doubts about the chances of
success of the marrtage she was entering; what she thought
were her husband’s views on marriage; whether she felt that
marriage -brought status; were her girl friends married hefore
her and would she have been worried about remaining single?
The relevance of these questions is based on the belicl of the
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investigator that pre-marital attitudes possibly give a clue (o
the causes of the cventual breakdown, in that the reasons for
marrying might point to say, a lack of personal involvement
and commitment—for example, a subject marrying because all
her girl-fricnds were marricd and not being worried about
whom shc married. This lack of commitment to the person
marricd might constitute a problem if the expectations of the
other party included this commitment. Husband or wife could
well blame their partner if the marriage was disappeinting. If
our subjects belicved certain components, whatever they were,
necessary for a happy marriage, and il these were missing,
confllict and stress might result if the parties were unable to
adjust to the actual situation.

Sincc it was obviously not feasible to interview the deserting
husbands and it was felt that knowledge of their attitudes would
be useful to give as full a picture of the situation as possible, we
asked the subjects why they thought men in general, and their
husbands in particular, marricd. We hoped to be able to get
our subjccts to cast their minds back to their pre-marriage days
to scc il there was any clue in their husbands’ pre-marriage
attitudes, to what might later be a source of stress. Also it was
felt that such a question might indicate whether or not there
was a good level of communication between the partes,
evidenced by the fact that the subjects had some idea how their
husbands thought. Ability to communicate seemed to us a very
important indicator of happiness in marriage.

Marriage, (as previously stated) is a contract for life and
involves a special commitment. Doubts about getting married
are probably healthy and indecd their absence may indicate
an unrealistic approach to marriage. Those who would say they
were reasonably happy about cntering marriage might be
displaying a responsible attitude, in that they were aware of
the seriousness of the undertaking. On the other hand, there
might have been good grounds for their being only reasonably
happy about marrying if, for instance—the bride was pregnant,
even il they had intended to marry. We wondered, however, if
our subjects would all fall into the group who had serious
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doubts but chosc to marry anyway, and that this might be the
key to the marriages ending in the particular manner they did.
To commit onescell to marriage having sertous doubts about the
success of the relationship would scem to indicate pressurc |
from some sources—possibly paternal or social—i.c. pregnancy
or desperation 1o get married at all costs. It was felt that a
marriage, cniered into under such pressure and where serious
doubts existed for ai least onc of the parties, had very little hope
of surviving. The more positive the motivation the more likely
is an undcrtaking to succced is hardly in nced of stressing here.
Then thosc who did not think at all about getting married were
likely to be those who saw marriage as the goal lor everyonc
and somcthing that happened to one, more than a conscious
decision. Again, because of the nature of the contract and the
commitment involved, we felt an attitude like this might not be
conducive to a stable marriage.

Therc have been interesting changes in the auitude to
marriage in Ircland: Connell’s discussion of the Irish wariness
of marriage in post-Faminc days, in contrast to the happy-go-
lucky marriages of the late-ecightcenth and carly-nineteenth
centurics, is an example.*” There is some cvidence that the pre-
Faminc situation may be returning with a strong upward
trend in the annual marriage rate since 1958—in fact a forty
per cent overall rise since then. So whether the reasons be
cconomic or social or both, the fact is that marriage has become
more frequent in Ireland; and since its frequency has increased,
so no doubt, has its popularity.*® The question ol being worricd
about not getting marricd was included with the question of
whether or not friecnds were already married. An clement of
competition entering in this way might well have diluted the
personal aspects of the relationship. In any case, the search for
status, or the wish to be married for its own sake, may not
provide a satisfactory basis for a sound rclationship. Such
attitudes smack more of the old, traditional style, institutional

K. H. Connell: Irish Peasant Society. London: Oxford University Press, 1968,

“B, M, Walsh: "“Ircland’s Demographic Transformation®, Dublin: Econernic
and Social Review, Vol. 3, Number 2, January, 1072,
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marriage. [t may well be that this kind of marriage, because it is
bascd on a diflcrent sct of expectations, as discussed previously,
hias a better chance of succeeding than that dependent on the
personal relationship alone. We asked these questions to sce
what kind of marriage our subjects had, since thcy were
cxamples ol breakdown of marriage.

Counsidering studics done which have discussed these kinds
ol pre-marital questions, we turned first to Straus, who asked
a group of men and women in the US, who were engaged or
had been inarried less than one year, to list the needs they hoped
to have satisficd in marriage.®® They listed individual needs,
kinds of emotional support or response each one individually
hoped to receive from the other, for example, “Someone to
love™; “Someonc to confide in”; “‘Somcone to respcct my
idcals™. These nceds could only I)c mct, Straus suggests, 1
marriages  which bave good communication between lhe
partners. [0 is not surprising, then, that for the couples in the
Landis and Landis study, (also in the US) some of whom were
married for ten years, “Communication with cach other’ was
rated the most important value.® Other factors rated as
important to marital success by these couples were love,
mutual emotional nced, sex and children. These marriages
were mainly happy. Burgess and Wallin found in their study of
onc thousand engaged couples in the United States that four
out of five men and women considered love a necessary con-
dition for marriage.®' Komarovsky spcaks of poor communica-
tion between the sexces, and of the women of her study who,
although they did not expect much companionship, yet
found t(hat reality thwarted even these modest aspirations.
Komarovsky’s onc consistent finding was “that all persons—

®4, Straus: “A Study of three Psycliological Factors Affecting Choice of Mate™.
Summarised in E. W, Burgess and H. J. Locke: The Family. New York: American

Book Company, 1960, pp. 365/6g.

“]. T. Landis and M. |. Landis: Building a Snccessful Marriage, New York:
Prentice Hall Ine., 1968, pp. 9hio.

ME, W. Burgess and P Wallin: Engagement and Marriage, New York: J. B.
Lippincoutt Company, 1953, 1*- 393-
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mcen and women—whe rale ‘very meager’ on self-disclosurc are
unhappy in marringe™.52

On the rcasons why men marry, a study by Slater and
Woodside examinced the reasons for marrying of a wide sclection
of British soldicrs in hospital from 1943-1946. They found that
the emphasis on sex was not as important as expected and that
desire for a home was the most common reason for marrying. 53

According 1o Landis and Landis (in the United Statcs),
there is a very high association between pre-marital confidence
m the future of the relationship and later marital happiness.
Only four per cent of this sample who had no doubts before
marriage now rate their marriages as average or unhappy,
while fifty per cent of those who were “‘very uncertain”, but
marricd anyway, now say the marriage is average or unhappy.

What Landis and Landis have to say about attitudes towards
gelting married is also relevant, “Many who marry at a very
young age arc acting in ungquestioning response to the idea that
marnage is the universal goal—the thing to do for cveryone.
They move obscssively toward marriage without knowing
what it means or what it will require of them’”,

The analysis of responses from our subjects proved difficult.
Though some of the women were articulate, their ideas and
opinions may have changed in rctrospect, and they may have
spoken about their present {eclings rather than of those before a
marriage which had been a bitter expericnee for them. It
might be assumed that, when asked about the prerequisites
of a happy marriage, the subjccts spoke of their own biggest
problems, since a few mentioned very specific matters (like
housing); and when we checked why they thought descrtion
had occurred in their marriage, we found that their greatest
problem had been in finding suitable accommodation. This
they felt, was the causc of the start of the breakdown. Bearing
this in mind then we proceeded.

We divided the replics to the question on the prerequisites
for a happy marriage into five categorics into which they scemed

UM Komarovsky: ob. ¢if., p. 142.
BE. Slater and M. Woodside: Paiferns of Marriage, London: Caxscell, 1951,
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1o fall naturally. These werc as follows: Economic : meaning that
the subject mentioned money, housing, or sccurity in her
answer; Affection: where the subject spoke of love or affection
(We did not ask for a definition of “love”; and indeed subjects
might have defined it as communication or co-operation. We
were more interested to see how often the word would arise.)
Communication: the third catcgory, including trust and the
discussion of problems. Our fourth category was Co-speration
which covered planning, and doing things together. The
restdual category, Other contained miscellancous replies which
could not be casily allocated clsewhere.

By far the greatest number (over half) spoke of communica-
tion as a nccessity. Our subjects particularly mentioned “‘no
secrets’” as being a prerequisite for happy marriage; and many
felt that their husbands had not shared whatever there was to
share, and that they had been unable to trust them. A smaller
number (about a quarter) referred to economic factors as being
crucial while about a filth thought co-opcration was most
significant. Only one in ten mentioned love or affection of any
kind. Among the “Other” group, some mentioned children,
constderation, or that the man should not still want a bachelor
life. A fcw had no views at all on the issue.

An attitude which came to our notice was that of the woman
whosc idca of marriage was one where she no longer had to
work. Many of our subjects expressed the view that young
girls today still felt marriage was a way of getting out of having
to go to work cach day. These women had felt this themselves
and mecntioned it as a motive for marriage. They mentioned it
in passing and as an indication of their ignorance of the real
state into which they were going. They did not teel this would
have had an cffcct on the marriage but just as “what a fool I
was to think I was going to have an casy life, never having to
go out in the morning”, and so on.

Passing on then to thc women’s views as Lo why men get
married, we found a great variety of suggestions. However,
slightly less than a third of the subjects could not answer, or did
not know what the answer might be. A number stated derisively
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that men married “Mostly lor sex and a housckeeper™. Many
mentioned love and sex in answer to this question, although
tove and affection were mentioned by only a small minority
in their answers to the preceding question on the prerequisites
for happy marriage. Sex was not mentioned at all in that
context.

Three-quarters had had cither no doubt at all, or only
reasonable doubts, about getting marricd. The balance were
those who had scrious doubts at the timg, but thought it would
work out, or had heen forced into marriage through preg-
nancy, or to fegitimise a child alrcady born.

Only a few of the subjects felt that marriage brought status.
Most felt that they had wanted to marry—few said now that
they had felt differently then, and two-thirds thought they
would not have been worried about remaining single, although
somc said they probably would have done so if they had not
married so young. When we looked at the group who admitted
lo worry about remaining single, we found amongst them the
youngest subject at marringe (17 years), together with four
who had been nineteen and one who had been twenty-one at
marriage, These, ncvertheless, expressed the same fears of
heing left on the shell and of wanting children, as were expressed
by the eolder members of the group, whom they outnumbered.

Although our group is not comparable with those of other
studies yet our informants (although, of course, they were
asked a slightly diffcrent question) were not as subjective as
Straus’s group in their answers. By this we mean that our
respondents gave replics that would be termed interpersonal,
like “To be able to talk to each other™, while Straus’s respond-
cnis concentrated on pcrsonal needs. However, Straus suggcests
that the needs expressed by his respondents could only he met
where good communication cxisted between the partners. By
far the greatest number of our subjects stressed communication
as a prime necessity. “Love”, while not defined in the Burgess
and Wallin study, was mentioned by a very high proportion of
both men and women in their sample. We observed that our
subjects did not mention it. This diffcrence, apart from the
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lack of statistical validity of our sample, may be class buased, as
the Burgess and Wallin sample was composed of university
undergraduates; but it is at least cqually likely that our subjects,
looking back from their present state of desertion, do not
remember fecling love for their husbands before marriage.
They certainly do not [eel it now. The finding of Komarovsky
that there was an asseciation between lack of communication
and marital tension scemed to have been supported by our
subjects, who criticised the low level of self-disclosure and
cmpathy manifested by their husbands, both before and after
marriage. It was the view of only a few women that their
husbands had married in order to obtain a home and children;
and as we have seen there was a positive emphasis on the man’s
sexual nceds. This trend bears no relationship to the findings of
Slater and Woodside; but this in turn may be an outcome of
the poverty of communication between the couple, about which
wives complained. Naturally, in such circumstances subjects

may not have known why their husbands married, and had

sought an explanation in the light of their subsequent behaviour.
On the level of personal psychology, the reaction of some wives
might have ariscn {rom their wish to be (or dislike of being, as
they thought) a love or a sex object: but on this issuc we have
no direct evidence.

The main conclusion emerging from this section was that
there cxisted a great desire for better communication between
husband and wife. The deserters, for the most part, rated “very
meagre” on scll-disclosure, according to their wives’ account;
and [or this reason our subjects had [elt unable to trust their
husbands. Such a view of marriage (that there should be no
secrcts) might reflect the desire for the fulfilment of the romantic
ideal that calls for completeness of communication. Since this
was not achicved, our respondents accordingly felt that their
expcctations had not been realised. The fact that the majority
had had few doubts about the success of their proposed mar-
riage. reinforces our belief that a romantic notion of marriage
had been widely held—a belief given further support by the
number who saw themselves as the love object of their husbands.
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It therelore seems likely that many were dissatisfied with their
marriages because reality diverged too greatly lrom the romantic
state of their tmagination; and so this interpretation, actual
lack of communication, lack of doulits ahout the success of the
marriage, or indced any of the specific matters mentioned may
not be important in themselves; these are present in a great
number of marriages that remain stable. But for our subjects
they became significant because they were symptoms of a more
general malaise that they felt, but did not openly recognise:
disillusion.
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SECTION III

During Marriage

now be considered and an effort made to relate these to the
hreakdown of the marriage.

THE demographic aspects of the couple during marriage will

Age at Marriage

Up to the present, research has not been able to determine
the relative contributions of pregnancy status, low income,
unwisc choice of mate and other {actors in addition to age that
combine to produce the association between age at marriage
and marital instability. Research on the relationship between
marital adjustment and age at marriage, however, suggests that
carly marriages are closely associated with subsequent un-
happiness.

Here we can call upon many authoritics, notably in the US,
who state that youthful marriages arc more prone to break up
than more maturc ones. Hornell Hart, for instance, studied
hundreds of cases from divorce courts and courts of domestic
rclations in the US and came to the conclusion that maturity 1s
essential to a wise marriage choice.® Thomas regards early
marriage as a symptom of emotional instability or as a causal
factor directly affecting the marital situation.®® Glick and
Bauman in their studics also emphasise that those who marry
carly are considerably more likely to experience greater marital
discord and dissolution than those who marry at a later age.5¢

WHornell Hart: The Science of Social Relations. New York: 1927, pp. 393/4.

#*Jghn L. Thomas: *Catholic Family Disorganisation™, E. W. Burgess and
1. ]. Boguc {cds.). Contributions to Urban Sociology. Chicago, University of Chicago
Prcss, 1964, p. 530.

#Paul é Glick: American Families. New York: Wiley and Sons, 1957 and
Karl E. Bauman: “The Relationship beiween Agr at First Marriage, School
Dropoul, and Marital Instability: An Analysis of the Glick Effect”. Fournal of
Alarriage end the Family. 29:4 (Nov., '67), pp. 672-Bo.
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Landis and Landis (ake the view that the characteristics
necessary for a matare relationship require time and experience
for development and they say that although it is difficult to
isolate the youth factor, cvidence indicates that thc more
successful marriages arc not the very youthful ones.%

Chester regards this common-sense explanation, that the
fault hes in the immaturity of the individuals concerned, as
over-simplifying the issue. He says that:

Viewed sociologically, the chronological ages of spouscs are
only significant to the extent that their years adverscly
affect their competence to play the appropriate marital
roles. There are structured differences (for example, by
social ¢lass) both in sex role definition and in the bascs of
marital satisfaction, and these in any case arc subject to
historical change. The achicvement of maturity has other
aspects than the development of firm identity, such as the
attainment of cconomic, sexual and reproductive viability,
and the importance of maturity in the personal develop-
ment sense will partly depend on group-validated assump-
tions about marital rclationships. If these stress traditional
breadwinner/housckeeper roles rather than sensitive and
[ulfilling inter-spousal communication, then mature iden-
tity is not such an esscntial quality for stable marriage . . .5

Glick and Norton tell us that from the Survey of Economic
Opportunity which the US Burcau of the Census conducied in
the spring of 1967, the majority of men who obtained divorces
were those who married at ages 20-24 ycars.® The American
level of divoree is higher than that of any European nation,
Canada, Australia, Ncw Zcaland or Japan. These nations have
a similar low age at marriage, however, but even though they

*). T. Landis and M. G. Landis: Building a Successful Marriage. New Jersey:
Prentice Hatl International Inc. 1048, p. 121,

MRobert Chester: “'Current incidence and trends in marital breakdown'.

Post Graduate Medical Journal. (Scptember 1972) 48, p. 535.

#Paul C. Glick and Arthur J. Norton: "Frequency, Duration and Probability
of marriage and divorce”. Fournal of Marriage and the Family. May 1971, p. 307.
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have a lower divorce rate than the US, early marriage is still
associated with high divorce rate. Bumpass and Sweet, again
studying marriages in the US, indicate that marital instability
varies widely with varying combinations of age at marriage,
ranging from [iftccn points above the mean when the wife is
under seventeen and the hushand under nincteen to nine
percentage points below the mean when both are over age
twenty-two.®

We have seen the common-sense reasons put forward by
Hart, Landis and Landis, Glick and Bauman that immaturity
is attached 10 youth and that maturity is cssential for a wise
marriage choice. Thomas approaches the age factor from the
point of view of youthful marriage being a symptom of emotional
instability in itsell and Chester took the more complex view that
age only affects marriage adversely when it adversely affects
people’s competence to play their appropriate role in marriage
and this ability is influenced by all sorts of factors. Chester goes
on to say, however, that from the data currently available it is
impossible to separate the different effects of the numerous
breakdown-disposing [actors associated with youthful mar-
riages. He agrees with Winch that at the moment “no analysis
has appeared that would warrant a definite conclusion on this
point™ 8

The one consistent finding emerging from all this is that the
termination rates for youthful marriages are invariably higher
than the rates for older marriages. Physical development is
plainly not enough to sustain a relationship even in the early
stages of marriage. When the wider significance of the relation-
ship is required, it is not capable of developing because of the
emotional and possibly social immaturity of the partics.
Entering marriage involves a commitment of a special nature.

In Ireland the late age at marriage was at one time a
remarkable phenomenon in Europe, although it has declined
substantially in recent years. We are not concerned here with

®[arry L. Bumpass and James A. Sweet: “Differentials in Marital .Imlnhilily:
170", American Soctological Review, 1972, Vol. 37 {December): 754-766.
“R. F. Winch: The Modern Family. New York: Holt, Rinehart, Winston, 1971.
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tracing the origin of the Irish pattern of late marriage-—this has
been the subject clsewhere of much cxpert examination,®?
There has been o marked trend towards greater equality
between hushands’ and wives’ ages in Ireland over the postwar -
period . This was as a result of an uncqual deerease in the age
at marringc of grooms and brides which diminished the
average age-gap between groom and bride from 5-8 years in
1925/6 10 3:4 ycars in 1965.%4

The Unmited Nations Demographic Year Book 1958 and
Census data give only figures for Ireland as a whole so we
turncd to Hutchinson’s 1g90g study for a Dublin sample of adult
males.®® The mean age at marriage is 28-0 ycars. There is no
stimilar information available for brides in 1969 but the Census
figurcs give the average age of brides in Ircland in igbg as
25-3. Tables 1o and 11 show that the grooms in our study have
a mean age at marriage of 24-5, much lower than the Dulilin
population in general, and the brides in our study, with a
marriage age of 22:7 on average, were also much younger at
marriage than the national average. In the cascs of the grooms
we also have a class breakdown from Hutchinson’s study of
Marriage, Mobility and First Employment.® Taking the status
category 5—7, [rom which most of our sample came, we find
that although the age at marriage (26-9) is lower than the higher
status catcgorics, {28-5) the grooms arc older than our sample
by more than two ycars,

When we looked at the age of the bride related to thatof her
groom (Table 12} we did not find that our teenage brides
tended to marry men considerably older than themselves as
was suggested by Walsh lor the normal population; but we did

K. H. Connell: The Population of freland 1750-1845. Oxford, 1950 and Frish
Peasant Society, Oxford 1468,

*IB. M. Walsh: “Trends in Age at Marriage in Postwar Ireland”, Demography.
Vol. q, No. 2. May 1572,

HC. Gillman: "“Recent Marriage Patierns in Ireland™. Christus Rex, Vol.
XXIIL, Na. 1, Jan., Feh., March, 1969, p. 49.

“For a description of this sample, see B. Hlutchinson, Social Status and Inter-
Cenerational Sacial Mability in Dublin, Dublin, ESRI, Paper No. 48, October, 196q.

“Bertramn Hutchinson: Social Status in Dublin: Marriage Mobility and First
Employment. Dulilin: ESRT, P'aper No. 67, January, 1973,
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find that the incquality of agc was least when the bride was in
her mid-twenties.®” The diagonal ratio here was 62-5. It seems
that our brides and grooms werce both young at age of mar-
riage—teenagers and those in their carly twenties marrying
cach other.

What we found was that our couples were younger than the
national average and in the case of the grooms younger than
the Dublin average. As Chester pointed out, if the breadwinner/
housekeeper role is the one stressed most, maturity may not be
as important as it would be for the more scnsitive inter-spousal
communication. We have alrcady shown that our subjects laid
stress on this latter aspect of their marriage which would seem
to indicate that Chester's thesis, of maturity being vital in that
type of rclationship, is implicd by the failure of these marriages.

Onc cannot isolate the age factor but our subjects and their
grooms were in the group where termination rates of marriage
arc highest, even controlling for class variations.

We turned then 1o a consideration of relative age at mar-
riage, that ts to say, comparing the age of the groom with that of
the bride. (See Table 13). There is some speculation that age
differences between spouses can affect the happiness of mar-
riages. We were intercsted then to see what the relative ages
of our couples were.

Burgess’s study in the US found that the largest proportion
of good adjustments were where the wife was older than the
husband.® This finding appears o be representative of studices
done and belies the current notion that the husband should be
somewhat older than the wife. It secms that only if age differ-
cnces is extreme—20 years or more cither way—does it create
problems because of the generation gap and possible conflicting
interests and viewpoints.

Blood and Wolfe on the contrary suggest that a man who
marries a woman older than himself does so because he needs a
mother substitute but they are commenting only on the
dynamics of marriage and have not examined the rate ol

ST Walsh, op. cit.
“E. W. Burgen, op. cil.

54




breakdown for these particular marriages as the other authors
have donc. So they do not say whether this particular age
differcatial (wile older than husband) is more likcly to be
present in a broken mavriage.™ They only suggest that there
may be lewer rewards in terms of companionship and empathy
in these marriages because of less emotional maturity at least
on the part of the husband.

To quote Bumpass and Sweet again on relative ages of
hasband and wite, they find that when hushands are in the age
group 20-24 2 high level of instability occurs if their wives are
older.*® In Hutchinson’s study the relative ages of grooms and
brides in Dublin®' arc: scventy per cent of the grooms in his
sample older than their brides; 17:5 per cent the same age.
Only 12'5 per cent were younger. Hutchinson points out that
the sizc of the majority differs according to the hushand’s age
at marriage.

Table 13 shows that about half the grooms in this study were
older than their wives, roughly onc-sixth were the same age and
a very high proportion, rclatively speaking, were younger
(about onc-third). T'his suggests that there was a high propor-
tton of younger grooms, irrespective of age group. We cannot,
however, take this to mean that if the bride is older than her
husband it is more likely that the marriage will be unstable,
since when we take a closer look at the “younger” grooms, we
find that with the exception of aonc five-year differential, the
rest were only onc or two years younger than their brides. The
significance of this, we fecl, in relation to marital breakdown is
that the young marricd the young, rather than that there was
any considerable age differential.

Pre-Marital Pregnancy
Having discussed age at marriage and discovered that our
couples were younger al marriage than the national and Dublin

SRobert O. Blood, Jr., and Donald M. Wolle: Husbands and Wiver. New York:
‘The Free Press. 1gho, p. 211,

L. L. Bumpass and James A. Sweet, op. cil.
'Beriram Hutchinson, ap. el
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average, we now turn o the factor of pre-marital prcgn‘:mcy.
This is closcly associated with age at marriage since younger .
brides appear to be more likely to be pregnant at marriage than
those in their mid-twentics or older. The question of pre-
marital pregnancy brings in the element of coercion, since a
marriage undertaken because of pregnancy is not gencrally
regarded as Deing entered into by mutual consent. The
difficultiés in a marriage brought on by prc-marital pregnancy
stem from a pessible sense of hostility by one or other party and
a [celing of being trapped into the marriage, whether they
previously intended to marry or not. It seems likely that this
sense of grievance will be discharged when diflicultics arise and
will block any eflforts to solve differences. The couple, no
doubt, also expect judgement from others and this builds up
guilt feelings and anxicty in them—not a very good basis on
which to start marriage.

Rowntree’s study from a national sample in Britain in 1964
showed that of those whose first child had been conceived
before marriage, 12-2 per cent had later parted and 6-8 per
cent contemplated doing so. On the other hand, of couples
whosc first child was canceived after the wedding, only 6-4 per
cent actually separated, and only 3-1 per cent thought about
it.”? It would appear then from these figures that the risk of
breakdown is double for marriages where pre-marital-preg-
nancy is a factor.

Christensen? demonstrated that the difference between the
success rates of marriages with pre-maritally conceived children
and those without them is less in a society which attaches less
stigma to illegitimacy and pre-marital sexual behaviour. Where
such a stigma exists, as in Ireland, there is quite an amount of
pressure, on parties who may not be suited, to marry to make
their pre-marital behaviour respectable. However, Christensen
found that even in a country like Denmark where pre-marttal

72(;. Rowntree: “Some Aspects of marriage breakdown in Britain in the last
thirty years". Populalion Studizs. Vol. 18.

#H. “T. Christensen: “Cultural Relativism and pre-marital sex norins®.
American Sociological Review, Vol. a5,
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sexual relationships are (olerated to a relatively high degree,
the divorce ratc of brides pregnant when married is about 50
per cent higher than those who were not. Taking this a step
further, Danish brides who had an illegitimate child before
marriage were cven more likely to divorce than these who were
pregnant at marriage. Danish brides who had no pregnancy
history before marriage were the least hkely to divorce.

To refer to Thomas again he, in studying Catholic couples in
Chicago, included breakdown of marriages which would not
have been contracted, at least when they were, if the bride had
not been pregnant.™ He fecls that, considering current dating
patterns, a good number of these marriages must succeed. In
51°5 of the cases that separated, the couple had only the one
child alleged to have been the cause of the marriage.

About one-third of our subjects admitted to being pregnant
before marriage. The majority of these, however, said they
intended to marry cach other anyway. There were two forced
marriages, both brides were under twenty-one years old. In one
case the groom was unwilling and in the other the bride. Most
of the brides pregnant at marriage were under 21, and the
mean age at marriage was 20-g years as compared with 24-8 lor
thosc not pregnant.

Whether in the case of our subjccts there was resentment at
the time and whether or not the pregnancy precipitated the
marriage, it is impossible to say. Whether or not the subject
admits that there was an clement of pressure, it scems likely that
there was, cven where a couple were engaged. There was one
casc of an engaged man running away for one week helore the
wedding. He did return but caused an amount of anguish in the
mcantime.

Only onc of our respondents reported asituation where they
had only the child wlio had caused the marriage—the rest had
an average number of 3-yg* children, All of the studics scem o

*This is the average for 39 marriages, total number of children being 148,

"“John L. Thomas: “Catholic Family Disorganisation™. E. W. Burgess and
. J. Bogue: (eds.) Contributions to Lirhan Sociology. Chicago 1964, University of
Chicago Press, p. 538,




assume that the marriage would not have taken place had there
been no pregnancy. This may not be true. In our study only
two of the marriages were really forced. It is true, however, as
we mentioned, that the presence of any clement of compulsion,
even where a marringe was to take place, is not an ideal start.
This is what is most damaging to the relationship.

The association of pre-marital pregnancy with marital
breakdown holds for a proportion of our group. The relation-
ship of youthful marringe and pre-marital pregnancy is
maintained within the group, those pregnant at marriage being
considerably younger at marriage than those who were not.

Number of Children

A discussion on the possible influence of children on the
marriage will take place later. Here, we shall confine oursclves
to the actual numbers, sex differences, mortality rates and ages
of the chiidren.

The 1961 Census for Ireland?® gives a figure of 3-53 children
per family for Ireland. Infant mortality and stillbirth rates for
the Dublin City and County Borough in 1969 were 213 per
cent and 1-37 per cent respectively.” A study of problem
families was carried out by the Family Service Units in Britain,
commencing in 1954. Onc hundred and twenty-nine mothers
were interviewed. Of the six hundred and cighty-six children
to whom they had given birth, 4-8 per cent had died.”

Only one mother in our study had reached menopause so the
account of fertility is incomplete for the other subjects—the
mean age at first desertion being 29-43. Although the families
were incomplete, the average number of children born live
was 3-73 while the average number still living is 3-38. It was
difficult to work out a d¢_facto duration of marriage since in a
number of cases the husband returned on occasions. This
brings up the problem of what Chester calls “opportunity to

*Central Stanistics OMice: Census of Population, 196r. Dublin: The Siationery
Oiffice. -

"5ee: An Roinn Shinte: Tuarascail ar Staidreamh Beatha. Dublin: Stationery
Oflfice, 1969. p. XXXVI.

A, F. Vhilp: Family Failure: London: Faber and Faber Limited, 1963. p. 26.
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conceive'” in that sume wives had children by their hushands
aflter the first desertion.™ Because of the impossibility for our
subjccts of giving us cven reasonably accurate information on
this point, we decided to regard duration of marriage as being
length of marriage to first descrtion. The duration of marringe
was, on average, G-68 years.

Therc is a range of from one to cleven live births per mother.
The present age range of the children is g1 years 1o 3 months;
thc mcan age is 10-2 years. Sixty-twe girls and seventy-threc
boys are still living; the mean age of the girls is 11-0 years and
of the boys 9-6. The number of children who died cither through
accident or at birth or through illness in childhood was fourteen
out of a total of 149 born to our subjects—a percentage of
9-3 overall.

Some interesting facts emerge on the analysis of the causes ol
the dcaths of the 14 deceascd children in our study. Death by
accident was reported in two cascs—one young man of 20 was
drowned; a child of five was killed in an automobile accident.
However, ol the twelve remaining deaths, infant mortality
accounted for nine cases—a pereentage of 6-04. The deaths
were mostly in the first few weeks of lile, only one lived for 3
months. In a numhber of cases the mother did not know the
cause of death. Examples of when mothers were aware of the
cause of death are: one baby was reported to have been born
with an abdominat obstruction; onc dicd as a result of gastro-
enteritis; another is said to have dicd as a resuit of a Cacsarian
birth and yect another because the mother suffered from
toxaemia prior to the birth. The rate of still-hirths for our
subjects was 2-0 per cent.

Our couples had a higher than average number of children
in only 6°68 ycars of marriage: the pereentage of infant mortal-
ity was almost threc times the Dublin rate and although the
difference in still-hirths was not great, (2-0 to 1-37) ours was the
higher figurc. This may well be a function of the socio-ecconomic
status of our respondents and not indicate any trend, although

"Robert Chester: *'Is there a relationship between childlessness and Marriage
Rreakdown™. Jaurnal of Biosoctal Science. 1972. 4. p. 448.
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as already mentioned Kephart found that the lamilies of
desertion cases contained more children than other families.
An cxplanation for the high infant mortality rates, apart from
the s.c.s. function, may be cither the disturbance in the home
Icading to an cffect on the unborn child or on the mother’s
ability 1o care for it after birth because of the emotional upset
ill I'ICI' I'“.'"'T'i'dg(".

Accommodation

Poor quality housing is usually regarded as being associated
with low level ol adjustment in marriage, yet research workers
have largely neglected to study the influence of housing on the
quality of marriage. Qur investigation of this area aimed first
to sce whether or not the newly married couple lived with
parents or other relatives, If they did, we felt there might be
somc clement of friction. Another point was that constant
changes in accommodation could be indicative of irrespons-
ibility as was lack of planning or saving, unless the changes were
to improve the quality of the accommodation.

One study, however, which tried to assess the effect of poor
housing has had to look for indirect evidence by measuring the
frequency of quarrels and arguments between the various
members of the family. This study, carried out in Baltimore,
USA by Wilner and his collcagues, tested a totally Negro
population of one thousand families. One half were rehoused
and the other half, on the housing waiting list, acted as controls.
Both groups were tested before, and the test families after the
transfer. There was only a small and not significant reduction
in the incidence of quarrels and argumecnts between husband
and wife in the group that were rehoused.™ From this one study
there scems little relationship between inadequate housing and
high marital friction levcl. Further study is needed to prove or
disprove the theory.

Therc were a small number of complaints about accom-
modation from our subjects. Of those who complained half of

nD. M. Wilner (e1. al.}: The Housing Environment and Family Life. John Hopkins,
Baltimore, 1662,
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them said their poor accommodation had been the fault of the
hwusband and not the authorities. Husbands who reflused to pay
rent or debts and wanted to move constantly were in this
group, as were husbands not scttling in jobs; constant separa-
tions through disagrcements leading to cither party going back
home and quite suitable accommodation being vacated. The
other hall of those who complained, however, spoke of inability
lo pay rent and conscquent changing from flat to flat. Periods
of waiting for accommodation were 10 years, 8 years, g years
and 2 ycars. Even allowing for this, only one woman really
fclt housing had been a major problem for her. Yet il one looks
at her record she had scveral Corporation flats and is at present
living in onc and is quite satisficd. She said she had hoped she
would get a housc but that hope never materialised. She even
Iet arrcars of rent accumulate cxpecting that she would be
moved to a poorcr housing area and get a house. She did
cventually get a house but only remained there for three years,
thereafter getting a cottage and finally her present flat. A rather
sad casc was where an aunt of the hushand’s had a room which
she let to the couple, all of them hoping that the house would
soon be condemned but this did not happen and the couple had
lo wait eight years for a Corporation housc. The cramped
conditions of one room certainly contributed to the deteriora-
tion of the rclationship and this subject said her husband went
to the public housc and she to the public library to get away
from it! Some couples deliberatcly moved to Griffith Barracks,
A notorious converted Army barracks, which serves as a hall
way-house to those awaiting accommodation, and were
rchoused in a short time.

We asked our subjects where they lived when first married.
Slightly less than onc-third went to live with either set of
parcnts or other relatives; nearly onc-half went to live in flats;
about onc-sixth rented a room; only onc in twenty had a house
and onc found a cottage. Because we assumed that suitability
of accommodation might be cxpected to be corrclated with
stable marriage we questioned our subjects on the number of
times they changed accommodation during the time they
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lived with their husbands and found an average of 2-2 moves in
6-68 ycars. Five couples did not move at all and three had a
singularly high number of six moves in 7, 8 and 5 years of
marriage respectively. We have nothing with which to compare
these figures and perhaps 2-2 moves in under seven years is
the norm for newly married couples. Those who moved from
four to six times did so for reasons such as wishing to be on the
move, not wishing to pay rent (on the husband’s part) and
what we need to distinguish between is change due to lack of
proper accommodation and dcsire to change for personal
reasons such as those listed above. Both of these type of reasons
may lead to difficulty for the marriage but as we are speaking
of lack of proper accommaodation, those who desired the changes
cannot be considered in that context. Only six respondents
then were in the category of needing proper accommodation.

Of those who went to live with parents or relatives and
subsequently changed accommodation, some did so only when
descrted. One subject, married four months, was deserted and
returncd home from her sister-in-faw’s house where she had
lived with her husband. Another subject did not feave her home
after marriage and some time later her husband went to England
to find work, returning at holiday periods. This was what we
called our “emigrant descrtion”. Yet another subject in this
group stayed at homc while her husband returned to England
after marriage where he lived, and after some time she went to
live with him there. She had 1o return to Ireland as her
mother was ill but her husband did not comc with her and she
did not return to England.

Most of our subjects who had to live with rclatives reported
that they got on very well. The few exceptions we will discuss
in a later section on in-laws. Thus if we take our subjects’
views, only a small proportion had complaints about their
accommodation or felt it had a bearing on the eventual
break-up and of those who did complain, the cause was
altributed in some cases to the husband. It must be borne in
mind that this is not an objective view of accommodation but
of the subjects’ perception of it. In some cases the subject was
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quite pleased to remnin at home where the accommodation
might be very inadequate and the husband dissatisfied. She did
not sce it that way because it was her own home.

Social Status and Employment Record During Marriage

When we checked social status by occupation we found as
alecady mentioned that the mean status level of the hushands
had fallen slightly—5-6 as compared with 5-4 before marriage.
Because status has a tendency to risc with increasing agc8®
this drop may bc important and further support our opinion
of the hushands’ general social failure being associated with
descrtion.

Because, all other things being equal, a stcady work record
is associated with stability of personality, and also correlated
with a good marriage rclationship, we raised the question of
our subjects’ husbands’ employment record during marriage.

Goode in his study of divarce in the US found that there was
a relationship between divorce and a bad work record.®
Dominion, the psychiatrist, states that there is ample psychiatric
cvidence to indicate that . . . a poor work record, as shown
cither by the frequency of change or the {ailure to attain a post
commensurate (o the individual’s potential, is connected with
marked psychological disorders™ 52

It is not possible for us to debate the psychelogical disorders
factor but it docs scem that the men in our study were not ofien
uncmplayed, hence their income was fairly stable. The subjccts
reported in slightly Iess than half the cases that their hushands
were never unemployed. This is in line with their pre-marriage
recollections. About onc-quarter said their husbands were very
sctdom wuncmploycd and the remainder varied between
“unemploycd sometimes™ and ‘‘always uncmployed”. Over
three-quarters of our subjects’ hushands then were scldom
uncmployed which indicates that unemployment was not a big

®3ee B, Hutchinson: Social Status and Intergencrational Social Mobility in Dublin,
Duhtin: ESR1 Paper No. 49, 1969, p. 16.

*'W. J. Goode: After Divorce. The Free Press, Glencoe, 1linois, t956.

*?], Dominion: Marilal Breakdowun, London: Penguin Books, 1968, p. 25.
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problem. Here some of the subjects reiterated that their
husbands were always able to get jobs but went from one to
another, or if they had to leave one job were always able to
find another.

When we asked whether or not a husband told his wile how
much he earncd, and whether he gave her what she regarded
as a rcasonable amount to keep the houschold, we found that
slightly less than half the wives were told how much their
hushands carncd but could not say whether it was the truth or
not, except in the few cascs where the husband gave them his
pay slip. Just over half thought their hushands gave them a
reasonable amount for houschold running costs. Of those who
felt they were not receiving a reasonable amount, one or two
said that it was due to their husbands commencing to drink to
excess, or such other reason. The amount they then received
was decreased from that received when they married first.
Only about onc third reccived periodic increases. One would
have thought that satisfaction with the amount received would
include receiving increases when, say, another baby was born,
but this did not follow. We will relate these particular questions
to later questions on the subjects’ present situations.

The frequency with which the husbands of our respondents
changed jobs and occupations and indeed their slight fall in
status in the process leads us to believe that, as Dominion says,
their behaviour is connected with psychological disorder. As
we said previously, a discussion on this aspect is outside the
scope of this study but the indications remain that deserters
may be suffering from psychological disorders, and be thereby
unable to sustain either a long term work record or a close
relationship,

Although employment was fairly regular for most of the
familics cncompassed by our study, yet there was mobility of
labour and this can ofien put a greater strain on a family than
the breadwinner having a poorer, but constant, job. The
husbands of our subjects may well have been having difficulty
in keeping jobs and since they were poor communicators, their
wives were probably unaware that this problem existed for
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their hushands. On this question of unemployment, a proportion
of the husbands certainly manifested a problem, which,
according to thoir wives, was onc of irresponsibility towards
work. This irresponsibility towards work may have been the
presenting problem while the real one was of a deeper,
psychological nature,

Wife's Employment During Marriage

Il our subjccts were not adecquately supported by their
husbands during marriage they might find it necessary to take
cmployment. We were interested to know did they work afier
marriage and if so, why? Did the wifc working cause conflict?

How many womcn in Dublin with small children work?
Only 174 per cent of the marricd women in the non-farm
workers sample of Walsh's study worked®® Nyc finds that
couples where the wile works quarrel more frequently than one
income couples® and Gianopulos and Mitchell from a study
in Philadelphia say that when conflict occurs in working-wife
familics, almost all the significant diffcrences are concentrated
in the “domestic-cconomic” ficld 8%

Almost three-quarters of our subjecis worked at some time
during their marriage. Of thosc whe gave us reasons for working
it scemed they had worked only in periods of inancial stress or
uncmployment of the hushand. These periods were short and
seldom; yet because of the labour mobility factor, the wives
found a financial strain cven i their husbands worked con-
stantly since they ofien changed jobs. A few subjects said they
had to work to pay ofl debts incurred by their husbands, or to
support themselves when their husbands did not. When we
looked at the hushands’ cmployment record for the cases
where the subject said she had to work because she needed the

VB, Walsh: The Labour Force Status of Woemen. Dublin: leonomic and Social
Research Institute, Paper No. 6o, 1g973.

MF. Ivan Nye and Lois W. Hoffman: The Emploved Afother in America. Rand
McNaily and Co., Chicago, 963, p. 270.

1'A. Gianopulos and H. E. Mitchell: “Marital Disagreement in Working Wile
Marriages as a function of Husband’s Adilude toward Wife's Employment™,
Marringe and Family Living, X1X (November, 1057). 379—78.
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moncy, three-quarters said their husbands had never: been
unemployed or *‘only sometimes”. The implication here may
e either that the husband carned poor wages and was unable
to support his family or that he was in constant employment
but failing to supply his wife with the nccessary means to keep
the family fed. When we turn to look at whether or not the
subject knew what her hushand earned and whether he gave
her enough to “run the house”, slightly more than half said
they knew how much their husbands earned and also received
sufficicnt from him. Therc scems to be some contradiction here
in the answering. It is not the fact of the women working but
the reasons they gave for doing so that make their replies scem
contradictory.

Almost three-quarters of our sample worked at some time
during marriage. We could not get precise particulars of
periods of work, we have no information as to whether or not
our subjects worked in relation to the number and ages of their
children. The percentage working at all seems however, veryhigh.

We did not find that the couples in our study quarrelled
about the wile working, cxcept in onc case where the wife was
a supervisor in a factory and her husband was an operative.
The conflict in the subjects’ marriages were not concentrated
in the “domestic-economic” field as Gianopulos and Mitchell
found, but then again ours was not a random sample.

The reasons for working in our subjccts’ cases were the poor
support given by the husbands and conflicts in the marriage.
Very few did so for interest or sellsatisfaction.

In-Latws

Sharing a home with in-laws need not necessarily create an
in-law problem but it does require a greater effort on the part
of all concerncd to avoid conflict. More dovetailing of
personalitics is necded and it is obvious that those living in
scparate  houscholds experience less strain. Conflict, from
whatever source, is divisive. We enquired from our respondents
whether or not they had lived with in-laws and if so, how did
they ‘get on.
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Where in-law conflict adversely alTects a marriage it is more
likely to do so in the early years of the marriage, according to
Landis and Landis, although some couples scttle into a
permanent state of friction with in-laws.® Thomas found when
he examincd the case records of scven thousand marriage
fatlures that had passed through the Catholic Separation
Courts in Chicago, ““. . . in-laws arc not out-laws, since in only
a little over 7 per cent of our cases clid in-law problems emerge
as the chicl source of conllict. Further analysis of the data also
reveals that the charge of in-law interfcrences somctimes
appcars as a fpost faclum vationalisation, or is founded on a
distorted view of normal extended family relationships™ 7
Thomas also discovercd that when in-law problems do occur,
they occur carly in marriage, and if not quickly resolved,
readily lead to failurc.

Slightly more than two-thirds of our subjects reported having
lived with in-laws at some time during their marriage. For some
it was before they found their own accommaodation, for others
on returning from abroad, perhaps after somce years of marriage
and while awaiting suitable accommadation here. Of those who
did live with in-laws, however, less than half reporied conflict,
and this minority was almost equally divided—-just very slightly
more wives were in conflict with husbhands’ parents than
hushands with wives’ parents. Of those who lived with in-laws
and reported no problems; two-thirds lived with subjects’
parent or parents while less than onc-third lived with the
hushands parents, the balance with refatives.

Did those who reported in-law problems regard them as a
chief source of conflict in their marriages? Only two subjects
reported it so. One of these was a couple who returned to live
with subject’s mother and retarded brother aficr the death of
subject’s father. The couple sold their own house and invested
the money in a new kitchen and other alterations in the old
house. The retarded man was constantly goading the subject’s
hushand and using vile language in undertones. His mother

8] T. Landis and M. G. Landis: ap. cit., p. 239.

Yiohn L. Thomas: ep. ¢il., . 535.
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had lost some degree of hearing and would say the husband was
imagining the whole thing. The husband gradually began to
stay out late at night and to drink heavily and eventually left
without trace. In the other case the presence of the respondent’s
mother was the mamn cause of conflict, and the subject admitted
that she relied on her mother a great deal. She had returned to
her parents’ home when her husband joined the Army. Sub-
ject’s mother did not like the husband. He soon returned home
and then decided to take up professional boxing. He went to
England but only stayed three weeks, coming back and taking
his wife to live with his mother. The couple returned to live
with subjcct’s mother shortly afterwards when she won a house
in the Corporation draw. Subject felt a duty towards her
mother, who, she said, had been very good to her. She now feels
that she had been rather unlair to her husband in forcing him
to live with his mother-in-law when there was conflict and that
this was the main cause of his desertion. Other cases also
reported various types of friction between either member of the
couple and in-laws but not the main cause of conflict. Most of
the couples reporting friction with in-laws were where they
lived with them in the carly ycars of marriage.

In-law conflict then was most likely to adversely affect the
marriages of our subjects in the carly years. A very small
proportion regarded it as the chief cause of breakdown and not
a post factum rationalisation.

In considering this in-law problem in our study, although it
did follow that in-law problems occurred and did so early on
in marriage, yet for the number who actually lived with in-
laws, the amount of conflict was very small. A possible explana-
tion is that the subjects who lived with their parents did not feel
therc was any conflict between their husbands and themselves
duc o in-laws, because the in-laws were their parent or parents.
We might well have different answers herc if there had been an
opportunity to question the husbands.

Children
The influcnce of the presence of children in a marriage is a
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long debated subyect. Majority opinion scems o [eel that
children arc essential for o marriage to be a marriage within
their definition, which regards marriage and family as synony-
mous. There is at present a slight swing in the direction of
marrtage being secn as a union between two people, without
the additon of children. However, at the moment, most
marriages in Ircland anyway have children and as we have
scen the marriages of our subjects had a particularly high
number. The intention here then was to enquire about the
subjects’ attitudes  towards children, and  whether these
attitudes alfected the relationship or not.

There appcears to be a general impression that children tend
to keep a family together and that divorce rates arc higher
among childless couples.®® This must not be scen, however, as
childlessness causing divorce but rather that a great number of
divorces occur in the very carly years of marriage before
children arc born at all. Chester argucs this very ably, pointing
out that it is the de facto duration of marriage, (the actual
number of years in which there is opportunity to conceive) that
is important, since divorce often takes place after a few years
of separation. Thus the de jure number of ycars married may
he quite different from the de facto in divorce casces. It is the de jure
number of years, {(i.c. thc number of yecars from the date of
marriage to the date of the divorce proceedings) that is counted
in census figures and other records in countrics where divoree is
available,® The relationship between divorce and childlessness
is thus scen as possibly a spurious one.

In dcsertion cases on the other hand, as was previously
mentioned, there are more likely to be minor children present
in the home,® and Mowrer regrets the lack of “‘statistics
showing the number of children in normal families for cach
vear period of marricd life to prove or disprove that children

"See: Patterson, S. Howard: sp. cif., John L. Thomas: op. cil., p. 591; E. Slater
and M. Woodside: op. cit., and J. Klcin: Samples from English Culture, London, 1968,
Routledge and Kegan Paul.

"Robert Chester: op. cit., p. 4473-
"W, M. Kephart: ap. i, p. 506,
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tend to prevent family disorganisation”. Mowrer also contends
that if the duration of marriage is taken into account, thc
numbers of children in desertion cases is above what would be
found in normal families, (taking “normal’” as families who
stay together) so it seems unlikely that children prevent
descrtion.®! A study by Lewisand Jeffers inthe US notes that
separations and desertions tend to occur at the time the wife is
pregnant “A major point of pressurc for the low-income male”
the authors observe “appears to be an increase in family size
with no comparable increase in family income or earning
capacity’”.%?

Burgess and Cottrell show that attitudes towards having
children are important indicators for future marital happiness.®?
They conclude that it is the attitude towards having children
rather than the actual size of the family that is important and
since most people have children, a positive attitude and a desire
for children are more likely to make a successful marriage.

Numecrous studies have tried to dctermine whether or not
there is a relationship between happiness in marriage and size
of family. Landis and Landis quote Terman, Hamilton and
Bernard as finding no significant difference between the
happiness scores of childless and non-childless husbands and
wives and in their own study the Landis couple found that
childless couples tended towards extremes in their adjustments,
being cither very happy or unhappy, whilc those with children
approached an average in happiness.®

An enquiry carricd out in France concludes the women
usually consider the idcal number of children as being higher
than that of men. This cnquiry came to a conclusion, hazardous
by their own admission, that it was the husband who was more

ME, W. Mowrer: Family Disorganisation. University of Chicago Press 1927,
pp- 10?[3.
»Hylan Lewis and Camille Jeffers, “Poverty and the Bebaviour of Low Incame
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%], T. Landis and M. G. Landis: op. cil., p. 402.
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likely to limit to two the number of births.?® Gorer, in Britain,
on the other hand, quotes a study where more fathers than
mothers were pleased at the latest pregnancy. There arc
grounds for supposing, says Gorer, that in many large working-
class familics it is the fathers who refuse to use contraceptives or
allow their wives to use them.?® One nceds to be careful with a
result like that, however, as any social worker knows that
hushands often do not trust their wives sufficiently to agree to
their using contraceptives since they feel the wife would then
he {ree to have intercourse with other men. Often a husband
will deliberately make his wife pregnant in order to keep her at
home. The refusal may not necessarily be a desire for a large
family.

Dominion, in his capacity as a psychiatrist and marriage
guidance counscllor, cites the tncidence of severe post-puerperal
tllness, affecting the marital relationship.?” The impact of
these severe illnesses in marriage was followed up in cighty-one
cascs studicd at Shenley Hospital in England and an incidence
ol seventeen per cent ending in scparation and divorce was
found, which is shightly higher than that for the average popula-
tion of Britain. Thesc arc depressive or schizophrenic illnesscs,
which appear following the birth of a child.

A study by the Mowrers in Chicago in 1928 developed a
fourfold classification of [amily tensions® Onc of these—
incompatibility in response—may lead, as Mowrer ¢lsewhere
suggests, to a wile finding in her relationship with her children
‘. .. compensation for the lack of satisfaction of the wish for
responsc from her hushand, hut this tends to relegate him to a
rolc in which his importance in this aspect of the relationship
is diminished™.®

These two studics both support the idea of the mother having

M. L. Roussel and Mme Zucker: “L’Attitude dex Diverss Cenerations a
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a greater commitment to the family. In Ireland, although we
have no evidence to support it, it has long been the subject of
debate that a mother finds in her relationship with her children,
particularly her sons, recompense for a poor marital relation-
ship.1o

Landis and Landis say that a common complaint among
wives is that husbands do not take enough responsibility in
training and caring for the children. Many husbands go into
marriage with the attitude that training the children is the
responsibility of the wifc and that the husband’s duty is 1o
support the family.'® Goode observes that the withdrawal of
cconomic support by a man from his family at lower-class levcl
is laden with less guilt than might be supposed, because “onc
of the components of the attitudinal complex of the lower-class
divorced father toward his children is a tendency to think of
them as belonging more to the mother than to himself. They
arc primarily her task and responsibility and her waning loyalty
relicves him of at least some of his guilt concerning the children.
If she no longer ‘deserves’ his support, then neither do
they” 102

In Philip’s study of lfamily failure most of the fathers were
involved cmotionally with their children and some expressed
this verbally.'® In only 28 per cent of the cases where there
was a male head were the fathers aloof from their children and
appeared to take little or no part in their management and care.

Turning to our non-representative sample, our subjects
stated that they had wanted children but with the low level of
communication between the couples before and during
marriage it is not known what the husbands’ attitudes were. It
may be that socictal norms in Ireland which regard children
and marriage as being synonomous may have resulted in a
beliel that there was no choice in the matter. A lack of any free
family planning advice and the unavailability of contraception

1#950e for instance Humpreys, A. J.: Naw Dubliners, London: Routledge and
Kegan Paul, 1966.
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72




probably creates a sitvation where marriage is always thought
ol in terms of children.

The breakdown of the marriage or the desertion by the
husband was not directly associated in our subjects’ minds with
the birth of a child. Tt was remarked upon only in the sensc
that the birth of a particular child gave a time perspective o
other events, not as a cause of breakdown in itsell. One man,
however, deserted when he discovered his wife was pregnant
about four months afier marriage. His wife regarded his action
as irresponsible and unrcasonable, but we have no way of
knowing whether the news of the arrival of a child constituted
pressure on this man or whether he had an aversion (o father-
hood or indced whether there was another reason.

Ahout onc-third of our subjects mentioned that they had
suffered some post-puceperal illness and of this one-third only
three stated they had suffered from nervous complaints. One
subject had a complete breakdown when her second child was
a few months old, The subject associated the breakdown with
the birth of the child. Another of these three subjects said her
“‘nerves were a bit upset’ on the birth of the third child. There
had been somc trouble in the marriage prior to this child’s
conception and this may have precipitated the nervous con-
dition. The third subject said her “nerves were bad™ after two
particular children were born. She was completely unable to
plan her family (cight full-time pregnancies and one mis-
carriage in eleven years) and she hinted that she would have
preferred a smaller family.

The remainder of the onc-third of our subjects who told us
they had suflfered some illness afier the birth of babics men-
tioned worry about their marriage as being the main factor in
their inability to rccover quickly. Other rcasons for peoor
recovery such as anacmia and thyroid deficiency were also
cited. None of our subjects regarded their post-puerperal iliness
as contributing in any way to the subscquent desertion. The
illnesses do not appear to have been severe except in the onc
case of the breakdown already mentioned.

We asked our subjects whether or not they had considered
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the children more important than their husbands and had
treated them in a diflerent way. The answering here was
cvenly divided—halfl said no, the children were not more
important to them than their husbands and they had not
treated the children so. Those who said yes elaborated in some
cascs by saying that it became necessary to do so because of the
hushands’ behaviour. One respondent said that “only lor the
children I'd be in the ‘Gorman’ *.'® Another respondent said
it was “in her nature” to feel the chitdren were more important
and another said that her mother had blamed this over-
emphasis on the children for her husband deserting. Yet
another subjcct answered that her husband thought she made
the children more important than he, but she felt she had not.

It scems that half of our subjects considered that they had not
made the children more important than the husband. For that
proportion it docs not necessarily follow that they found
compcensation in their children for a poor marital relationship.
This group may not have wished to admit such a possibility,
however, as in some cases the answer to the question was a very
curt “No”. Also, on our subjects’ evidence the majority of
hushands felt the children were of little or no importance, and
only helped with them occasionally or not at all. The possible
changes in lifc style that children might bring were then
discussed. Just over half of the respondents stated that their
lives had not been changed through the arrival of children but
some of these saw their role as staying at home looking aftcr the
children anyway. Others said they managed to get baby-sitters
and so were able to go out socially. Two subjects said they never
went out socially after marriage, so having the children made
no difference.

Of those subjects who said their lives had changed, (nearly
one-half) most said they were no longer [ree. to go out and two
subjects complained that they had had too many children too
quickly. Another subject said her life changed because she had

1The ‘Corman’ is the colloquial name for St. Brendan’s Mental Hospital, for-
merly known as Grangegorman Hospital,
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devoted hersell completely 1o hier children but she was content
to do so.

Onc or two hushands, when the subjects tried to discuss
home matters or children, told their wives that that was their
job and not to bother them with such problems. Well over hall’
of the hushands gave no indication of being interested in having
a say in the carc and management of their children, and the
problems arising from these.

Children may limit the social life of the couple. Unless there
is a relative or other convenient baby-sitter avatlable, a couple
may never he able to go out together. When enquiring about
social life, we asked how ofien the couple went out together
after marriage, not the number of times but whether they
considered they went out as much as before marriage, less
than before or never after marriage. A minority ol our subjects
felt they got out as much after marriage as before and were
satisficd with their social life. How they were able to do this
was that they had never gonc oul much anyway or that they
always managed to get baby-sitters.

Having children was the main reason that those who were
able to go out a lot before marriage had to himit their social life
aflterwards. Other reasons, such as the hbusband not wishing to
be scen with his wile when she was pregnant, or the hushand
who always asked his wifc to go somewhere with him at the
last minute when there would be no baby-sitter availabic were
given.

Of those subjects who said they never got out socially after
marriage (a small minority), some said they were never asked;
others that their hushands went to the pub while they stayed
home; a few said there was a shortage of money. These subjects
said they did not mind that the money was scarce except when
their husbands went out without them and spent the much
nceded cash on drink.

Nearly all of them mentioned the children in their answer, in
that they were able to go out because they got baby-sitiers or
werc not able to go out because of the children. Where children
existed they were the reason for staying at home. The hushands
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did scem 10 go out by themselves. If children were to be regard-
cd as being instrumental in keeping families together and
childlessness associated with divoree, our findings would in no
way confirm these studies, since our subjects had a higher than
average number of children in a smaller de facto number of
years married always bearing in mind the s.e.s. function. On
the other hand our study seems to show a trend more in line
with Kephart's study, which discovered the greater likelihood
_of minor children being present in the home where desertion
occurs and Mowrer’s who contended that if the duration of
marriagc is taken into account, the numbers of children in
desertion cases is above what would be found in normal
familics.

Although some subjccts thought that they could perceive the
commencement of the breakdown as being around the time a
particular child was born, they would not directly associate it
with the desertion. It was remarked on as merely fixing on a
time when they regarded their marriage as breaking down,
rather than as being the cause of the breakdown. Our subjects
had a positive attitude towards having children and their
husbands do not secm likely to have had a negative one, given
the Irish circumstances, yet their marriages failed.

No conscious deciston was taken by the couples as to the
number of children they would like to have or could provide
for. Children just scemed to arrive. The marriage relationship
was not very satisfactory and the level of communication was
low, so it is hardly likely that decisions like thosc taken in the
French inquiry or in that quoted by Gorer would apply to our
subjects.

We found no cvidence to confirm the existence of any conflict
due to post-puerperal illness as cited by Dominion.

Since about hall of our subjects felt they had made a distinc-
tion between the children and the husband, favouring the
former, and a proportion of thosc who said they had not made a
distinction were not very definite about it, there would seem to
be indications that the subjccts sought compensation in their
children, as the Mowrers suggest wives do. Those subjects who
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defended this action ol theirs did so on the very basis that the
Mowrers mention —-that of “compensation for the lack of
satislfaction of the wish for response from her hushand™. This
cannot be taken as a general conclusion in all desertions but
was truc of our subjects.

The husbands” behaviour in taking cither no responsibility or
very hittle for the training and caring flor the children confirms
that there was very hittle emotional involvement of the fathers
with their children.

From the loregoing, it is cvident that children did not prevent
the desertion and may cven, because of the extent ol the
responsibility involved in a large family, have caused the man
to desert. The children were not as vital a part of the hushbands’
lives as they were of their wives, and it was this fceling, of the
children being maore the responsibility of the women, that left
the hushands free to go without taking the children or being so
cmotionally involved with them that they were unable to
abandon them. The subjects expressed the opinion that o
leave children without support was somcthing they found
difficult to understand. From the husbands’ point of vicw,
however, the position may have appeared quite different.

In so far as husband and wife not going out together may
have contributed to the cventual descrtion, the presence of
children would certainly have been the important {actor here
since it prevented the couple going out together. Because the
husband went out alone, 1t was possible for him to mcct other
women socially as a single man if he wished. He could also stay
out knowing his children were being looked aficr il their carce
interested him, whereas if his wife was with him, they would
have to return home to relieve the baby-sitter. Thus where the
children prevented the couple going out together, it could have
lead to the husband going alonc. This in turn could have
resulted in him deserting his wife for reasons not directly related
to the existence of children or the couple going out together, for
example, his mecting another woman, but the existence of the
children and the unavailability of baby-sitters might be the
root causcs.
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There is some cvidence to suggest from the replies of our
subjects that the husbands found themselves on the outside, as
it were, of the family group and sought consolation or involve-
ment cither through drink or adultery. This point will be dis-
cussed further later but the main conclusion here is that the
children proved a divisive element in the marriages we studied.

Discussion of Problems

As with the pre-marriage experience of our subjects, that their
husbands-to-be would not discuss problems or talk about
themsclves or their hopes and fears, so during the existence of
the marriage this same inability to communicate continued.
Only one in ten subjects said they could talk to their husbands
with any kind of satisfaction. The remainder said they were told
cither they should have no problems, or the husbands did not
want to know because they were not intercsted. The subjects
did not mention whether or not their husbands were prepared
to discuss their own problems, but it seemed that they would
not do so either. For the most part they would not discuss any
matter with their wives.

Sex

Increasing emphasis is being placed on sex as a rewarding
experience and the achievement of a good sexual relationship
as an essential part of a happy marriage. Expectations about
this side of the marriage relationship have been rising in
Ircland as elsewhere, with the result that in many cases
disappointment ensucs and it becomes an area of conflict. We
felt it important to enquire from our subjects as far as possible
whether their physical relationship was a rewarding or a
conflict-provoking expericnce.

Although sexual incompatibility is frequently said to be the
major cause or at [east one of the major causes of marital failure,
there is no scicntific evidence 1o prove that this is so. Many
researchers take the view that sexual adjustment depends on,
and is a reflection of, adjustment in other areas of marriage.
Burgess and Wallin state that the available statistical evidence
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does not demonstrate whether scxual adjustment is causc or
cffect of success in marriage. They say “It indicates there is a
modcrate relationship between the two, but does not demon-
strate the direction in which it gocs. The relationship appears
to be of about the same magnitude for men and women™, 195 In
a study ol 739 couples married in Britain between 1950 and
1959, 48-2 per cent reported adjustment difficulties but only
7-2 per cent reflerred to sexual ones. Even morc significant is the
fact that out of the thirty-five couples (5 per cent) who separ-
atcd or contemplated separation only one informant reported
sexual difficultics, 100

Scxual adjustment on the other hand is held to be a sensitive
index of happiness in marriage. A number of studies indicate
that a positive association cxists between sexual adjustment and
satisfaction with marriage.'"?

Patterson in his study bascd on cases brought into the
Domestic Relations Division of the Municipal Court of
Philadelphia, says “In the list of causes of desertion given by
the wives, scx cxcess will appear in a small number of cases.
The propoertion may be greater than is actually alleged and
recorded. On the other hand, the trouble may [requently be not
scxual cxcess upon the part of the husband, but rather sexual
anacsthesia upon the part of the wile™ 108

Burgess and Wallin state onc of the important trends in
Amcrican culture accounting for the increasing significance
attached to the sexual aspect of marriage is the separation of
intercourse for pleasure and intercourse for reproductive
purposcs.'™ They trace this to the decline of the religious con-
ception of sex and the availability of relatively cheap and safe
devices for birth control. Komarovsky fecls that the interviews
she carricd out suggest that the size of the corrclation between

WE. W, Burgess and P. Wallin: Engagement and AMarrigge. Ncw York: Lippincott,
1953, p- Gob. .

MR M. Pierce: Seciological Review, 1963, 11, p. 215.

"See, for example, Lewis M. Terman el. ol. Prpchological Factors in Marital
Happiness, New York: McGraw Hill, 1938, and Ernest W. Burgess and Paul
Wallin: Engagement and Afarriage, Chicago: J. B. Lippincott, tg53. '

' Patterson, S. Howard: op. cit.

1E, W, Burgess and P, Wallin: op. ait., p. 656.
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the sexual adjustment of a couple and their happiness in
marriage may vary with class. She concludes that “Because
some of our less-educated women expect little psychological
intimacy in marriage, and their standards of personal relation-
ships are not demanding, they were able to dissociate the
scxual responsc from the total relationship”. This she found
to be true in her study of blue-collar marriage in the United
States.1'®

We found it very difficult to estimate in-how many of the
marriages sexual difficulties arose. As might be expected here
there was a gencral rcticence on the part of our subjects to talk
about this arca of their marriages. However, it did appear there
had been difficultics and some of the subjects said these were
caused by their husbands starting to drink to excess and they
did not feel inclined to make love to them in that condition and
refused until, as one subject said, “he treated me right”.

A majority regarded scx as an important component of the
marriage relationship. They qualified this by saying it was
certainly not “the whole of it” but it was a main issue. Just
over a quarter answered that they always enjoyed the physical
side of their relationship. There was some rather reserved
answering and as has been found in many other investigations,
the subjects talked about the sexual side of their marriages in a
negative way—i.e. that sex was not very important anyway. If
they were positive about their answers, they were brief and
brusque and tried to prevent the investigator from probing any
deeper. This may indicate a reluctance to discuss sexual matters
or that they were not prepared to admit to the investigator the
existence of problems in that area of their marriage. Only six
respondents gave what might be called positive answers to
these questions. They seemed to have had reasonably satis-
factory relations and were not inhibited about answering the
questions. This six accepted them naturally whereas some of
the other respondents became uncomfortable and edgy about
answering.

In slightly over one-third of our cases the wife reported

HeMirra Komarovaky, of. cit., p. 352.
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sexual excess on the part of (he husband and actual bad
cxpericnces. Only one subject, however, mentioned sexual
assault on any of the children and this woman had a great deal
of trouble in this arca of marriage. She had twice contracted
venereal disease from her hushand and she said hewas a sex
maniac,

It spite of the paucity of information obtained on this ques-
tion, the general impression we found was of cither our subjects
regarding sex as part ol the overall relationship and not to he
engaged i or enjoyed otherwise or of using it as a bargaining
wecapon to persuade their husbands, for instance, to stop
drinking. We found it very difficult to get at the corc of the
matter and this difficulty in itsell indicates an inhibited
attitude towards sexual matters which was most likely to have
been carried into the marriage with not very satisfactory results.

As [ar as this study is concerncd it scems unlikely that sexual
problems were the major cause of the breakdown leading to the
desertion. The cause and cffect argument of Burgess and Wallin
is plausible and a minor crisis in the relationship may have
heen cxacerbated by the wile’s refusal of intercourse or the
husband’s poor handling of the situation of his wile's unwilling-
ness. Our subjects’ statement that they refused intercourse
when their husbands had been drinking, which in itself might
secem rcasonable enough, is totally dependent on the manner in
which the whole situation is handled and the quality of the
existing rclationship. Il the latter was poor, then the refusal
would be seen as another step in the deterioration process or a
dcvice to punish an crrant hushand.

Our subjects’ marital problcms may not have arisen from
their unsatisfactory scxual relationship, Compatability in this
arca however, is a sensitive indicator of marital happiness as
we previously have seen, so because a majority of our subjects
regarded sex as an important factor in marriage it secms likely
that problems arose. When the marriage relationship was not
satisfactory, it showed in a poor scxual relationship, bringing us
back to the cause and effect argument.

If we take the cases of sexual excess, onc-third of our subjects
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reported such problems. This seems a high proportion, and
what Patterson says about his subjects is possibly true of ours
too—that it is probably not the whole story. Some of these
unpleasant experiences were, as stated previously, when the
husband started to drink to excess. As to the possible sexual
anacsthesia of the wife, we cannot say, except that some subjects
were avoiding the issuc and we can only assume from this that
difficultics arose, and if anaesthesia was present, it may or may
not have been brought on by the behaviour of the husband. We
just do not know.

Regarding the trends in American culture which account for
the increasing significance of the pleasurable aspect of inter-
course, the question ariscs about the Irish situation. Whatever
ahout the decline in the religious concept of sex in Ireland,
which is at lcast questionable, there are certainly not generally
available relatively cheap and safe devices flor birth control, yet
only six of our respondents equated sex with reproduction and
regarded it as its main function. All the rest, with the exception
of those who gave very brief answers, and whose opinions,
therefore, we do not know, secemed to expect a pleasurable
cxperience. Our subjects regarded sex as very much part of the
total relationship.

The overall picture then on this question seems to be of
sexual difficulties arising from a deteriorating relationship.
That it is a hen and egg situation is also possible, although our
subjects who did elaborate denied this and were emphatic that
the behaviour of their husbands made them change their views
and behaviour in sexual matters within marriage. Because of
the sensitivity of this area and the reticence in answering the
questions, a really sharp picture of the situation is impossible
to get. A decper study in this area is needed to confirm or
reject our view that in so far as our subjects were concerned,
sex was important to them and their husbands, and caused
conflict because of its importance. There is no evidence that
this particular issue causcd the desertion by itsell but because it
was a ground for disagreement, it did not help to avoid the
desertion.
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Commencement of Breakdown
The pertinence of asking our subjects when they felt the
breakdown of their marriage commenced is that there is an
association between the cause of breakdown and its com-
mencement, If we could find at what stage the subject thought
her marriage relationship was deteriorating we could get at the
reason why, since the adverse factors present at that time would
indicate the possible explanation for the cventual breakdown,
Almost one-third of the subjects said things went wrong from
the beginning of marriage. One respondent said they had no
placc to go when they married and no moncy and she was
pregnant so they started badly. But even when they did find
suitable accommodation, her hushand started going out every
night and staying out until early morning so the hreakdown
had alrcady commenced and i good accommodation was the
remedy, 1t came too late. Another man disappeared four
months after marriage when he was told his wifc was pregnant.
Somc said their husbands were completely different when they
marricd them—their faults had been hidden—one was a much
heavier drinker than his wife had thought, another discovered
alter the honeymoon that her husband owed a great deal of
moncy. He would never let hier handle money and she el she
should be allowed handle the housckeeping moncy at least.
The bills were not being paid, which worried this subject a
great deal. Another respondent, who was the white partner in
an inter-racial marriage, said her husband had marricd (o0
cscape from ancther woman, but continued to date other
women while married to her, particularly when a pregnancy
became obvious. There was a situation where a couple went 1o
live with his parcnts after marriage and his family tried to
split them up. Here was an example ol severe in-law conllict.
Those who said they felt things started to go wrong aficr
particular child was born, as previously stated, did not relate
the birth of the child with the brecakdown but it scamed 10
them that the situation got warse from that particular time.
For instance, onc subjecct felt that her husband had wanted to
get away because of trouble with a neighbour and he had heen

83




getting into bad company. She fixed it as being around the
time their second child was born. Another subject said she felt
things started to go wrong alter the first baby was born. There
had been a scrious disagreement about contraception. Her
hushund was in favour of it while she was not. Incidentally,
this was the only case where contraception was mentioned as
being a cause for disagreement. Some subjects placed the time
of their husbands’ increased drinking or starting to go out alone
in or around the time a particular child was born. One subject
said her husband was very tall and attractive and liked women
to admire him. Around the time their fourth child was born she
had an idea he was going dancing although he always denied
it if asked.

The rest of our respondents gave various other times during
their marriages as being the commencement of the breakdown.
Some mentioned a change of job leading sometimes to the
hushand starting to drink heavily, for example, one husband
changed his job to that of a night taxi driver and got into the
habit of drinking with other taximen during the night between
calls. A policeman changed his job to that ol night manager in a
hotel. Others said that after a few years their husbands found a
girl fricnd. One subject said that when they acquired a flat
her husband’s conduct deteriorated. He brought single men
into the flat for partics late at night or he stayed out all night
sometimes. This subject suspected that the husband had
homosexual tendencies. This does not seem to have constituted
a problem on the scxual side of their relationship from the wife's
point of view, but its manifestation in other ways, such as the
behaviour of the men brought to the flat, upset her.

It is interesting that in nearly all cases the subjectsfelt that the
breakdown was brought about by some action of the husband,
for example, his starting to drink heavily or stay out at night.
They did not qucstion why the husband began to behave in that
particular way. Here the expectations from and the reality of
the marriages became clear in that according to our subjects the
characteristics which the wife had been unaware of manifested
themsclves after marriage. For instance, the oldest subject,
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although she was going ont with her hushand for cight years
before marriage, and was (inrty-five years old at marriage, said
her marriage went wrong from the beginning because she had
not known about her husband’s excessive drinking. Another
subject said she became aware of her hushand’s lack of cmo-
tional responsc through other people saying that it was funny
he showed very little fecling and was not protective. He did not
go Lo sce her for twenty-lour hours alter their first baby was
horn while her brother came immediately. This subject
expected her husband to react in o way in which he may not
have heen capable, She had nol noticed until the birth of the
first baby and the gradual breakdown started. Other subjects
reported that they thought their husbands and themsclves
agreed on principles, such as the payment of debts, but after
marriage the subjects’ assumptions proved incorrect, and this
led to conflict.

When we took length of courtship into consideration, over
half of those who were going out together for long periods, such
as B years, 5 years and so on found marriage a disappointment
and discovercd aficr marriage that their husband was “a
different person’. Onc or both may have been on their best
hehaviour until marriage or the association may not have heen
sufficiently intimate and complete to bring out the incompat-
ibility. Two of the subjects who were surprised by their
husbands’ behaviour after marriage had married barmen and
only saw them infrequently over a long period, going to films
and dances. This was nccessary because of the long hours of
work of this particular cccupation. It scems that it is not the
length of any courtship that is important but the level of
communication achicved in the time.

Somec of our subjects who came from happy homes and
cxpected a similar degree of happiness in their own marriages,
married men who came from unhappy or disturbed back-
grounds. They had felt sorry for their husbands and had wanted
to make lifc casicr for them but it just had not scemed to work
out.

Over hall the respondents said marriage was not what they
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thought it would be like, 1t was a disappointment and eventually
a disaster. Some said they had no pre-conceived ideas and
had not thought very much about what married life would be
like while a small minority said marriage was what they thought
it would be. Of those who gave this last answer and elaborated
on it, all said that marriage was only good at the beginning and
it had deteriorated later on. When we look at the answers
given on the expectations from marriage of our subjects—we
find that in a number of cases our subjects said they were not
cxpecting great things but that cven their modest hopes were
not rcalised.

Burgess and Wallin state “Development for marriage docs
not end with marriage; it continues, but it enters into a new
and more significant phase. The relationship of the couple,
which has survived all previous tests, now faces the supreme
onc of the activities of family life. In mceting the daily routine
as well as the crisis of childbirth, illness, unemployment, ctc.,
the companionship relation is strengthened or weakened”.'!!
In the cases of our couples a weakening occurred and they were
unable to meet the crises as they took place.

The commencement of the breakdown then brings us back
to the cause which, from this part of the questionnaire, emphas-
iscs the lack of really knowing cach other prior to marriage. It
is appreciated that no-one can really know someone in the
time of a courtship but what was lacking was even a minimum
level of compatibility, with an area of adjustment the demands
of which it was possible to satisfy. There is evidence that in-
laws were responsible for causing conflict and also the husband
changing a job and this leading to a diflerent pattern of
behaviour. No indication came from the subjects that the
arrival of another child caused the breakdown to commence.
Because they welcomed the child, their low ievel of association
of events may not have indicated a change at that particular
time. As we have pointed out a high number of children and
descrtion are associated.

mE W, Burgess and P. Wallin: op. cit., p. 418.
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Drink

Whenever marital discord s discussed, the problem of the
excessive consumption of alcoholic drink incvitably comes up as
a factor. The incidence of alcoholism, the high per capita con-
sumption of aleohol in Treland and the problems arising there-
from, are oo well known to be further discussed here except
for their contribution to the breakdown of our subjccts’
marnages. Taking the existence of drinking problems for
granted, we enquired from our subjects the drinking patterns in
their marriages, if consumption was excessive and the cllects of
this.

Robert Strauvs, writing on cxcessive drinking and its rclation-
ship to marriage, sums up his discussion by saying “In each
case, onc must look to refined levels of behaviour and realise
that the rclationship of excessive drinking to preblems of
marital association is almost invariably one of multiple joint
causation and most rarely onc of direct cause and cffect’”.1"2
In coming to this conclusion, Straus described cxisting types off
drinkers and gives Bacon’s three point thesis (i) that cxcessive
drinking and particularly characteristics which are usually
present in the excessive drinker tend to preclude marriage;
(ii) that marricd lifc and excessive drinking arc incompatible;
and (iit) that the destruction or disruption of the marital
association frequently results in the onset of excessive
drinking. 113

To the ncurotic, undersocialised individual, marriage with
its severc demands on intimate reciprocal personal relation-
ships and on the sharing of emotional and social nceds and
gratification, scems most forchoding, rcpulsive and cven
dangerous. This type of individual, says Straus, will particularly
avoid marriage and, if he should marry, the marital association
with its uncompromising demands for giving of the self, will

"*Robert Straus: “'Fxcesive Drinking and its Relationship to Marringe™.
Marriage and Family Living, Summer 1950, Vol. X11, No. 3.

11#5elden D. Bacon: “Fixcessive Drinking and the Institution of the Family” in
Alcohol, Sciemce and Society. New Haven: Quarterly Journal of Studies in Alcohol,
1945. Lecture 16, pp. 223-238.

87




most likely prove so intolerable to him that, consciously or
unconsciously, he will seek its dissolution.'*

Speaking on the disturbing effects on the personalities of
family members duc to the existence of an alcoholic in their
midst, ]J. Ross Eshleman notes that the relationship is not
one-way.'"® The family also affects the alcoholic and this
author says in contrast to the Straus findings that the very
existence of family ues appears to be related to recovery from
alcoholism. Eshleman, however, docs go on to say when
speaking about the wives of alcoholics that there is a high
divorce rate among alcoholics and that the majority of women
who find themselves married to alcoholics appear to divorce
them. Straus also brings evidence to show from his own and
Bacon’s study that, for instance, while 72 per cent of the
general population kept their marriages intact, only 23 per
cent of the incbriates had. Also a far higher proportion of the
general population (8o per cent) had married compared with
47 per cent of incbriates.® When discussing the relationship
between drunkenness and desertion, Robert Bell, in his book
Marriage and Family Interaction,? quotes Kephart's extensive
rescarches in Philadelphia as indicating an important relation-
ship to drunkenness on the part of the husband in desertion
cases. For 1949, in 2,937 ncw cascs of desertion and non-support
28 per cent involved drunkenness as an alleged causal factor
of desertion.1®

Marsden claims that whether a wife looked beyond her
husband’s immediate behaviour for deeper causcs of marriage
breakdown depended on her degrec of sophistication and

MOp. cil,

113] Roas Eshleman: Perspectives in Marriage and the Family: Boston, Allyn and
Bacon Inc. 1969, pp. 668-9.

Y¢S D, Bacon: “'Incbricty, Social Integration and Marriage™ Quarierly Journal
of Studies on Alcohol, uldt;45 and R. Straus “Alcohol and the Homeless Man™,
Quarterly Journal of Studier on Alcohel 7: 360-404, December, 1046.

R obert R. Bell: Marriage and Family Interaction. Illinois: The Dorsey Press,
1967, p. 460.

wWilliam M., Kephart: “Drinking and Marital Disruption™, Quarterly FJounal
of Studies on Alcohol, March, 1954, p. 71-
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insight or simply on how much she knew of his back-
ground.11®

Turning to our subjects’ responses to this question of drink,
slightly more than half said they considered drink had been one
of the causes of the breakup of their marriage leading eventually
to desertion by the husband. Only one subject said that her
husband had had treatment in a hospital for alcoholism, and
another said that the doctor had recommended it, but her
husband had refuscd 1o agree. This was in spite of the fact that
several of our respondents said their husbands were alcoholics.
This scemed to be a blanket term used by the subjects whose
husbands had a drink problem.

Less than halfl of the wives who rated drink as a problem in
their marriage drank themselves. Two subjects admitted to a
fanatical objection to drink. What we sce here is that our
subjects, because they did not drink themselves and were in
some cases dircctly opposed to it, regarded their hushands
drinking as excessive when it may have been little more than
modcrate.

We thaught that perhaps there might be some association
between those who appeared to drink to excess and the number
of children in the family, but comparing the mean number of
children and the mean number of ycars marricd for those with
a drink problem, we found very little difference in cither
variable from the mean total number, so drink did not appear
to affect either of these variables.

We asked the respondents who said drink was a problem, if
they had any idea why their husbands drank to excess. About
two-fifths said they did not know and could find no reason for it.
They regarded it as a cause in itsell of the breakdown of the
marriage. The balance of those who rated drink as a problem
in their marriage regarded it as an effect of some other occur-
rence. These could also be subdivided into (i) cflects from
outside the marriage and home and (i) cflects from the home
situation. A few examples will clarify this further. In what
were seen as effects from outside, once subject’s husband became

11D, Marsden: op. cil., p. B1.
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a taxi driver, spending quite an amount of time sitting around
awailing customers, particularly at night. Appareatly, it was
possible for the group of taximen o obtain alcohol at any time
during the night and this subject felt that it was joining this
group that started her husband drinking. Bad company, which
probably amounts (o the same thing as the previous examplc,
was given by others as an outside cffect as was an injury to onc
husband's head while still a child plus the fact of his being
illegitimate. The subject who reported this added that her
husband's friends bhought him drink when he had no moncy
and he was drunk almost cvery night. In the other two cascs
the subjects again blamed other people, this time the parents
of the hushand. One subject told us her husband’s mother gave
him stout as a child saying that he would never suffer from
nervous disorders il he took it then, and the other subject said
her hushand was brought to pubs by his father from an carly
age. The last example we will give here is that of a husband
whosc wifc said his environment of poverty, lack of education,
and opportunily caused him to become depressed and to
drink. Shec said he had brains but never got an opportunity to
usc them. He read a great deal, mostly encyclopaddias, and
studied the stars. Subject said he was completely out of place
in his environment and never fitted in. She felt he was frustrated
by lack of opportunity to break out of this poor environment.
Hec also marricd young, which probably exacerbated his
feeling of being trapped.

Examples of thosc who [elt that semething in the marriage
itself, or in the husband’s make up, caused their husbands to
drink cxcessively were, for instance, where one subject said she
fclt the responsibilitics of marriage were too much for her
hushand and that he should never have marricd. This particular
man was also said (o have an inferiority complex and was the
only casc who fcll into the two categorics, being the person
already mentioned whose mother gave him stout as a child.
Another subject felt that her husband started drinking heavily
because of the home situation. The couple had sold their own
house to return to live with subject’s mother and retarded
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brother. "There was constant conflict between the brother and
husband with subject’s mother taking the brother’s part.
Drinking when “things went wrong™ at home was a subject’s
cxplanation. Another said her hushand had an inferiority
complex and drink helped him to overcome this and besides
he enjoyed drinking anyway.

Considering the above, it could be said thaton the problem of
drinking the first main division made by the subjects was that
some¢ madc ¢xcuses or gave reasons for their husbands drinking
while others felt they did not know the reason or that there was
no reason. These last two are different things, it is apprecinted,
but what we arc intending to point up is where a wile tried to
find some justification for the excessive drinking and on the
other hand where she felt there was nonc or was not prepared
to look for any. This may indicate that a better rclationship
existed where a wile songht a reason or perhaps may only
indicate that the problem was notquite as unhearable since she
sought to excuse it. It may also indicate a low level of hostility
towards the husband and a higher degree of understanding.
One could' speculate ¢ndlessly on why some women would find
excuses [or their husbands’ behaviour and others not.

If the relationship of txcessive drinking to problems of
marital association is almost invariably one of muliiple joint
causation and most rarcly onc of direct cause and effect, then
a small majority of our subjects’ marriages could he said to fit
into this category. Also, however, if incbriates cannot give Lo
the relationship what is required and consciously or uncon-
sciously seek dissolution, in our study a trend towards this type
of finding would seem 10 be indicated by the fact that so many
of our descrting husbands were excessive drinkers,

The objections of the wives o their husbands drinking which
they saw as excessive would probably in another country have
ted them to divorce their husbands. Since there is no divorce
{a wvinculo matrimonit) in the Republic of Ireland, it is not
possible for the wives 1o do this so they had not thought aiong
these lines, but it was clear to us that a change of behaviour
was very much desired if not a separation. This docs not in any
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way contradict the previous paragraph but makes the problem
appear as a two-way thing—incbriates cannot form rewarding
relationships and because of this their wives find it difficult to
tolerate them.

Roughly hall of our cascs had drunkeness as a serious
problem. There is then firm cvidence that where there is
cxcessive drinking by the hushand, whether it is cause or eflect,
it is a disruptive factor. It manifests itsclf as one of the major
arcas of conflict in the marriages of our subjects.

Vielence

In marriage the usc of violence can constitute a problem
where it is not expected by the wife. Our questions about the
incidence of violence were aimed at establishing whether or not
this factor was present and if so, was it acceptable to our
subjccts and not problematic.

Komarovsky finds that “physical aggression is more [requent
among the less cducated™ %, Hans Toch assumes that “physical
force is a characteristic personal rcaction, and that it is invoked
by some people with the same consistency thal-persuasion or
retreat, or self-insulation, or humour, or defiance, is.cmployed
by others”.'®

Only one subject reported that her husband was often violent
both to herself and the children. Another subject said her
hushand was often violent towards her and sometimes towards
the children. Some reported occasional violence to both
themsclves and the children while for a smaller number the
situation was frequent violence towards the subject but never
to the children. A similar number reported the husband as being
violent sometimes towards her and never towards the children.
Almost half reported no violence of any sort having taken place
against them in marriage and three-quarters recorded nonc
towards the children. This, taking into account class and
hackground factors, docs scem a large proportion. For our

1%5ce Komarovsky, op. cil., p. 197,

Mijans Toch: Vislent Men: London: Pelican Books, 1972, p. ro.
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subjects violence appears to be a more common occurrence in
those marriages of a shorter duration and its incidence appears
to fall off for those marriages of longer duration (5-8 years)
but rises slightly again in the marriages of g years plus. (See
Table 18).

We thought there might be some association between drink
and violence but there was none. In fact the subject who
reported that her husband was often violent to herself and her
children did not report her husband having a drink problem.
Those who were or were not violent could be found in equal
distribution between those regarded as excessive drinkers and
those without a drinking problem. However, looking at sex and
violence we find that twice as many subjects who reported
some violence in their marriages reported sexual problems than
those with no vielence. This might be explained by the with-
drawal of sexual favours by the wife leading to violence on the
part of the husband. However, on our questionnaire we did not
connect the two and this information was not voluntarily given
s0 we cannot be sure if that is the connection.

One subject admitted to attempting to provoke her husband
to violence and not succeeding. Her object was to have a
charge of assault made against him. It may be that although
our subjects did not say so, some of the husbands were provoked
to violence.

If we take Komarovsky’s point that violence is more frequent
among the less educated, it is not really consistent with our
findings cxcept that violence did actually take place in some
cases. Our group could on the whole be regarded as the “less
cducated” but only a very small number of the men were
violent often. For those who did use violence Toch’s assumption
would seem a likely explanation, even if the violence was a
reaclion to provocation, since any one of the retaliations
mentioned by him could have been used in answer to this.

Our conclusion here is that violence had no major signific-
ance for our subjects. It was a problem for some but not an
insurmountable one. Although not acceptable to the subjects it
was only problematic for a very small number.
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Action Laken by the wife when in difficulty during marriage.

Consultation of Agencies

We were interested in discovering to what agencies our.
respondents would turn in times of marital conflict. We did not
enquire why they went to a particular agency or even whether
they thought it had been of assistance. The reason was that we
felt it would be too subjective an opinion and perhaps based on
whether financial support was given or not or some other
criterion which the agency would not regard as its function.

More than half consulted the Irish Society for the Prevention
of Cruclty to Children—a welfare agency. About half the
subjects sought advice from a pricst or clergyman. Some
consulted relatives; a few the Gardai; and a very small number
contacted a social worker—the subjects said here they would
have done so but there was no one available to them. Others
called on ageneies such as Marriage Guidance Council;
Samaritans and Salvation Army. The balance consulted no-
onc. N

In some cases the subjects commented on the dgencics they
had approached. Most of thosc who consulted the, ISPCC
commented favourably on its operation. When our subjects
asked the advice of a pricst or clergyman most reported the
contact useless. The dissatisfaction here ranged from comments
like “He (the priest) told me I was made to bring souls into the
world and must accept it”’, to subjects who said the pricst they
consulted spoke to their husbands and did try to help but all (o
no avail. Thesc marriages were in dire trouble and yet one-fifth
of the subjects consulted no one. They did not sce any of the
available agencics as being of use to them.,

We then asked the subjects whether or not they had 1aken
their husbands to court and only about one-third said they had,
mostly for cruclty and non-maintenance. Those who had
prosecuted their husbands felt it was a uscless exercise as even
where their husbands had received jail sentences, nothing
changed—in fact the situation was worsc. It scemed that the
action of the wife in taking her hushand to court and his
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subsequent prosecution and possible sentence gave the husband
an cxcuse for his actions. His attitude was that his wife had let
him down, in fact it exacerbated an already poor relationship.
On the other hand, one or two husbands behaved well for a
while after the Court appearance but very soon reverted to
their original objectionable behaviour. A number discussed
lcgal separation. About hall of those who discussed it said they
felt it was too expensive to pursue while the balance said either
their hushands would not agree or laughed at them when they
suggested a legal separation.

Our subjects did not for the most part consult agencies to
repair their marriages. They only did so when the rupture was
scrious and very little could have been done anyway. This
tallies with the view of the Marriage Counselling Services that
their chicnts come mostly from the middle classes and they are
not yet seen as of value or approachable by the working classes.
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SECTION 1V
After Desertion

aving examined the “Before” and “During” marriage

periods, we now turn to the time after desertion and first
consider the demographic aspects of this phase in our subjects’
lives.

Present Age, Age at Marriage and Duration of Marriage

The first part of the factual data here is covered by Tables g
and 10, which givc the present age by age at marriage of both
husbands and wives. These factors are important to note since
they provide information on the likelihood of the presence of
dependent children in the home, and also the length of time
during which a wilc will have to provide for herself and her
children. They are also nccessary if one wishes to calculate the
financial dependency of the deserted wife on statutory\bcncﬁls,
should thesc be her means of support. The associated question
of duration of marriage will indicate the time at which the
breakdown in the marriage occurred; the year or years when
the problems became insurmountable, at least for onc of the
partics, and the response to the crisis had been desertion. In
this section we shall confine ourselves to establishing present
age, age at dcsertion and duration of marriage, without
associating them with, for instance, the existence of dependent
children, which we shall consider later. When calculating the
duration of the marriages of oursubjects we took account of the
high degree of recidivism and the problem of calculating exact
dates, and decided to take separation date as the date of the
first descrtion.

Zukerman, Chicl Counsel and Executive Secrctary of the
National Desertion Burcau of New York, studied the ages,
religious belicfs, race and length of marriage of deserting
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husbands.'** He then checked his findings with a study carried
out in 1904 by the Charity Organisation Society of New York,
of 574 cases handled by twenty-six agencies throughout the
country and also with another by Charles Zunser of 423 cases
handled in 1926 by the National Desertion Bureau. Zukerman’s
own study was a review of 400 applications for service made to
the National Desertion Burcau in the first few months of 1g49.
He found that in all these studies the majority of desertions
took place with husbands aged g5 years or less. However, the
next ten years were still what might be termed “critical”.
Another study by Baber suggests that the median age at
desertion is 33 and that two-thirds of desertions occur in the
first ten years of marriage.1?3

On the duration of marriage Chester writes: “The stability
of a marriage is best measured by its endurance and the
cessation of co-habitation is the most significant step in its
breakdown.”'® He criticises the reliance on legal durations,
which he says misrepresent the facts about marital disruption.
Gathering information from the Magistrates Courts of England
and Walés, he found that scparations reached their peak in the
third year of marriage, some two years before the peak of
divorces. Almost 4o per cent of the marriages studied were
cflectively ended in the first quinquennium. Other studics
supporting the theory ‘that the first five years is the critical
period and the period when marriages arc most likely to break
up, arc those of Mowrer in Chicago and Pattcrson in Phila-
delphia.’?s Mowrer's figure was 47 per cent of couples at the
Chicago Court of Domestic Relations living together for less
than five years and Patterson’s was 45 per cent, for cases
brought into the Domestic Relations Division of the Municipal
Court of Philadelphia.

#lacob T. Zukerman: “A Socio-Legal Approach to Family Desertion”.
Marriage and Family Living, Vol. X11, No. 3, Summer, 1950.

18Ray E. Baber: Marriage ond the Family, New York. McGraw Hill Book
Company, 1953, PP- 493/4- . ) ) )

WRobert Chester: "Current Incidence and trends in marital breakdown ™
Postgraduate Medical Journal, {Sept., 1972) 48, 529-541.

IBE. W. Mowrer: Family Disorganisation, University of Chicago Press, 1927,
and S. M. Patterson, op. cit.

3
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The 1967 study of Landis and Landis of three groups of
marriages (581 murried couples, 155 couples undergoing
counsclling, and 164 diverced pcople) found that the most
scrious stress situations tended to occur in the first five years of
marriage.'*”

The mean present ages ol our subjects are: Husbands 39-7
years and Wives 37-9. Tables 13 and 14 give present age by age
at desertion, showing that for both husbands and wives the
ages of desertion arc mainly concentrated in the 25-34 age
group. The mean ages at desertion arc 31-2 years in the case of
husbands and 293 in that of the wives. More than three-
quarters of the husbands were under thirty-four years of age
at the time the desertion took place.

The pcak of the desertions in our study was reached at four
ycars of marriage (sce Figure 1), and seventeen of the marriages
ended in the first five years. Thirty-three out of the forty
marriages studied had ended in the first ten ycars.

It is interesting that although our sample is non-statistical,
yct on age at desertion, our findings arc in agreemeqt with those
of Zukerman and Baber, the younger age groups and shorter
duration of marriage heing slightly more pronounced or our
group. Also, in that ncarly onc-quarter of our subjects separated
lefore the fourth anniversary and 40 per cent of the marriages
had broken up in the first five years, our results scem to show
the same trends as the findings of Chester, Mowrer and
Patterson already mentioned. This result would also be in
line with the Landis’s stress years conclusion. The carly years ol
our subjects’ marriages were therefore vital and they did not
survive this critical period.

Sources of Income

The present sources of income were recorded to discover the
means of support of the respondents: the total amount of their
weekly income and whether in view of this they would be
considered “poor’’.

One-parent families are far more apt to be poor than other

[, T. Landis and M. G. Landis: ap. cit., pp. 295/6.
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familics as studies in the US have shown. For instance, Hadden
and Borgatta quote Chilman and Sussman: “Two and a
quarter million families in the United States today are com-
posed ol a mother and her children. They represent only onc-
twelfth of all families with children but make up more than a
fourth of all that arc classed as poor.”!'*" Rodman asked the
question—what does a woman do when she has children by a
man and he leaves her? The separation may selve the man’s
financial problem il that was why he left but what about the
woman left with the children?'2® In Trinidad, which was
Rodman’s ficld of study, there is a child-shifting pattern which
provides a solution to the problem. The woman can turn the
carc of the children over to a [emale relative while she takes on
the job of minding them financially. This child-shifting
pattern serves the function ol “sociological fatherhood’ by
permitting  the  redistribution of children into houscholds
where they can be taken care of while the mother works. This
is, of course, an cxtension from the days of slavery when the
master was the *‘sociological father” and the mother was
dependent “an the system of slavery rather than upon the
child’s biological father.

Renne finds that divorced women are less likely 1o indicate
poor hecalth than unhappily married or separatcd women of the
same age.!® She goes on to say that marriage was associated
with better health only when the relationship was satisfactory
to the respondent. These findings were on a probability samplc
of 4,452 households in Alemanda County, California,

Eckelaar comments on the seeming contradiction that in
Britain a woman who fails 10 obtain a maintenance order
against her husband and relics on supplementary benefits is in

127] K. Hadden and M. L. Borgaua (cds.), Marriage .and the Family, 1969
1ilinois. Peacock, p. 536. See also Paul Glasser and Elizabeth Navarre: “Structural
Problems of One-Parent Family™. J. Ross Eshleman (ed.}, Perspectives in Marriage
and the Family. Boston: Allyn & Bacon, 1969, p. 655.

1 yman Rodman: Lower Class Families. New York: Oxford University Press,
1971, p. 183.

1K aren S. Renne. *“Health and Marital Experience in an Urban Population™.
Fournal of Marriage and the Family, Vol. 33, No. 2, May, 1971,
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a better position than her counterpart who is in receipt of a
marginally adequate maintenance payment. State bencfits are
simpler to collect and more certain.'® Glasser and Navarre
feel that the probability of lower income and lower occupational
status for the female headed houschold are likely to lower the
family’s social position in a socicly which bases social status
primarily upon these variables.'®!

OF our respondents, over half were receiving the Deserted
Wifc's Allowance, some were receiving Home Assistance and
some were cmployed. In addition to the Deserted Wife's
Allowance or Home Assistance, a number were given financial
help by volintary bodies such as the St. Vincent dc Paul
Socicty.

Average income per week amounted to Li11-61 for the
Deserted Wifc with 343 children.* Nothing has been written
about the cffect of recciving a bare minimum income from
several different sources. It is appreciated that a number of
peoplc receive incomes from different sources, but it is rather
diffcrent when onc is cntircly dependent on {cceiving an
amount of, say, £1 per weck from a voluntary organisation to
supplement an income of £5 per weeck from Home Adistance.
This Home Assistance payment has to be requested each weck
and some of our informants had also to accept moncy from
rclatives who were not very well off themselves. This depend-
ency was mentioned as a source of constant embarrassment. A
few of the subjects actually lived with relatives, cither parents
or sisters. This mcant that their income did not have to cover
rent as well as food. They were, however, a minority and most
of our subjects had to bear all the expenses of a home from
their income. Tt was not surprising then when we asked about
the type of food our subjects ate, very few had meat or
vegetables at any kind of regular intervals. Some sausages or
mince at the weekends was the most the family could afford
with potatocs and bread during the weck, and cggs occasionally.

139 Eckelaar, op. cit., p. 131.
1Pyl Glasser and Elizabeth Navarre: of. ¢if.
*This ix a 1972 hgure.
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Again those who lived with relatives were a great deal better
off. In spite of this, a number of the respondents remarked that
théir health had improved somewhat since the desertion because
ol the lack of tension in the home, There were others however,
who were actually hungry because their outgoings were higher
than their income could support. The one advantage was that
the income was regular and sure, although it was barely
adequate.

A comparison of our findings and those of the studies
mentioned, shows that, in terms of actual income coming into
the family, our informants were now poorcer since their husbands
hiad heen in occupation class 5 and in some cases in constant
cmployment. Those dependent on statutory benefits, cither
Deserted Wile’s Allowance or Home Assistance, had an income
well below their hushands. The respondents who were employed
were slightly better off, but yet not as well off as when their
hushbands had been supporting. The majority of our subjects
did not use Rodman’s solution of child shifting, as even those
living with relatives ook care of the children themselves. It
mnust he said, however, that most of the relatives were too old to
take care of a number of young children or were ecmployed
themselves. The idea of a redistribution of the children into
different houscholds 1o cnable the mother to work was not an
attractive onc (o our subjects and they have found it difficult
and even guilt provoking to turn their children over to
another’s carc. Healthwise, although there was less tension,
food was of poor quality and scarce so that overall general
heatth was not as good as it had been. None of our informants
were receiving maintenance from their husbands but even so,
those receiving statutory benefits stressed the advantage of a
regular and surc weckly income, as had the wives in Britain
that Eckelaar had mentioned.

The majority of our group were at the lower end of the
income scale, which is wherc onec-parent families are most
likely to be. They had been financially better off when their
husbands were supporting them, but a large number were only
recciving sporadic support for a number of years before the
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desertion took place, so the regular payments they now
reccived meant a gread deal to them, in spite of the fact that
they were small. Those who were recciving Home Assistance
(cither because they had been divorced by their hushands and
were thercfore at the time of interview not entitled to the
Descried Wile's Allowance, or their hushband had returned
and descrted again, therechy making it necessary for them to go
through the six month probattonary period once more)*
spoke of the humiliation of having to request payment cach weck
at the Home Assistance Office where there was little privacy
and occasionally rudeness from the officer in charge. Some
subjects however, spoke of the courtesy and helpfulness of other
Home Assistance officers. Because of low income the quality
and quantity of food was poor. Those who would be considered
middle class in the group were relatively better off than their
working class counterparts, but were relatively poorer than
they had been when their husbands were supporting. These
women were among those employed. There is then a definite
drop in income and general standard of living for the deserted
woman.

~

~

Children

The cffects of the descrtion by their father on the children of
our subjccts were not studicd in any great detail, since we were
concerned primarily with the subjects themselves. We did,
however, enquire whether or not any of the children had had
to attend Child Guidance Clinics, had appeared in Court
cither on charges or for non-attendance at school, as a result of
the desertion. This information would signify whether or nat
desertion affects children adverscly indicated by anti-social or
disturbed behaviour,

Considering some of the rescarch that has been done in the
arca of the correlation of juvenile delinquency and the broken
home, the Gluecks found that broken homes contribute more

*See previous refcrence to the recent change in the Jaw in respect of women
divorced by their hushands in another state.
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than their share to the problem of juvenile delinquency.!3?
Using matched samples of delinquent and non-delinquent
youngsters the result was that g per cent of the delinquents,
but ouly 6 per cent of the non-delinguents had divoreced
parenis. However, homes where one parent had been widowed
or where the parents had separated contributed even more
significantly 1o the ranks of the delinquents. The effect on the
child is one of the main points argued by those who oppose
divorce and those who hold it should be permitted. Instances
ol the point of view that the child's welfare will suffer if the
[nily is broken up can be defended as can the other view
wlhiich says that the persistence of division and quarrelling can
do a child greater harm than bringing the marriage to an end
as already indicated. Nye brought evidence to show that there
is less maladjustment among adolescents from broken homes
than from unbroken homes which are unhappy.'®® Sicigman
points out that deserted children have their own problems.134
They feel inferior to the other children in the neighbourhood
hecause 111cy have no [ather. Some feel a great loss in their
father’s abdence hecause they have becn very close to him.
“The serious psychological consequences for a child who does
not have a father to love, imitate, and be loved by, are too well
established to require discussion here. The difficulties en-
countered by the child who thus loses his opportunity of working
out the oedipal conflict in a satisfactory manncr may subse-
quently appear as behaviour problems or neurotic symptoms.”

In contrasting the citects ol desertion and divorce, Kephart
argues that, in some ways, desertion s more prejudicial to the
interests of children than divoree.'3® Divorcees are free to
remarry so ¢lleets on children may be only temporary while
descrted wives cannot remarry unless they procure a divoree.

MGheldon Glueck and Eleanor Glueck: Unravelling Juvenife Delinguency. New
York, The Commonwealth Fund 1951.

13F. lvan Nye: “Adalescent—Farent Adjustment: Age, Sex, Sibling Number,
Broken Homes and Employed Mothers as Variables”, Marriage and Family Living,
14 November, tgs2, PP. 327-32.

¥ Joseph Steigman, “The Deserted Family”, Social Casework, April, 1957, p. 1.

13%Wm. M. Kephart: The Family, Society and the Individual. Boston: Houghton,
Mifllin Company, 1961, p. 506,
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This is not always possible sincc many deserters return and
desert again many timgs, so the cflfects on the children are
likely to be long-term. With divorce there is no fear of the
return of the hushband at any time and of his departure again.
Although we arc not really concerned here with divoree it is
also interesting to note that in Kephart's Philadelphia study, a
much larger proportion of descrtions than divorces involved
minor children—more than 75 per cent of desertion cases
compared with §7 per cent of divorce cascs. When only minor
children were considered, the average number of minor
children per desertion was substantially higher than the
average number per divorce.

Another disadvantage shared by all the children of onc
parcnt familics is that referred to by Glasser and Navarre, that
the child can only have a relatively undistorted channel of
communication if both parents arc present. “Whatever the
intercsts, values, and opinions of the remaining parent, the loss
of a parent of onc sex produces a structural distortion in the
communmications between the child and the adult world and,
since such communication is a factor in the development of the
self-image of social skills, and of the image of, the totaf‘socicty,
the totality of the child’s possible development is also dis-
torted.” '8

About onc-third of our subjccts reported having had children
appear in Court, or attend Child Guidance Clinics. However,
when we look closer at this number, only one child, a youth of
sixtcen, had appeared in Court on a charge—the stealing of a
motor car, and only three subjecets reported that their children
had to attend Child Guidance Clinics as a result of the dis-
turbance in thc home. The others who attended Child Guidance
Clinics were slow learners, cpileptics and mildly mentally
handicapped children.

We did, however, check the mean age of the children in our
study and found that it was 10'4 years. It may well be that a
great number of our children are not yet old enough to manifcst
dclinquent behaviour. If we take attendance at Child Guidance

1#Paul Glasser and Flizabeth Navarre: mp. cit.
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Clinics as an indicator of disturbance, very few have so far
shown signs of disturbance. The eflects on a child of a broken
home may have becen unduly emphasised, since continuous
quarrels and tensions affect a child just as unfavourably as the
separation of parents. Some of our subjects remarked on this
point, saying that the children were afraid of their fathers and
some were glad he had gone. Steigman’s thesis that deserled
children do not have the opportunity to work out their oedipal
conflict in a sausfactory manner would also apply to the
children of widows or divorcees who do not remarry, so
deserted children are not in a special position. In that desertion
brings stress because of its uncertainty and lack of legal
provisions, we can only agree with Kephart's findings that the
intcrests of children arc less well served by desertion than
divorce, but we have no evidence to support this theory.
The children of our subjects were not manifesting any
delinquent behaviour, and were not showing signs of disturb-
ance. As was pointed out, howcver, this may well be due to
age. Fhe impression was not given by the subjects that the
children ad suffered unduly by the desertion of their father,
except in mategial ways. As referred to in the sources of income
section, some husbands had not been supporting their families
for some time prior to the desertion anyway,so that even in
material ways, the children were not suffering more by the
descrtion than they had before it. It may be that if the children
arc disturbed by the breakdown of their parents’ marriage,
this will not become obvious until their own marriages, as is
evidenced by the number of deserters who came from disturbed
homes themselves, a topic which has already been discussed.

Circumstances of the Desertion

We asked about the circumstances of the desceriion as we
thought it possible that our subjects might be the wives of
emigrants who had just lost touch with them. We also envisaged
that the relatonship might have been one of continuous
conflict ending in flight by the husband. Again there could
have been a crisis in the husband’s affairs, of which the wifle
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was not even aware, but which could have precipitated a
sudden departure without cxplanation. The answers here
would go to make up a picturc of the desertion, what led up to
it and how it actually happened.

We found no studies which rcferred to the actual circum-
stances in which desertion takes place in the sensc we were
examining here. Marsden only mentions that in some cases the
hushand leaves his wife and in others he is evicted by her.???
Eckelaar defined the various kinds of desertion but goes no
further.'® Dominion deseribes the kind of situation where one
or other spousc makes an effort over many ycars to obtain
from the relationship what is necded, all without avail. It may
be tolerated for a long time for the sake of children, religious
or other motives but cventually an unbearable situation is
rcached after years of aridity and one party simply decides to
go. This is a general comment, however, and not based on any
study undcrtaken.!®

Analysing the circumstances ol the descrtions of our subjccts
over halfl recport an amount of scrious conﬂlct and warning
before the actual desertion. Quarrels and threats of descrtion
were numerous in this group. Those who said theirMjusbands
had lcft suddenly without trace or apparent warning, realised
after the desertion that they had ignored indications of the
coming breakup, such as their hushands staying away nights
or rumours of having girl friends, or going dancing alone, and
had been taken by surprise when the desertion took place.
Emigrant desertion, as defined by us, accounted for only one
casc and here there was warning of the impending breakup.

Our informants did not really think beforchand of the
consequences of desertion. The threats seemed to he just part
of the general conflict in the home and as we said previously
some subjects were relicved when the breakup finally came.
There was a fear of rcturn of the husband in some cases and a
hope for his rcturn in others. We shall discuss these points

WD, Marsden: op. cif.
113)ohn Ecklelaar: op. at.
3] Dominion: ap. cil.
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further later. Most of the circumstances of the descrtions
pointed to a breakdown of the relationship prior to the
desertion.

Kin Support

The importance of kin is too wide an arca to be explored
here but one question was asked on kin contact and assistance
to the deserted wife to sec in how many cases members of the
family or near relatives assisted. In a large majority of cases the
wile’s own family were in contact and helped. This assistance
was not always financial but was supportive, i.c. visiting and
keeping in contact gencrally. Not quite half of the husband’s
kin were in touch with the wile and a number of them were
regarded as being of assistance or support. As was said when
discussing subjects’ income, a high proportion stated they would
be in a very difficult position without the financial support and
accommodation provided by their own families. This was true
of the husbands’ families also but to a much lesser extent.

~

AN
Accommodation

Having discussed the influence of accommodation on the
quality of marriage in the previous section, we were interested
to know 1if our subjects had changed accommodation since the
desertion and if so, why? The picture of the deserted wife
living in utterly squalid conditions is the one which usually
comes to mind. We found that over half our subjects had
changed accommodation. Some did so to be necar relatives
and others obtained Gorporation flats with which they were
very pleased. There was one c¢xception here—a subject who
had been living in a private house and whose present flat was
much less desirable. This scemed to be the only example of the
lowering in status of accommodation. Overall, the picture of
squalid accommodation condittons did not ¢merge for our
group and there were few complaints. This is not 10 say that
there was no necd of improvement, particularly in the social
amenities of the areas in which our subjects were living. What
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we are saying is that the subjects did not raise accommodation
as an issue of importance or a problem to them.

Social Life

The problem of being a solitary parent, particularly a lemale
parcnt, manifests itsell in a socicty like Ircland which bases
most of its social activitics on couples and where community
sanctions on the behaviour of a lone woman can be strict. The
fecling of being a “fifth wheel” on social occasions presents
itsell for any of the categorics of women, widowed, separated or
singlc. Thosc widowed and scparated emphasise, however, that
having been part of a couple, it is much more difficult to
become a single entity again and the problem is more keenly
felt by them.

Onc or two studies rcfer to this problem. Glasser and
Navarre find that ““. . . the solitary parent is likely to be
limited in the social ties that are normal channels of communica-
tion” and “Social activities, parties, visits to kin, recreational
activitics, and child-rearing advice arc all geared to the
married pair.”"® Landis and Landis refer to the necessity for
creating a satisfactory social life in a society organised on the
basis of couples.!4!

Almost three-quarters of our subjects did make some effort
to go out, but thc outings werc mostly to visit kin. Other
activities engaged in on a small scale, included bingo, classcs,
theatre, films, fashion shows, parish activitics, children’s play
groups and clubs. None of these required a male companion.
The subjects did complain, however, about the “filth wheel”
fecling when going out with members of their familics,
particularly marricd members. Only four subjccts reported
having a male friecnd and only onc of this number was
cohabiting. Some rcported not wishing to go out with mcn
because of what the neighbours might say. Those subjects who
said they ncver went out socially, even with women friends,
were either too poor or too depressed to do so.

WoPaul Glasser and Elizabeth Navarre: op. ci,
J T, Tandis and M. G. Landis: op. cit,
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Our subjects arc comparable to those to which earlier
studics refer, in that they now find themselves on their own and
no longer part of a couple. As a couple there was no difficulty
for them in going out, but they were now at a loss in the
activitics which centred around couples.

Although our subjects complained about this aspect of their
present life, if we look at their social life during their marriage,
we do not find a great deal of socialising as a couple. It is,
however, more the fecling of the presence of the husband that
is important and the fact of being regarded as part of a couple.
When they visit kin or go out socially now, they feel at a loss
since all the other women are accompanied by men. On these
occasions at least, up to the time of the desertion, their hushands’
physical presence was there, even il it was merely a physical
presence.

Desire for Remarriage

It was stated in the earlier part of the study that desertion
does not confer the right to remarry but that the deserter may
wish to requarry and choose this particular means of separation
to do so. The deserted wile, with whom the study is concerned,
is not in a position, however, to remarry, and to try to do so
would prove very difficult indeed in Ireland. Hampered as she
is in most cases by the presence of young children, her mobility
is limited as are her opportunities for meeting a suitable
partner. In nearly all the cascs, the subject was known as a
marricd woman in her neighbourhood and whether this
information included the knowledge of the desertion or not,
she did not regard herselfl as a widow or single nor was she so
regarded. In some cases the subjects mentioned a kind of
biological loyalty to the man by whom they had their children,
cven though he had deserted them. Even in such cases as where
a woman has been divorced by her husband, Church law
forbids remarriage while civil law allows it. And if her marriage
is annulled by Church law, civil law will prevent her re-
marrying. While being aware of these limitations on remarriage,
it was nevertheless thought useful to ask a question about the
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leelings of the respondent in the cvent of her having an
opportunity to remarry,

Over half of the respondents gave a very definite “No™ to
the question of remarringe. Most were quite emphatic and some
were bitter about their experiences. They [elt comlortable and
screne as they arc now. It is interesting to speculate whether or
not a remark macde by one of the deserting husbands to his
wife, when he returned on one occasion to find her in a beautiful
new flat with her children, could be true and applicable o
those wives who are happicr in some ways now that their
husbands have gone. The remark was “Oh, you are happy
now, you have what you wanted, a home and children’. This
“nesting” desire, with the exclusion ol the husband when he
had served his purposc of providing the children, may well
have been the real reason for the desertion in these cases. This
is speculation and would require further study.

Or those who said they would consider remarriage, this
would be conditional en mecting a man prepared to take care
of them and their children. .

Having asked this question about desire for refmarriage and
having found that about two-filths of our subjects werg willing
to consider the praspect, it was then decided to sce whether or
not therc were any differences in the marrtages of thosc who
wished to remarry and those who did not. Firstly, the number
of adverse factors were listed. Adverse factors were looscly
defined as problems present, seen by the subject and the
investigator, for example, drink, violence, sex, expectations not
rcalised, etc. The incidence of these problems is given in Table
15. The Table following (Table 16) gives the number of factors
for thosc dcesiring to remarry and thosc not wishing to do so.
It can be seen that there were more adverse factors present in
the marriages of those who wished to remarry. Following on
the table, however, when present age is checked, the mean age
of those who wished to remarry is thirty-four years and of
those not desiring remarriage is forty-one. Therefore age may
be more important than the experiences of marriage. An
explanation for thc differences in the reporting of adverse

110




factors, (since the mcan number of years since desertion for
those desiring remarriage is 6-g while for those not wishing to
remarry is 8-9) may be that because of the shorter time since
desertion, those wishing to remarry remember more of their
marriage and the factors involved than those deserted for a
longer period.

Continuing to contrast these two groups the mean age at
marriage of thosc who did not wish to remarry was older
(24 ycars) than those who wished o remarry (21 years).

We thought perhaps the number of children a woman had
might deter her from thoughts of remarrtage but the means are
3-06 children for those who wished to remarry and 356 for
those who did not, so there is no great difference there. Age at
desertion was considered and the means were 27 for those
desiring remarriage and 31 for those not.

Those subjects then who wished to remarry were younger at
their marriage, are younger now, are deserted for a shorter
period, were deserted at a younger age, and had more adverse
factors present in their marriages. In spite of their experiences
they may seg marriage more as dependent on the person they
marry and that they therefore made a wrong choice on the
first occasion bul would not do so again. This is in contrast to
those who did not wish to remarry who may sce marriage as
always being an unhappy situation for them, irrespective of
whom they might marry. Table 16 and 17 gives some details
on thesc points.

Knowledge of Husband's Whereabouts and Efforts to Contact Him

Because we stated carlier that the deserter would probably
wish to go somecwhere his identity was unknown, we were
interested in discovering how many of our subjects actually
know the present whercabouts of their husbands, and connected
to this what eflorts they have made to contact them.

About five-cights have no idea or only a vague idea of where
their husbands arc but over thrce-quarters have made cfforts
to contact them. Of the minority who do know where their
husbands are, two arc in prison; one hushand has recently
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died; the remainder are in various other locations in Dublin.
Those who have a vague idea believe their husbands to be
somewhere in England, the US, Canada and Australia.

Those who tried to contact their hushands used the channcls
of ISPCC, Salvation Army, and the Gardai, mostly without
success. Lack of success was not duc to the incfliciency of the
agency but to the fact that the deserter had wished to disappear
and it was possible for him to do so.

Desire for Reunion

Our subjccts were questioned on whether or not they would
like their hushand to rcturn to them. Apart from the yearly
public cost in support to wives deserted by their husbands
there ts also the emotional tic between husband and wife to
consider. I this had been strong before desertion, wives would
be more likely to dcsire rcunion, so again we could have a
measurc of the quality of the marital relationship prior to
desertion.

Greenleigh Associates Inc. found in their study of the aid to
dependent children programme in Illinois that “unlike the
fceling within the family itself, the fecling toward th&\absent
father was generally hostile or indifferent. In less than 20 per
cent of the cases where there was an absent [ather was he
mentioned with any positive feeling. In only 15 per cent of the
cascs had the father made an cffort to return. The case analyst
felt the possibility of reuniting the family was unlikely in all but
4'5 per cent of the familics.’’ 142

Goode, writing on marital stability, quotes the comments of
some of his respondents about their husbands “What's the good
of having a husband if he won’t support you?”" and “When [
saw that he wasn’t interested in his home any more T decided
he was no good.”’ 143

M1Greenleigh Associates, Inc., “A Study of the Aid to Dependent Children
Program of Cook County, lllinois,” in Fowler V. Harper and Jerome H. Skolnick,
Problems of the Family, New York: The Bobbs-Merrill Company, Inc.. 1962, pp.
286-2913.

19%William J. Goode: “Economic Factors and Marital Stability”™. American
Sociological Reviews. December, 1951, Valume 16, No. 6, p. 8og.
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A very large majority in our group had no desire to take their
husbands back. One-third of these mentioned the children as
the reason for not wanting their husbands to return, saying
that the most difficult part of marriage, for example, child-
rearing, was now over; that the hushand’s undependability was
bad for the children; that there was another family by another
woman involved; that subject hated her husband for leaving
his children and so on.

Onc subject whose hushand is in prison will not take him
back as she says he continually promises to stop drinking
and behave as she fecls he should but he never keeps his
promises. Another subject, whose husband went to work in
England and became involved in a relationship with a woman
there, would not now take him back. A subject who did try to
restore the marriage found the situation impossible. Her
husband had deserted her many times and the relationship has
completely broken down. There is a case where the husband
wants to return but his wife fcels she can no longer accept him
back, and in contrast another where a hushand who deserted
now comes\and gocs daily in the house, never supports but
expects to receiye his meals and returns to another woman'’s
house where he spends the rest of the time. The subjects in this
group invariably felt a reunion was pointless, that any emotion
they had felt had been killed and there was no impetus to try
again.

Where the wife 1s prepared to take her husband back, which
is in a minority of cascs—one subject, whose husband is in
prison, is now awaiting his rclease and is keeping in touch
with him. He descrted and then wrote o her from prison alter
his committal there. Another subject, who is prepared to take
her husband back, has not heard from him since he went to
England having committed a violent robbery. The balance of
the subjects are in touch with their husbands now and hope
that they will return, or are still hoping they will return
although their whereabouts are unknown. There were a lew
subjects who were not quite surc about their reaction to this
question and had not made up their minds definitely.
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The desire for reumion with the husband did not seem to
rclate todesire for remarriage, as roughly the same proportion
of those who did lavour reunion did, or did not, desire to
rcmnrry Zlﬂy\\'ﬂy. .

We came across the same hostility and indifference as did the
investigators in the Greenleigh study. However, there was a
higher proportion of women in our study who mentioned
their husband with a positive fecling. We do not know in how
many cascs the hushand made an ¢fTort to return, but lor our
group we would be in agreement with the small percentage
quoted by the case analyst of those familics likely to be united.
We hold this vicw because even where the wives desired reunion,
it was highly unlikecly to take place except in a tiny minority
of cases. The wives hoped their hushands would return but
this hope was not based on any reliable grounds.

We found Goodc’s quotcs very similar to vicws expressed by
our subjccts when asked would they be prepared to take their
hushands back. Such comments arc evidence of the hostility
or indifference with which the husbands are now regarded.

The conclusion here must be that in a large majority of our
cases the marital relationship had completely brok®n down
prior to the desertion. In most cases the husbands have no
desire to return, nor have their wives any desire (o sce them
come bhack.

Canses of Deserlion

As we stated at the outset of this study we were intercsted in
the causes of desertion. Here we have deserted wives telling us
what they regarded as the cause of their desertion.

There was not a great deal of analytical thought given by
our subjects to the causes of the descrtion. This is casy to under-
stand since being so closcly involved it would be difficult to sec
clearly what was happening and how and why. Apart from
this, our subjects did not have the sophistication to analysc
thcir situation during their marriage or since their desertion,
There were exceptions to this, of course. One subject who was
¢uite clear now that the changes in her husband’s jobh—his
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promotion and general life-style had been responsible for the
descrtion. This respondent reported that she had not kept pace
with the changes and he subsequently became involved with a
woman at his place of work. The reason only became clear a
long time after the desertion, and blame was apportioned
cqually between herself and her husband by this subject.

“It is not casy to determine in any given case just what
caused the break-up, just what faclors and motivations were
most conducive to the end result. Especially in descrtion cases
is this true, because in most instances the family difficulty
comcs to the attention ol a social agency only after the schism
has heen created, . .. To get at the real cause in any given
situation requires the most careful analyses and evaluation of
the psychological and social clements.”’ 144

Dorothy O'Rourke having studied fifty family deserters in
Philadclphia came to a similar conclusion as Zukerman *¢, | .
desertion cannot be explained by any one predominating causc.
Sexual dissatisfuctions and uncmployment do rank high as
coutributing factors, but it is impossible o say whether even
these are Taasic or whether they themselves are the result of
other factors™. 4%

Marital cohésivencss and dissolution arc discussed by
Levinger and he introduces an clementary framework for
integrating the determinants of marital durability and divorce.
The framework is based on mercely two components—attrac-
tions toward or repulsions from a relationship, and barriers
against its dissolution.'® The former correspond (o Lewin’s
concept of “driving forces™, which are said to drive a person
toward a positively valent ohject or away from a negatively
valent one. The latter correspond to Lewin's concept of
“restraining {orces”, which act to restrain a person from leaving
any particular relationship or situation. 47

"acoh T. Zukerman, “A Socio-Legal Approach to Family Desertion',
Marrtage and Family Living. Vol. X111, No. 4, p. 84.

"“Dorothy O'Rourke: “Fifty Family Descrters”, Smith College Studics in Social
Wark, Volume 1, Number 4, Junc 1g3:.

"*George Levinger: “Marital Cohesiveness and Dissolution: An Integrative

Review". Journal of Marriage and the Family. Volume 27, No. 1, February, 196s.
WKurt Lewin: Field Theory in Social Science, New York: Harper, 1951, p. 259,
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Thomas speaking ol marital failure, would not always dismiss
drink and infidelity as mere symptoms. He explains his reason
as that this is a superficial view which ignores the important
fact that adjustment in marriage is a process, based on the
intimate, continued interaction of partners within a more or
less clearly delined framework of mutual expectations and
goals, Partners may become involved in an “affair™ or start
drinking for any onc of @ number of reasons, but once this
happens, the whole intricatc web of marital interaction is
radically modified. The resulting tension and stress tend to
further promote the deviant action of the offender and the
disintegrating reaction of the spousc.'®

Landis and Landis say that it is safe to assume that in all
marriages, diflerences of opinion and potential conflict situa-
tions will arisc in onc or morc of the arcas requiring agrecment
or co-operation. This is normal. They go on to say that the
quality of the couple’s overall relationship will be determined
by their ways of mceting these situations. How potential
conflict situations arc resolved and how soon they are resolved
are fundamental to the happiness of the marriage partners,'4®
There is not a case history cited in Komarovsky's booRwhich
docs not suggest psychological factors involved in marital
strain.!50 '

These studics do not give us the subjective views of cither
party in a marriage but consider the causes of marital break-
down from the overall view of the author from his material.
We will, firstly, discuss the views of our subjects in relation to
these studies and then take an objective view of what we
discovered as the adverse factors present in the marriages we
had examined.

A number of our subjects mentioned another woman as
heing directly responsible for their hushand’s desertion. In
some cases the subjects saw the adultery as their fault for not
having accompanicd their husbands on outings when asked

"*John L. Thomas: op. cil., p. 533
] I, Landis and M. G. Lands, op. cit., pp. 277/8.
180, Komarovsky, op. cil., p. 343/4-
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ut in other cascs the subject said her hushand had met some-
onc else and she did not know why this had happened. A small
minority stated they quite simply had no idea why their
husband deserted, while a smaller number cited irresponsibility
on their husbands’ part. A few subjects said their husbands were
“loncrs” and should never have married. Unsuitable employ-
ment was mentioncd by the same number. Only two subjects
mentioned drink as being the direct cause although as will be
seen later, it figures prominently as a problem.

The balance of the causes instanced by our subjects were
sellishness and indifference; a separation after marriage for a
while; hushand’s parents separated; incompatibility and finally
non-support.

Our respondents were inclined to isolate one factor as being
actually responsible for the break-up of their marriages and the
subsequent descrtions. As we mentioned already, there was not
a greal deal of thought given to the working out of causes.
Anyway as Zukerman points out it takes the most careful

“unalysis and evaluation of the psychological and social elements
o discovex the real cause especially in desertion cases. The
causes which many of our subjects chose were probably the
most sympathetic ones as far as they were concerned. For
instance, the husband’s excessive drinking, (although Thomas
is carcful to point out a’warning against regarding it merely as
a symptom) shows the wife as a victim of a problem which she
cannot control, although the real reason may he some frustra-
tion which causes the husband to drink to excess. Citing
excessive drinking by the husband, however, puts the wife in a
mare favourable light. If she truly saw this as the cause, then of
course it would be 2 Mact to her, however subjective a view it
might be.

The basis on which [actors such as drink or violence were
rated as problems were sometimes more feelings than fact. For
instance, a man might drink very little and yet because of the
wife’s attitude to drinking, it might constitute 2 problem. The
fact that he drank at all was the divisive and conflict element
in the marriage. It might be noted here, of course, that an
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intolerance of this sort probably dicates a low threshold ol
tolerance on the wil’s part and it may be that this personality
factor would be the strongest clement leading to the break-
down and the hushand’s drinking only a foil to set it off.

The same kind of lactors emerge in the American and
British studics as in ours, namcly drink, adultery, scxual
problems and lack of communication as being causes for
breakdown or descruion.

Turning to our own analysis of the causcs of desertion for
our subjects, it was thought uscfu! first to note the adverse
factors and comparc them with the duration of marriage to scc
il the factors change in the years. No question of order of
importance of [actors was asked so our analysis is bascd on the
order of incidence rather than any scale the subjects might have
given us. Having said this and since this study is ol an explora-
tory nature, a further study might usefully try to establish a
scale of order of importance based on the.incidence as found in
this study.

We will not differentiate between factors which might also be
regarded as symptoms of other problems and™ not direct
causes in themsclves, for example, drinking or gambhog, and
those which might be regarded as causes, lor example, in-law
problems or disturbed background. Table 18 sets out the
number of marriages in which particular adverse factors were
present by the duration of marriage periods—Group A “up to
5 years” Group B “5-8 years” and Group C %9 ycars--"" andd
puts them in order of incidence in the imarriages, for example,
“Fxpectations not realiscd” is present in thirteen out of scven-
teen marriages which broke up in the first five years. There is a
moderate correlation between the factors in this Table, and
although a substantial rclationship {0-545), not a significant
one. The movement of the various [actlors is, however, interest-
ing—Tfor instance, Adultery moves from the lowest incidence
in the first five years to the highest in the g years4- group, and
“Expectations from Marriage not realised’ moves from highest
inctdence in the carly ycars to sccond lowest in the later years.
This Table might well serve as a guide to those dealing with
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marital problems 1o the type of problems encountered at various
times during marriage and what 1o look for at different stages.
This would always be dependent on one bearing in mind the
cxploratory nature of this particular study.

An cffort was made 1o discover what the subject felt were the
adverse traits in her marriage which she thought might have
contributed most to the breakdown as distinct from the actual
desertion. Taking Tables 18 and 19 together, it will be seen that
scven out of the eleven subjects who mentioned **Drink” as the
main arca of conflict are in the A group. So although “Drink”’
ranks only fourth in incidence in this group yct seven out of
cight of those who mentioned it regarded it as their major
problem. Only one of the ninc in the B group ranked drink as
hee major problem, while all three in the C group regarded

it as the factor most contributing to the breakdown.

“Irresponsibility’” as a major adverse trait was indicated by
onc in six of the A group; one out of five in the B group and two
out of six in the C group. Regarding “Sex™ as a problem, two
out of six in group A gave it major status; one out of six in
group B and onc out of five in group C. “Adultery” was not
mentioned by any subject in group A; by onc out of four in
group B and by two out of seven in group C. “Gambling” was
cited by only onc in three in group B.

“Expectations from marriage not recalised” although men-
tioned by twenty-three subjects was not regarded by any of
them as making a major contribution to the breakdown. “Lack
of communication” was only mentioned by one subject,
whereas twenty-five regarded it as a problem in their marriages.
Factors like these two are, of course, very nebulous and are not
like “Drink” or “Sex” or even “Irresponsibility’ which are
linked to specific and, from the wife’s point of view, recognis-
able behaviour. The less definable problems may not even he
realised as such and only found when the questions “Was
marriage what you thought it would be like?’ or “Did you
discuss your problems with your husband?" are asked.

Breakdown of marriage is probably most likely to result
from the faiture of onc or both pariners to meet the demands of
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the sitwation in which they find themselves. [ should be
remembered, however, that some conples achieve happiness
under circumstances that lead to disruption for others. Tt
scems more likcly to be to whom a thing happens than what
happens. I we could measure accurately in some way how
potentially adaptable couples are, prediction of their success or
failurc in given situations would be possible. Failing this, we
can only describe the factors nsnally associated with breakdown
as we have found them,

Desertion for our subjects is the result ol a piling up of adverse
situations. These may be common to a lot of marriages which
do not result in descrtion, but their presence in these particular
marriages caused them to end in desertion. [t is cvident that
the personalitics of the partners have a great deal to do with it
as Komarovsky says. The couple’s ability to mect adverse
situations common to all marriages, as Landis and Landis tcll
us, will determine the quality of their overall relationship. If
the personality of cither members of the couple is unable to
cope with problems then this triggers off a scrics\of potential
breakdown situations such as cxcessive drinking, adultery
lcading eventually to descrtion. As our subjects told g, in a
number of cases their husbands had come from a disturbed
background of some sort. This leads in turn to the establish-
ment of insccure families of their own.

Present Circumsiances

Under this heading, we first enquired from our subjects
whether or not they missed anything in their marriages now
that desertion had taken place and whether they felt better ofT
now or not. Our ohject in asking this was to cstablish {rom
another angle what had been important to our subjects in their
marriages. We fclt that this would throw light on the marriage
rclationship and perhaps clarify a little more what actually
occurred to cause it to break down.

More than half our subjects said they now missed nothing
from their marriage rclationship and most of these felt they
were hetter off now. Peace and a certain amount of financial
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security were given as the reasons. Some respondents said they
could do with morec moncy but at least what they received was
sure.

The companionship aspect of marriage was stressed by those
who said they missed their hushands. “Somcone to talk to™;
“miss the complete family Tife”; “just miss him and the comfort
of having him around” were some of the comments. Most of
these women also reported feeling worse off now than during
marriage. It is most likely that the marriages of these particular
respondents were better and their experiences not as unpleasant
as thosc of the other group, some of whom said they had
turned against men.

The deserted wives we intervicwed had experienced the
tragedy of a broken marriage ending in a desertion and now
find themselves in what onc described rather aptly as “no
man’s land” —ncither married, widowed nor single. Their
suggestions were invited as to what they felt could be done to
ease their situation or to help them generally.

Changes in the law were the most oftcn mentioned require-
ment. One gubject felt that deserting husbands “‘get away too
casily” and stronger sanctions should be enforced against them.
Some suggested imprisonment or enforced support. Onc
respondent made a very good point here. She said that in
gencral the law is structured so that women always need to
refer to men. A simple example, a wifc needs her hushand’s
permission to get a passport but a hushband does not need his
wile’s permission. When a woman is deserted (or widowed for
that matter) she has to play the man’s role, without a man’s
legal status. There were a few who felt legal separation should
be made less expensive so that this could be obtained and a
figure for maintenance calculated.

The inadequacy of the present allowances came after the
changes in the law as most oficn mentioned. Some subjects
suggested both changes in the law and more money. A few
proposed a means of solving the moncy problem—namely, that
they should be allowed to work, even part-time and still
reccive their allowance. To be able to do this, a number
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suggested building [vee nurserics for the children. Another
recommendation was that a block of flats be built for deserted
wives. Total disapproval for this kind of action was expressed
by another subject who felt that grouping deserted wives
together in this manner would losc them any anonymily they
had.

The general impression given by our subjects was that there
was very little being done for them. They [elt the community
should assist in as many ways as it had power to, particularly
in providing créches, nursery schools and baby-sitting facilitics
to cnable the deserted wife to work and have some kind of
social life. Very little emphasis was laid on sclf-help. The wives
felt isolated, stigmatised and lacking in the impctus to help
themselves. They hiad no idea as to how to go about changing
their circumstances and need dircction in this arca.
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SECTION V
Marriage Breakdown and the Law in Ireland

cTuarl evidence of the existence of the problem of desertion

goes back in Europe 1o as carly as the 12th Century when
rules were made for the support of wives abandoned by their
husbands. In Salonika a treatise called “Koontres Hoagunah”
was published in 1651 and this dealt specifically with this
problem of descrtion.

The only time the law is involved in marriage is in the
breakdown  situation, Normally the behaviour of married
people and families ts beyond the law. Unlike business or
government agenctes whose every move is necessarily governed
by law, the surest sign of the impending breakdown of or of the
already broken marriage is the involvement of the law.

Legislaters in the arca of marriage breakdown in Ircland
have done almost nothing in the past seventy years. The High
Court is still the main agency dealing with marital disputes. It
derives its power from the old Church of Ireland ecclesiastical
law and therefore has very few powers, only that of divorce (a
mensa et torg) which maintains the marriage while breaking the
rclationship between the two people involved. The greatest
failing in the law concerning breakdown of marriage in Ireland
i3 the lack of jurisdiction at the District Court level. This court
can only deal with maintenance claims. It is appreciated that
the machinery required for the long and invelved cnquiries
necessary in separation cases is not available in the District
Court. The prohibitive cost of an action in the High Court,
however, scems suflicicnt argument for something to be done
about this. Two cases in 1960; three each in 1970 and 1972
{taking thesc years as cxamples) are cvidence of how few of
these divorces (a mensa el tore) are granted. There are thirty
to forty applications per year but not more than six come to a
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court hearing. The cost ol (he action is very often the reason for
not proceeding with i

Another scparation procedure is where both parties agree to
sign a deed of scparation in the presence of a solicitor. Onc great
disadvantage ol this action is that both parties must agree to the
scparation in the first place, go to the solicitor and then agrec
between themsclves on the terms of the separation. As we
mentioned a number of the hushands in this study laughed at
their wives when any kind of legal arrangement was mentioned.
Co-operation on both sides is needed to have this agreement
drawn up, signed and then adhered to.

The law regarding the maintenance responsibilitics of
husband and wifc is out-dated according to James O’Reilly
writing on family law in Ireland.'®' Mr. Cooncy, Minister for
Justice, mentioned his concern about the difficultics or impos-
sibility of a woman getting maintenance from a husband who
has gone to England. The Minister was speaking to a mecting
of the Irish Association of Civil Liberty on 22 October, 1973
and went on to add that substantial progress had Leen made in
the negotiation of an agrcement between this country and
Britain for the mutual enforcement in each country of Mainten-
ance and affiliation orders made by the courts of the other.'s?

There is, of course, the vexed question here of whether or not
a man wishcs to support his wifc and children at all. If he does
not, what is there to be gained by imprisoning him? He possibly
loses his job, if he has one, certainly for the time heisimprisoned;
his support in prison is a burden on the State and his wifc’s
action engenders to him cven greater feclings of antipathy
towards her, who he sees as instrumental in his being im-
prisoned. A mecthod of deduction of maintenance at income
source is one used in other countrics. Whether it actually works
or not has not heen {ully proved but this is one suggestion for

¥]ames O'Reilly: “Family Law in Ireland”, Secial Studies, Volume 2, No. 6,
December, 1973,

WiPatrick Cooney, Minister for Justice, speaking at a meeting of the Irish
Association for Civil Liberty on the subject “Dark Corners of the Law", Dublin:
22 October, 1973,
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collection of maintenance for deserted wives. There are flaws,
although theoretically it an excellent idea. Not all employers
would welcome the responsibility and where this system
operates in other countries, if a man lcaves his job the order is
discharged. The whole situation has then to be reconsidered
by the court and the lengthy procedures begin again, If a man
wants to avoid payment he can simply change jobs as often as
necessary or in the Irish case take the boat to Britain.,

The system used in Iccland is one where if a man does not
support his wife she is paid an amount comparable to what she
would normally receive from her husband, The Act now in
force dates from 1963. The mother’s right to obtain advance
payments from the State Social Sccurity Institution is indepen-
dent of her means. There is machinery available to trace the
husband and deduct the amount from his salary. The geographi-
cal isolation of Iceland, of course, and its very small population
lends itscll to the practicability of such a scheme.

Other countries with somewhat similar arrangements are
(i) Denmark, where maintenance payments are imposed on a
parcnt. Flhese may be paid in advance by the local authority
to the other parent or any other person having the custody of
the child or children. The allowances are paid in advance for six-
month periods: (ii) Fintand’s Advance Payment of Mainten-
ance Act came into force on 1st January, 1964. The purpose of
the Act is to provide a public guarantee for the maintenance
allowance to be paid in respect of a child under 18 years of age
cither under a court erder or an agreement, where the liable
person has failed to pay the allowance. The appropriate
authority takes steps to recover the payments advanced from
the liable person and, where this is unsuccessful, the Exchequer
(up to 75 per cent) and the local authority (up to 25 per cent)
assume liability for the amount that cannot be recovered. The
Act applies to legitimate, illegitimate and adoptive children.
The amount of the advance payment per month depends, on
the one hand, on the monthly rate of the maintenance allow-
ance and on whether the liable person has paid part of the
allowance or nothing at all. On the other hand, the monthly
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advance payment is subject to A maximum of 40 mk. per child.
The payment is subject 10 no means test; (iii) The Advance
Payment of Maintenance Act 1957 of Norway provides that
maintcnance allowances payable under a maintenance order or
judgment and not paid when due shall be paid by the appro-
priate autherity, and (iv) in Sweden the local child-welfarc
boards make advance payments of maintcnance imposed on
persons liable to maintain children under 18 years of age if the
liable person fails to meet his obligation. It is the responsibility
of the board to try to recover the amounts advanced from the
liable person. The amount that cannot be recovered is refunded
to the local authority by the central government, up to 75 per
cent, the balance being borne by the local authority. The
children of divorced parents and unmarried mothers are
through such advance payments guarantced a maintenance
corresponding to 40 per cent of the basic amount provided for
in the National Insurance Act. The allowance is payable
irrespective of whether a maintenance allowance has been
fixed and irrespective of the rate of a fixed maintcnance
allowance. 15 )

Onc great advantage of these schemes is that theyNake the
onus off the wile to initiate procecdings for maintenance, which
is what a woman in Ircland and indeed, clsewhere, must do at
present. To have to take this step (and cven if granied a fixed
sum, il it is not paid regularly a woman may have to apply for a
summons at intervals) is most distressing and a continuous
reminder of the rejection by the man.

Another aspect of desertion cases which requires some legal
intervention is the right of the husband to reappear at any
time. Somc women live in dread of this event, when the
husband will temporarily resume his role as head of the
houschold as is his legal right. He more than likely will also
continue his previous behaviour pattern, possibly of drunkenness
and violence. The jurisdiction of the Court is based on The
Married Women {Maintenance in case of Descrtion) Act
1886, as amended by 5.18 of the Courts Act 1971. The Court

1538tatistical Reports of the Nordic Countries, No. 22, Oslo, 1971.
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under this Act cannot properly protect a wife who has been the
victim of physical cruclty as the Act was originally designed to
deal with desertion only. )

Mr. Cooncy also commented at the previously mentioned
meeting on the problem of a wife who loses her right to remain
in the matrimonial heme after her husband deserts her, if the
home is in the husband’s name. In the case of a Corporation
dwelling, there has been some success in the change of the
tcnant’s name o that of the wife. Where private houses are
concerned, however, mortgage payment difficulties may arise,
or cven the sttuation where the husband has sold the house prior
to the desertion and without the wife’s knowledge. These and
rclated problems of family law arc presently under examina-
tion by the Committec of Court Practice and Procedurc.’

Diverce (a vinculo matrimonir)

We do not propose to discuss divorce at the level of whether
or not Ireland needs divorce laws but in a study such as this, it
secms necessary to at least mention this particular method of
ending ths marriage contract. In some countries it is a legal
proccdure whc(cas in others it is dealt with as a purely admin-
1strative matter.

St Paul was the first to introduce into Western society the
concept of the marriage partnership lasting until the death of
ecither party. Prior to that monogamy was practised but with
freedom to dissolve the marriage if either party wished. The
teaching of St Paul was accepted by the Christian churches.
Divorce is still anathema to these churches but on the legal and
administrative sides of governments there has been an accept-
ance of divorce and laws made for its use in most countries.

Ireland still has no provision for divorce with a right of
remarriage. Beforc considering  the introduction of divorce, all
other possible remedies should be examined. It is more import-
ant to look at what the problems arc for marriages than to look
at divorce as a panacca. Pcople are now living longer and
therefore spending a greater length of time together. Education

*Sece Addendum.
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for living together is what is necessary if Ircland wants to
preserve the Christian tradition of monogamous marriage
without the right to divorce and remarry. Ircland needs the
best marriage guidance scrvices, the best sex education services
and the best pre-marriage counsclling scrvices (commenced as
early in life as possible) because there is no divorce available.
Education for marriage and prevention of break-up are the
primary considcrations. It is far too casy to get marricd in
Ircland considering how difficult it is, to coin a phrase, “to get
unmarricd”’. Some balance will have to be introduced.

The right to remarry is the real crux in the question of
divorce in Ircland sincc divorce {a mensa et toro) is at least
technically available (the qualification being that the parties
have sufficicnt money to finance such proccedings). As we have
already stated, many of the younger descrted wives in this study
wanted to remarry. Somc others we interviewed, although they
did not wish to remarry, still said they would likc to divorce
their hushands as they felt an emotional need to be free of the
man through whom they had suffered so much. These women
fclt that divorce (a vinculo matrimonii) would be a more secure
way of ensuring that their husbands did not harass theMw in the
future.

Future Research

Kephart and Monahan tell us that when the Family Courts
werce established in the US prior to the first World War, and
with the growth of public relicf there, statistical study of the
problem of desertion soen ceased.'® Only Mowrer’s study in
Chicago in 1927 and Zukerman’s a short time later have
appeared and in spite of its importance, the subject has heen
slowly disappearing from the sociological literature. There are
therefore no up-to-date studies of desertion. The difficutty of
finding accurate sampling frames is acute even in countries
where divorce is possible with descrtion as a ground. Only
those cases reaching the divorce courts are recorded. Informa-

1wy, M. Kephart and T. P. Monahan: “Desertion and Diverce in Phila-
delphia”, American Sociological Review, Vol. 17, No. 6, December, 1952.
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tion on desertion in Italy, where no divorce laws existed until
recently, was requested through United Nations information
service but no data was sent to us.

Again we would reiterate that the small number of cases
studicd, the inability to secure information on both sides of the
problem and the lack of intensive case work, through which a
more comprehensive understanding of the family might have
been sccured, prevent thoronghly valid conclusions. This
brings us to mecthods of studying this problem. If a piece of
rescarch (on desertion only) from which valid conclusions could
be drawn were to be undertaken, it would be necessary to
confine it to those recciving statutory bencefits and hope the
Department of Social Wellare would be able to devise some
method of providing a sampling frame. Perhaps the Department
could keep and publish records of cach arca or on a regional
basis. A control group matched for socio-economic status could
be chosen to add weight to the conclusions. Several interviews
of each respondent would be necessary to establish rapport in
this sensitive arca and also to give the respondents time to
consider apd remember situations as they arose. This would
require a great deal of co-operation on the parts of the res-
pondents.

One could also use an anthropological approach which would
enable the researcher to include any middle, upper-class or
working descrted wives. Thosc not claiming benefit from the
statc arc the people most difficult to contact. A sampling frame
here is a total impossibility, so if one wished to include them,
the anthropological method would he the only possible way to
do so.

The accounts of rising numbers of applicants {or the Deserted
Wile’s Allowance and reports of social workers, priests and the
general public, indicate a rising rate of desertion in Ircland.
Further study of this question secms essential. The whole field
of marital breakdown in Ircland is open to investigation. It is
surprising that no attempts have been made to look at this
area, since, as we have previously said, Ircland appears to value
highly a monogamous divorceless society and therefore needs
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more scrvices and assistance for couples in this than other
countrics il it 15 to he mamtained. Education for marriage is
the first need and then counsclling services for those whose -
marriages arc in diflicultics through psychological or other
problems. Since it is so diflicult to break a marriage in Ircland,
perhaps some means of making it more difficult to contract one
could be devised, without interfering with the rights of the
individual or encouraging pre-marital conception as some have
argucd snch action would lead to. The stability of the marriages
entered into is surcly the factor 1o be considered most. Although
the incidence of marriage of girls and of boys under 16 ycars is
minute, yet it is interesting to note that legally the age at
marriage is 12 years [or girls and 14 years for boys. Even though
the Marriage Bill has passed through the Dail (December 1973)
making 16 ycars the legal age for marriage in the casc of both
hoys and girls, it has not yct become law.

Another proposal would be a random sample of engaged
couples willing to be interviewed again after, say, five years of
marriage. Expectations and rcality could be compared along
with how both members of the couple coped with difficulties
or whether the marriage actually broke down—the irst five
years being the period of most strain according to the evidence
of other studies carried out (sec pages 97 and g8).
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SECTION VI
Conclusions

TE sct out with the objectives of (i) studying the marital
_ breakdown situation which led some men to choose

desertion as a solution and (i) studying the actiology of
breakdown in these particular cascs.

Taking the first point, there are many things to be said about
the situation of the man in a desertion case. To speculate for a
while, once could say that in any relationship the easiest thing
to do when difficulties arisc is to run away. Desertion or running
away can be regarded as possibly an impermanent solution.
One can always go back, or anyway it is not so permancnt
a step as legal separation. It may be then that a man who
deserts his wile and family could just need a breathing space.
To a wifcsyho has been putting up with constant drunkenness
and other problems, this might appear far too sympathetic an
cxplanation, ﬁﬁrticularly when her husband returns and afier
many promises of future good bchaviour reverts very soon to
his former pattern. It is here that onc wonders, could help be
provided? If a man returns to his family and gives proof in the
first few days of a change, then there must be some force acting
on him, within the home, for him to revert to unacceptable
behaviour again after a short time. The pressurc of a close
relationship; of the heavy responsibility of a wife and children
or many unknown psychological problems which this man
may have, scem to be contributing to his inability to sustain his
behaviour at a level tolerable to his family. The situation again
becomes cxtremely difficult and he deserts once more. The
psychological needs of cither partner may not be met by the
other.

Particular problems are found insoluble by particular people.
To run away from the situation seems to be seen by these
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descrters as a solution lor them. However, having only one side
of the story we have not a complete account and therclore
cannot bring into rclief the husbands™ attitudes. What docs
marringc mean to these descrters? Is it a relationship which
when no longer personally rewarding is terminable? We have
no mformation on how the descrters fclt.

There is then the desertion for “another woman’'. It may
well be that the first marriage was a mistake, because of youth
or pre-marital pregnancy or any other adverse factor. The
deserter may sce his opportunity for a happy rclationship with
another woman. This thinking might be in line with that of
those deserted who wished to marry again, We had speculated
there that they were not against marriage per s¢ but just fel
their choice of partner had been wrong. Now they were likely
to choose a more suitable partncr, if given the opportunity to
do so. This might also apply in the casc of the deserters. How-
cver, again we have no proof that this is so,

There were the cases too in our study where a man may have
felt “‘on the outside” of the wile and children circle. He was the
provider and nothing more. Even in the United States where
changing patterns of marriage has put much more emphasis on
the personal relationship, women see their hushand’s most
important role as that of brecadwinner not of husband or
father.158

An advance in status, usually by the hushand, which takes
him into circles beyond the talent and outlook of his partner
can become a reason for desertion. In onc or two of the deser-
tions we studied this was the casc. Again on the evidence of
social workers, priests and marriage counsellors this is a
situation which ariscs with increasing frequency in Ireland in
the middle-class scctor. With a rise in standards of living and
mobility of labour, a man who has marricd at a young age may
find himself fsing in status in his work and finding his wife who
was suitable at his first level now a cumbersome embarrass-
ment,

t8Sce: Helena Z. Lopata: Occupation Housewnfe. New York: Oxford University
Press, tgy1.
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One of the greatest advantages for Irish men wishing to leave
their wives and families without any legal settlement is the
proximity of Great Britain. Access is completely free and no
identification is required, This is the position at the moment
and probably will he for a long time to come, unless the sub-
stantial progress in negotiation of an agreement in this area,
meantioned by Mr Cooney, becomes a reality.

To turn to the acticlogy of breakdown, over and above all
the other considerations are the broader socictal implications.
Desertions represent broken families and these broken families
imust be seen as an index of social disorganisation. As Kephart
remarks “In a very real sense, desertion: implics failure: fatlure
on the part of the individual to fulfil his marital and familial
obligations, and failurc on the part of society to impart those
vatues which make for an integrated and sell-sustaining family
systcm®’ 188

In this study, however, we have gained only a limited insight
into the actiology of breakdown. It scems that as many questions
have been raised as have been answered. We have been able to
pinpoint the main areas of conflict for our couples but not really
what we felt were the exact causes of breakdown leading to
desertion. Takﬁxg, say, drink and adultery, there is no doubt
that these factors are highly disruptive, but were the men of
our study any worse in their drinking habits or less faithful than
others ol their peers who did not separate?

Thomas tells us that his hypothesis, that religious belicfs will
he reflected in the efforts made by Catholics to maintain their
marriages, has been confirmed by his findings.'57 It is probably
true that in most Irish marriages, efforts are made to maintain
the marriage since the great majority of people in the Republic
of Ircland are Catholics. Thomas makes another point how-
ever, which would also scem valid for Irish marriages, and that
is that secular attitudes were much in evidence and while most
Catholics acknowledge that a valid marriage is indissoluble, a
substantial number fail to recognise the implications of this

¢William M. Kephart: ap. cit., p. 509.
%7John L. Thomas: op. cil., p. 539.

133




belicl for marriage preparation, the selection of a partner, or
the will to succeed in marriage. Our subjects, for instance,
seemed to belicve in the “happy-ever-after” ending. Since there
is no such thing as a marriage that is free from conflict of
some kind, the tolerance thresholds of our subjects and their
husbands may have been lower than those in the population
wha do not scparate, cven though they encounter difficultics in
marriage.

Examination of the unfavourable factors involved in the
marriage suggests that descrtion is most likely to be the result
of a piling up of adverse situations. Although our subjects may
have scen onc particular event or problem as being the nub of
breakdown and cventual desertion, very often they chose to
blame what might be termed a causc or cffect factor like drink,
lcaving a doubt as to whether somcthing clse—perhaps cven
an unknown clement—had been the real causc. The most
satisfactory cxplanation onc can arrive at then is that of
adverse traits and factors, common to a lot of marriages, being
present but their presence in these particular magriages causing
the marriage to break down. Dorothy O’Rourke!® drawing
her conclusions from a study of fifty dcserters says “Phe scarch
for factors which might have been sufficiently adverse to causc
scparation rcvealed that in the majority of cases there was
more than one rcason for the situation. There were usually
conflicts and tensions which consciously or unconsciously
permeated the family relationships, and the desertion was
mercly the most available means of cscape. Desertion and
separation are thus scen to be the resultof an already disrupted
family lifc. They may be considered as the most objective
expression of instability, immaturity, or unwillingness to
continue to accept the responsibility of a home and family”.

Our conclusions could he said to be similar, particularly the
point that descrtion and scparation are scen as the result of an
already disrupted family life. There is no question but that in
the great majority of our cases, this was so. We have bheen

1%40p. cit.
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unable to work out why it was possible that certain factors
when present in particular marriages cause breakdown and in
others do not. It scems that the only plausible explanation is
one ol unknown psychological [actors operating. There was
certiunly evidence of youthlul marriage, pre-marital pregnancy,
disturbed home background prior to marriage, high fertility
rates, and irresponsibility. These coupled with the disappoint-
ment that the reality of marriage did not match the expectation,
the presence of excessive drinking, sexual problems and adultery
arc all classic examples of factors present in breakdown situa-
tions. The scarches for explanations, reasons and causes by our
subjects were limited to a Jarge extent to blaming the husband.
The relationship, it would scem to us, was unable to support
stress [rom sources such as, [alsc ideas of what marriage would
he like, marriage forced by pregnancy, poor sexual relation-
ship, inadequate education for life in gencral and marriage in
particular.

One of the most thorough investigations in Britain into the
rcal circumstances of people since the 19th century is Families
and their Negds which produces a detailed portrait of both single
and two-parent familics.'® Its relevance to this study is in its
clearest messagé—that one-parent [amilies are the best models
of the cycle of deprivation: people whose own early environ-
ment was unsatisfactory are more likely to have broken
marriages and become single parents: their children suffer
greater deprivation than others.

To make a general comment, deserted wives are very often
their own worst enemies. They are cmotionally upset and suffer
from a feeling of injustice. Some of them are never able to come
to terms with their situation and are the béte noire of many
solicitors. Thesc factors make their plight even more difficult to
deal with as financial compensation or support cannot counter-
act the emotional damage done by descrtion of the husband.
Although the numbers of deserted wives in the country may
not be high, yet the amount of deprivation and suffering

1534 Hunt, J. Fox, M. Morgan: Families and their Needs. London: Office of
Population and Census Surveys, Her Majesty’s Stationery Office, 1973.
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endurcd by this group is very great. The problem is qualitative
not quantitative.

To conclude, we now put forward some recommendations.
We do not presume that any definitive solution to the problem
of desertion or marital breakdown has been suggested or found
in this study but it is hoped that it will be helpful to thosc
whosc task it is to find solutions. It is in this spirit that thesc
recommendalions arc put forward.

It is difficult to visualisc a perfect system of support and
maintenance for the deserted wife. There arc many types of
systems, all with drawbacks of one kind or anothcr. However,
a statutory benefit, such as a Deserted Wife's Allowance, is
more uscful to a deserted wifc than a maintenance order
because of the latter’s uncertainty, This is a fact which should
be recognised more clearly. However, the principle of respon-
sibility to one’s ofTspring if not one’s wife, is involved also. Some
form of collection from the husband would scem desirable, even
should administrative costs in doing this excced the amount
collected. (Sce previous references to Scandinavian arrange-
ments.) Another suggestion is that in all cases of non-support a
statc benefit should be given to a woman with chilhrcn, the
onus being on the state to collect from the husband. This frees
the wife from the burden of constant application if there are
intermittent payments and it would also prevent a husband
and wifc conspiring to receive an allowance to which they are
not entitled. This kind of conspiracy was mentioned to the
author by a member of the Department of Social Welfare stafl
and involves a husband pretending to desert, his wife applying
for and receiving a Deserted Wife’s Allowance. The husband
contlinues to work or rcceive unemployment benefit if not
working, and supports his family but their income is sup-
plemented by the allowance. Social workers confirmed that this
occurred and not infrcquently. If there were a system of
deduction from wages for support, this abusc would be removed.

The discussion of the law and the deserted wile points to the
changes necessary in that area.

Prevention of marital brcakdown is the ideal. At present
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couples are finding their solutions in desertion, separation or a
friction-filled household. A great deal of consideration should
be given to preventive mcasures. As previously mentioned
prevention through education is the most rational way to
approach the realisation of the ideal. The kind of education
necessary is education for parenthood, learning to build good
relationships, home economics, and knowledge of the kinds of
problems couples face in marriage. Education in schools must
be seen in broader terms than at present and a programme
launched in the primary schools to include the subjects men-
tioned above. This programme could be part of lessons on
preparation for life. The teachers’ training programme would
have to be revised accordingly.

After prevention comes assistance for those who still fall
through the nct of education. We have already spoken about
the nccessity for a first-class marriage guidance service. This
service is at present of a voluntary nature. The state would have
to cither give a subvention to the existing agencics to enable
them to cxpand or sct up an independent non-denominational
scrvice of its own. The clients of the existing marriage guidance
services are, in the main, middle-class. This is not peculiar to
Ireland but occurs in most countries where such services exist.
Somc means will have to be devised so that working-class
people will see services as of value to them. Better publicity is
onc way and the existence of such services should be made
known to children in the “lessons for life’” at school. This kind
of publicity would cushion any stigma or negative feelings
peoplc might feel, in approaching a marriage counsellor, or to
the existence of difficulties in their marriages.

We would reiterate that this study is a pointer to further
work in the area of marital breakdown. The possibilily that the
Irish marital breakdown situation has special [eatures needs a
more thorough investigation. From this report, however, it
scerns that the marriages we studied which ended in descrtion
have very similar characteristics to those in other countries.
Whether this would hold in a study of desertion using a
random sample is the question now to be answered.
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APPENDIX A
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TasLe 2: Distribution of father and father-in-law of husband by status

calegory
Father-in-law of
Status category Father of husband husband
1 (highest) o I
2 3 o
3 © 3
4 2 o
5 23 19
6 2 8
7 6 9
N= 36* 40
Mean status 5T 54

*Four of the respondents did not know the occupation of their
husbands’ fathers.

Tasre g: Distribution of father of husband and husband according to

stalus calegory
(Dertved status)
Status catzgory Actual status Father of husband
1 (highest) 1 o
2 1 3
3 2 o
4 o 2
5 15 23
6 14 2
7 7 6
N= 40 36*
Mean status 54 51

Lowest Categories 6 and 7—52°5 per cent of husbands whereas
only 222 per cent of fathers.

*Four respondents did not know occupation of their husbands’
fathers.
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TasLe 4: Distribution of fathers of wives and wives® occupation before

marriage

Status category Father of wife Wife

i I o

2 o o

3 3 I

4 o 3

5 19 9

6 6 16

7 8 9
N= 371 37*
Mean status 53 59

*Three respondents had not been employed prior to marriage.
1Only fathers of respondents who had been employed before
marriage were included.

Table 5: Educational levels

Wife Husband

1. No Standard i 17
2. Primary Certificate 4 8
3. Vocational 1 7
4. Intermediate Certificate 5 3
5. Leaving Certificate 4 2
6, University or cquivalent o 2

N= 40 39
Mean Educational Level 2-2 2-3

*1In one of the inter-racial marriages the wife did not know the
education standard of her husband.
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Table 6: Groom's educational level related o that of the bride

DBride’s Groom's educalional level
educational Total
levelt 1 2 3 4 5 6
) 12 o 4 o © o 16
2 3 7 2 2 0 0 14
3 o 0 o 0. 1 0 I
4 2 o 1 1 o o 4
5 0 | 0 o 1 2 4
1] o Q o 0 0 o 0
N=39* 17 8 7 3 2 2 39

*Onc wife did not know her hushand’s educational standard.

t1: School attended, no standard attained; 2: Primary standard;
3: Vocational Scheol; 4: Intermcdiate Certificate standard; 5:
Leaving Certificate Standard; 6: University standard.

Diagonal Ratio:  53.8 per cent

Groom higher: 180 per cent
Groom lower: 28-2 per cent

Table 7: Position in family

Husband Wife
Youngesi g 10
Middle 19 17
Eldest 8 9
Only Children 3 4
Siblings
Husband Wife
515 507
N=39" N=40

*No information on one husband.
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Table 8: Length of courtship by duration of marriage

Length of couriship Duration of marriage
(years) Number of {_years)

marriages o5 5-8 g

o-T 3 3 o 0
Over 14199 12 4 5 3
1 2 4 209 3 5 3 5

T 3_}. 399 4 2 2 o

”» 4_}'4‘99 5 2 2 I

» 5+5499 2 ! 1 o

6 and over 1 0 t 0

Total 40 17 14 9
X224 X:2:03 2:71 1-8g
Median 2-62 2:70 2'33 2:70

Table g: Present age by age at marriage {Grooms)

Age at marriage

Present
age 15-19 20-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 40-44 4549

15-19 o 0 o o o o o
20-24 I o o 0 0 o o
25-29 ] 4 1 1 o o o
30-34 0 4 ! o 0 o 0
35-39 3 6 1 0 o 0 o
40-44 1 3 3 1 0 0 o
45-49 ' 1 2 1 0 o o
50-54 o o 1 1 o o o
55- o o 0 2 o o 1
Total 6 18 9 6 o o i

N=40 Mecan: Present Age: 39'7.
Mean: Age at Marriage: 24-5.
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Table 10: Present age by age at marriage (Brides)

Age at marriage
Present
age 15-19 2024 25-39 30-34 35739

15-19 o o o o o
20-24 o 0 o o o
25-29 4 3 o o o
3o-34 2 "3 3 o o
35-39 2 7 1 o o
40-44 1 2 5 o o
45—49 i 2 1 o o
50-54 o 1 o [ o]
55+ o o} o} 0 i
Total o 18 10 1 1

N=40 Mecan: Present Age: 379.
Mcan: Age at Marriage: 22-7.

Table 11: Wife's age al marriage related to that of husband

Husband's age at marriage

15-19  20-24  25-29 30-34 35+

15-19 5 4 1 o o
20-24 1 12 1 4 0
2520 o 2 8 o o
20—34 o o o o 1
15-+- 0 0 o 1 o
Total 6 18 10 5 i

Diagonal Ratio =62-5.
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Table 12:  Age of groom relative o age of bride, by groom's aclual age
al marriage

Relative age

Age of groom N
at marnage Older Same Younger

Under 20 i 2 3 6
20-24 9 3 6 18
25-20 5 2 3 10
3034 4 o 1 5
354 1 o o 1

20 7 13 40

Table 13: Present age of husbands by age at desertion

Age al desertion

Present
age 20-24 25-20 30-34 35-39 4044 45-49 50-54 55+
20~24 1
25729 5
30-34 4 2
35-39 5 3
40-44 o 2 -2 3
45749 1 I 2 1
50-54 1 I
55+ 1 I 0 1 1
N=40 2 17 12 6 1 ] 1 1
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Figurel: -Number of Marriages by
number of years married
before tirst Desertion.
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Table t4: Present age of wife by age at desertion

Age at desertion

Present
age 20-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 40-44 4549 50-54 55+
20-24
25-29 2 5
30-34 ! 4 3
35-39 2 7 1
40-44 2 3 2 1
4549 ! ! 2
50-54 1 1
55 1 1
N=yg0 6 15 i4 2 2 1
Table 15: Incidence of adverse factors
Number of subjects who
Adverse factors mentioned each
1. Lack of communication 25
2. Expectations from marriage not realised 23
3. Drink
Violence } 21
4. Sex 19
5. Irresponsibility 17
6. Disturbed background (husband’s) 14
7. Pre-marital pregnancy
Adultery '3
8. Gambling 7
9. Money 6*
to. Difference in nationality
Personality problems (husband’s) 5
i1. In-laws
Poor consideration on husband’s part 4

12. Spoiled by relatives
Unsettlted husband

Strong attachment to mother 3
Accommodation
Disturbed background (wife's)
13. Pregnancy desertion 2
14. Change in social status of husband 1

*There was a cut-off here when compiling Tables 18 and 19 as
the incidence was considered too low,
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Table 16:

Desire for remarriage or not by number of adverse factors present, present mean age and mean number of years since
desertion and mean age at desertion

Present mean age Mean number of years Mean age at
{years) since deseriion desertion
Number of Desire to No desire
Sactors remarry o remarry Desire to No desire to Desire to No desire to Desire o No desire to
tnvolved remarry remarry remarry remarry remarry  remarry

N=g 6-10 6 3 3t-0 45'5 57 77 270 30-0
N=7 5 3 4 32'7 43'3 40 10-0 28-7 333
N=11 4 4 7 32°3 41-4 83 11-0 240 304
N=12 03 3 9 40'3 35'9 12:3 73 32'0 32°2
Total 39* 16 23 94°1 415 6-0 8-g 275 319

*One subject gave a ““don’t know” response.




Table 17: Mean differences in those wishing lo remarry and those not
wishing to do so

Those wishing Those not wishing

to remarry to remarry
Mean age at marriage 21 24
Mean present age 34 41
Mean number of years since
desertion 6-0 8.9
Mean age at desertion 27 31
Number of children 3-06 356
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Table 18: Number of marriages in which particular adverse factors were present and order of incidence according to duration
of marriage

Order of incidence of adverse foclors

Number of
years married 1 2 3 N 5 6 7 8 9
A.o-5years  Expectations  Violence Lack of Drink Disturbed  Sex Pre-marital Gambling Adultery
(17 not realised Communica- background Irre- Pregnancy
marriages) tion (husband’s) sponsibility
13 iz 11 8 7 6 3 4 2
B. 5-8 years  Drink Lack of Expectations  Sex; Dis- Irre- Viclence; Gambling Pre-marital —
(13 Communication not realised turbed back- sponsibility  Adultery pregnancy
. marriages) ground
. (husband’s)
9 8 7 6 5 1 3 2
C. g ysars+ Adultery Irresponsibility; Sex; Drink; Gambling; — — —_ —
(10 Pre-marital Violence Expectations Disturbcg
marriages) pregnancy; not realised  background
Lack of {husband’s)
Communication
7 6 5 3 !




Table 19: Faclors regarded as making a major contribution lo breakdown
by duration of marriage

Factors (a)* 0-5 5-8 g-- (6)*
1. Drink 11 7 1 3 (21)
2. Sex 4 2 1 1 {19)
3. Trresponsibility 4 .1 1 2 {(17)
t4. Moncy 4 2 2 — (6)
5. Adultery 3 — 1 2 (13)
6. Personality
defects 3 2 1 — (5)
17. In-laws 3 1 2 — {4)
8. Gambling [ — 1 — {7)
g. Lack of
communication 1 1 — — (25)

*(g) Number of times mentioned as major contribution to
breakdown, and
() Number of times mentioned as a problem in the marriage
from Table 15.
1These factors do not appear on Table 18 as the incidence is too
low.
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APPENDIX B
QUESTIONNAIRE AND LETTER




BEFORE MARRIAGE

Were you born in Dublin?

‘ Wife | Husband ’
Yes ‘
No
No Answer |

If not born in Dublin. Were you born: clsewhere in Ireland (i.c. the
26 Countics), in Northern Ireland, or in another country?

Wifc Husband

Elscwhere in 26 countics

Northern Treland

Another country

No Answer i

Was your birthplace another large city like Dublin, a country
toswn, a village, or right in the country (on a farm, for example)?

Husband

i
|
Large city like Dublin |
Country town
A village 1
In country, on farm, ctc, !
No Answer |

i | Wife
I

Place where reared (urban/rural}

| Wife Husband

City
Town
Village
On fand




Wife Husband

Pavents' Housing

Liouse (state Corpy; Co. Couneil;
own, other)

Flat {statec Corp; Co. Council;
own, other)

Room (statc Corp; Co. Council;
own, other)

Caravan (state Corp; Co. Council;
own, other)

Age
Date of birth

Age coming to Dublin (if applicablc)

Occupation
Of Father
OfF Self

Stblings
Number Oldcr

Number Younger

Number of Sisters

Numbcr of Brathers
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Wife Husband

Education

No standard (Age Leaving)

Primary Cert (Age Leaving)

Vocational (Age Leaving)

Intermediate Cert {Age Leaving)

Leaving Cert {Age Leaving)

University (Age Leaving)

13id you belong 1o any sports or social clubs or voluntary organisa-
tion before you met your husband?
Yes ( )
No ( )

Was your husband a member of any social club, sports club;
voluntary organisation hefore marriage?

Yes { )

No ( )
Did you play any games?

Yes { )

No ( )
Did your husband play any games?

Yes ( }

No ( )

Did you dance much before you were married?

More than once a week
About once a week (
About once a month {
Less than once a month  (
Didn’t dance at all {

'57
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Did your husband dance much?

More thap once a week  { )
About once a week { )
About once a month ( )
Less than once a month )
Didn’t dance at all { )
Don’t know { )
Did you go to films often hefore you met your husband?
More than once a weeck )
About once a week ( )
About once a menth ( }
Less than once a month )
Didn’t go at all { )

_What other interests had you before your marriage?

Did you have many other serious boy-fricnds or was your husband
the only one you were serious about?
Many others (
Only one or 1wo others  ( )
Husbhand only serious one ( )

Do you know did your husband have any serious girl-friends or
were you the only one he was serious about?

Many others { )
Only one or two others }
l was the only serious one { )

Were you ever engaged o anyone cise?
¥Yes ( )
No ( )

If *Yes’, why did it cnd?




Was yotnr husband ever engaged to anyone else?

Yes ()
No { }
If “Yes’ why did it end?
Woerce you reared with your parentsfhusband?
Yes ) Yes ( )
No () No ()
If *Ne', with whom were you reared?
1{*No,” with whom was your Aushand reared?
Arc your parents living?
Yes ()
No { )
Mother { )
Father ( )
Il deccascd when did they die?
Are your husband’s parents living?
Yes ( )
No ( )
Mother ( )
Father { }

Il decensed, when did they die?

Who was responsible at home for budgeting?




Do you know in your hushand’s casc?

Before your marriage were you living with your parcnis?

Yes ( )
No ( )
Was your husband living with his parents before your marriage?
Yes ( }
No ( )

If you were not living with your parents were you living—

In a flat or room )
With relatives { )
In digs { )

Why were you not living with your parents?

If your husband was not living with his parents was he living—

In a flat or room 3
With relatives { )
In digs { )

Why did he not live with his parenis?

Did your parents approve of your marriage?
Yes ( )
No ( }

I *No® why not?
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1M *Yes" why did they?

Woere you particularly attached to one or other of your parents?

Mother { }
Father { )
Gimor GIIT ( )
No ()
Whom would you say was head of your household at home?
Fathcr ( )
Mother ( )

Ohher specify ( )

1%d you know ar visit his Tamily before your marriage?

Often ( )
Semectimes  ( )
Never ( )

Was there any reason for this?

id he know and visit your family often?

Ofien ( )
Sometimes )
Never { }

Was there any reason for this?

Where did you meet your husband?
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Where did you spend most of your dates?

How long were you “going out” with hushand before you married:
him?

Onc month to 6 months  ( )
2 months to 1 year { )
I lo 2 years ( )
.2 10 3 years { )
3 years + « )
Did you take a pre-marriage course?
Yes ( )
No { )
Did you save anv money lor your marriage?
' As much as possible ( )
A litile ( )
None ( )
Did your husband save any money for your marriage?
As much as possible { )
A little { )
Nonc ( )

1id you talk abow plans for a family and life together?

Did you have plans for a place for yourselves o live before you
got married?

Morigage on i house
Hoped to save aficr marriage for house
Intended to live permanently in flat
Hoped to get a corporation housefflat
No plans
Other {specily)

A AT e, e p——
e Nt e e
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IT tiving a1 home were you:

Very sorry to lcave ( )
Very pleased to leave  (
Something in between (

— Yt

Was your hushband in constant employment before marriage:

Constantly employed {
Casually employed {
Mostly unemployed {
Unemployed all the time {

—— St et

What would you say most people think are the things necessary
for a happy marriage?

Would you agrec with those vicws?

Why do you think men get married?

Would you say that was the reasen your hushand married?

How did you feel about getting married at that time?
Very happy, no doubts (
Reasonably happy {
Had scrious doubts but thought it would work out {
Didn’e think at all {

LR e

Do you think that most people think more ol a married woman
than a singlc onc?

Yes ( )
No ( )
Don’t know )

IT ‘yes’ or ‘no’, why do you think this is so?
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Did you like the idea ol being Mrs Blank?

Do you think most women want (o be married?

What alout your girl friends, were they all married before you?

All ¢ )
Some { )
I was the first ( )
Don’t know }

Would you have been worried about not getting married?
Yes ( )
No ( )
Don’t know )

IMYes' why?

If ‘No’ why?

I}id you do much reading?

-

1

w
o~
~—

If *Yes’, what sort of things did you read?

Magazines (specify) -

Books (specify)

1id you think that these stories reflected what life is really like?
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DURING MARRIAGE

At what age did you marry?

years
No Answer

At what age did your husband marry?

S YEATS
No Answer

Were you both of same religion?
Yes ( }
No ()

Where diel you live when you married first?
On our own
With my parents
With his parents
With other relatives

o p—

Il living with cither parents, how did you get on,

IT on yvour nwn was this:

Room { )
Flat ( )
House ( )
Caravan ( )

Other (specify)

Did vou remain in this accommodation all during your marriage?

Yes ( )]
No ()
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If ‘No’ what other aceommodation did you have? (Tick more than
onc il relevant)
With my parcnts {
With his parents (
With other relatives (
Room on our own  (
Flat on our own (
Housc on our own
Caravan on our own (
Other (specily)

— N Nt N Sl St St

How come, you moved (o this accommodation ?

What was the loagest time you spent during your marriage in
any one accommaodation?

t o5 months  (
4 10 6 months  (
7 to 12 months {
1 1o 2 years (
2 (

e

Did you pay rent?

IT “Yes' was yonr rent on the hasis?
Wackly { )
Forinighy ( )
Maonthly )

1%id your rent get into arrears?

Often { )
Sotnctames )
Never { )
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1)id ynu work afler your marriage?

No ()

1] *Yes® why did you?
Necded the money  ( )
For interest { )
Onher (specify)

How many children did you have?
Boys
Girls

How many arc still alive?

Children Age

Fow many pregnancies did you have ending before full 1ime?
n 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

How were you afier the birth of your babies Werc you very ill or
anxious or did you take long to recover?
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Were the children important to your hushand?

Lnportant ( )
Didn’t matter one way or other { )
Not important at all ( )

id your life change and in what way after children born?

Did vour hushand help with the children?

Ofien ( )
Sometites )
Never { )
Did you heth agree nn expectlations for yonr children?
Yes ()
Nao ( }

Il *No’, what were your differences?

Did you enjoy the physical side of your relationship?

Always ( }
Sometines }
Never { }

Soine people say sex is very important in marriage and others say
it is not. What do you think?

Woere you pregnant when yon married?
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IT*Yes” were you planning to marry before you became pregnant
or was it the reason for your deciding to get married?

Planning to marry anyway { )
Rcason for marriage at that time )

When did you [cel things started to “go wrong”'?

From the beginning of marriage  ( )
After —'nth child born { )
Other (specify) { )

What do you think brought this about?

Was marriage what yvou thought it would be like?

Yes ( }
No ( )
Didn’t have any preconceived notions  ( )

I *No’ in what way different?

Did your idea of your husband change during your marriage?

Yes ()
No ()

In what way, if “Yes"?
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1f“Na™ what had your thought of hun?

Did yon go ont together alter marriage?
(a) As much as beforce { )
(4) Less than before ( )
(¢) Never after marriage ( )

1f {a) how did vou manage that?

If (5} or (c) why was this?

What was your husband’s occupation during marriage?
b P 4 g

Was your husband ever uncmployed during your marriage?

All the time ( )
Most of the time ( )
About half the time ( )
Only sometimes ( }
Very seldom ( }
Never ( }
Did your husband tell you how much he earned?
Yes ( )
No ()

If “Yes”, did he give you a reasonable amount in your opinion
to run the housc?
Yes { )
No { )
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If “No™ did he give vou a rcasonable amount in vour opinion to
run the house?

Yes ()

No ( )
id he increase your allowance with rises or when children born?

Yes ()

No { )
Would von say vou had disagreements about money?

Yes ( )

No ( )

Did you discuss your problems with your hushand? Such as
family, children and housckeeping.

What did ynu disagree about mainly?

Was yonur hushand vielent o you?

Ofien { }

Somctimes )
Never ( )
Did he ever use violence towards the children?
Often { )
Sometimes ( )
Never ( )
Did you ever take your hushand toe Court?
Yes ( )
No ( )
IF“Yes", for what?
Cruelty { )
Non-maintenance (. )

Other (specily)
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Did you at any time during vowr marriage consult any outside
agency about your problems?

Pricst or clergyman { )
Relatives { )
Gardai (

Social worker {(which onc?) { )
ISPCC ( )
Other (specify) ( )

Pid you discuss separation?

Yes ( )
Na ( }

1 “Yes” why did you not pursue it?
Too expensive  { )

Other reason (specify)

Peoplc say gambling and drink are causes of break-ups in
marriages, would vou agree with that?

Yes ( )
No ( }
Do you both drink?
Yes { ) Yes { )
No ( ) No {
Sell { ) Husband { )

Would you say drink was a problem in your marriage?

Have you any idea why your husband drank to excess (if applic-

able)?
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Have you any idea why your husband gambled to excess (if
applicablc)?

And what about gambling? {Dogs and horses). Did you or your
hushand gamble?

) | Yes

Yes ( )
No ( ) No ( )
Self ( ) Husband ( )

Wonld you say gambling was a problem in your marriage?

Would you say your husband’s drinking and/or gambling habits
changed after marriage?

Increased ( )
Remained same ( )
Reduced ( )
Reduced at first but later increased ( }

During your marriage did you live outside Dublin for any length
of time {apart rom holidays)?

Yes ( )
No )
If “Yes”, where?
' Elsewhere in Ireland ( )
Britain { )
Us ( )

Other {specify)
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AFTER DS ERTION

How many years were you miarried before desertion?
1234567891011 121514151617 1B 1920

Present source of income?
Deserted Wife's Allowance {
Employment {
Home Assistance {
Relatives assisting (his or yours) (

Orther {specify)

S e Nt e

Total amount of income per week?
Deserted Wife's Allowance
Home Assistance
Employment
Relatives
Children’s Allowances

If employed—what kind of employment?

What did yau have for dinner today? Tick all applicable.
Mcar
Vegelable
Potatocs
Bread
Milk

Fruit

Nt Mt M Yt e et

Where are your children a1 presem?

Child Where
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Have any of your children appeared in Court on any ot the

following?
School Attendance ( )
Offences { )
Never in Court ( )

Do any of your children attend Child Guidance Clinics?

Yes { )
No ( )

IT**Yes”, haw many?

1 2. 3 4 5 6 7 89

o any members of your family keep in touch with you?

Mother { )
Father (v )
Sisters ( )
Brothers { }
Other relatives { )
No relatives { )
No they don’t keep in touch )
Docs your husband’s family keep in touch with you?
Mother ( }
Father { )
Sisters ( )
Brothers ( )
Other relatives { )
No relatives ( )
No they don’t keep in touch ( )

Arc you living in the samec accommodation now as before
desertion?

Il your family keep in touch are they a help to you (not necessarily
financial)?

Yes ( )
No ()
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Il “No”, why not?

Yes )

IT your husband’s family keep in touch, arc they a help to you
{not necessarily financial)
No { )

If “No", why not?

1id you go out in past month?
——— e s "
Where With Whom |

Do you watch T.V. at homc often?
Very ofien

Sometimes
Haven't got a T.V.

What in your view was tlic rcason for descrtion?

If you could get a divorce, would you like to marry again?
Yes ( )

No ( )

Do you know where your husband is?
: Yes ( )
No ( )
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Have you made any cffort to contact your hwshand?

IT*Yes”, please give dedails

If “*No, is there any particular reason why not?

Wortld you take your husband back if he wanted to come?

Yes ( )
No ( )

If “Yes”, why?

If “No”, why?

What were the circumstances of the desertion? Did your husband-

Go away to get work and you just drifted apart ( )
Left suddenly without trace ( )
Lcft after numerous quarrels and threats ( )

Other (specify)
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What in your view are the most important things o make 2
happy marriage?

Why do you think it happened to your marriage?

I would like 10 know what you think of the situation of the
deserted wife, what could be done—and what are your general
vicws of the causes of desertion.

1Yo you miss anything in particular now?

Are vou better ar worse off now, not necessarily financially?

Yes }
No ( )




THFE. ECONOMIC AND SOCIAIL RESEARCH
INSTITUTE
4 Burlingion Road, Dublin 4.

Dear

As a social scientist I am proposing to cngage in a scrious
study of women whose hushbands no longer live in the same
lrouse and have ceased to support them. There is, as you can
imagine, great difliculty in contacting these women and 1
wonder if T could approach you with a view to discussing the
possibility of contacting any women in your parish in this sad
position. Absolute confidentiality is guaranteed and names will
only he used by me for contacting purposcs. 1 am solely
responsible for the study and shall be doing all the interviewing
personally. No other individual or individuals will be involved
at the name stage.

[ shall be happy to give you lull details of the kind of informa-
tion I am secking and would be most grateful for an opportunity
to discuss this with you if you would consent o do so.

Should you be willing, if you could please suggest a time and
datc convenient for you, I shall be happy to call to sce you.

Thanking you.

Yours sincerely,
Kathleen O'Higgins (Miss)
B.Soc.Sc.
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