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ABSTRACT

Contributions to Household Work by Children in

Two-Parent/Two-Child Families in Utah
by
Lundie Lee Osborne, Master of Science

Utah State University, 1979

Major Professor: Jane McCullough
Department: Home Economics and Consumer Education

The purpose of this study was to investigate children's contribu-

ehold work and to determine what factors affected the

tions to hous
amount of time children spent in household work activities. Data for

te Comparison of

the study came from the Utah portion of the "Iaters
Urban/Rural Families' Time Use" which involved 210 two-parent/two-child
families in Utah. Data were collected through interviews with the
homemakers in each family using time diaries and an informatioan ques-

use was recorded for two 24 hour days for all family

tionnaire, Tim
members over the age of five. For the present study an analysis was
made of the time contributions to household work by 200 children (87
girls/113 boys) from 114 families. Ninety-six of the children were
from rural families and 104 were from urban families.

Factors considered included sex; place of residence; children's

nizational activities;

in school, paid employment, and org




recreational activities; hours of parental

ent; and parents' time in household work. Stati enalysis
was done using either a partial correlation coefficient to control for
age or a "t" test of the differences between means.

Findings revealed that the amount of time children contribute to
household work activities varies widely. Some children contribute
little or no time to household work while others put in several hours
per day. Rural children were found to contribute more time to household

work than urban children. Girls did not contribute a significantly

greater amount of time to household work than boys, but boys and girls

did contribute time to rent types of household work activities.
Girls were more likely to spend time performing traditionally feminine

household tasks and boys were more likely to spend time performing tra-

ditionally masculine household tasks. Hours of parental employment and

parents' time in household work did mot make much impact on children's

contributions to work in the home, but it does seem clear that chil-

dren's time in household work does not substitute for that of adult

family members.

vi (84 pages)




INTRODUCTION

In the field of home management, the family is viewed as "a cor-
porate unit of interacting and interdependent personalities who have a

mon theme and goals, have a commitment over time and share resources

and living space'" (Hook & Paolucci, 1970, p. 316), Ideally, this cor-
porate unit, in sharing resources and living space, functions to provide
a positive and nurturing environment for all family members,

In order to maintain the family unit and its support environment,
the household, resource decisions are continually being made in an
effort to attain individual as well as group goals. Most commonly re=
cognized decisions involve economic and material resources, but deci-
sions are also being made, albeit often unconsciously, about human
resources in the home and in particular about the human resource of

1

time. Maintaining a household requires work and

=

at work takes t

and the decision of whose time will be used for what is a resource
issue, Time inputs into household work are resources used to facili-
tate family functioning so that goals can be achieved.

The issue of work in the home has been studied and/or commented on
by economists, sociologists, historians, advocates of the women's move=
ment, and by any number of other interested individuals. Most of the
attention has focused on the distribution of housework between husbands
and wives, Curiosity about the economic value of housework; the oppor-
tunity costs of time; the question of leisure and quality of life; and
questions of gender roles, role-sharing, and dual careers have all

spawned research studies and essays on the time contributions and/or




household task performance of adults in the home. The contributions of

children to household work have for the most part been ignored.

of sociology, history, an-

Some work has been done in

us on the types of work children

thropology, and economics with

do rather than on their relative contributions to household work. The
question of how much time children contribute to household work is of

when considering resource management within the home, Are

portance
the time inputs of children to household work a viable alternative to

.1y members, and in particular to the in-

bouts of mothers? Are there factors which affect how much time children
F

contribute to work in the home? Do working mothers use their children's

in meeting the demands of maintaining a home and family? Are

of the corporate unit we call the £

1g member

children contributir

Statement of the Prcblem

As our world increases in complexity, time as a resource does not

in the lives of

change, but the number of alternative uses for tir

people young and old continues to increase. Within the context of the
family this time dilemma holds definite implications for the roles of
family members in the home. Maintaining a home and family takes time
and who takes what roles in household work can be an issue of who has
time to do the work required. As more and more women have entered the

ands on all family members have in-

labor force and as the time de

creased, it is possible that the roles of children in household work

have chang;

At present, the available research on children's contributions to




w

household work does mot present a very clear picture of children's work

in the home, Early studi do not answer questions concerning children's

roles today, More recent studies vary in methods and consequently com-
parative evaluations are difficult. Conclusions, overall, have been
contradictory at points and as a result have not provided a sound basis

children's contributions to household work or the factors

for evaluatir

influencing the time children do contribute in the home.

Statement of Purpose

The purpo of this study was to investigate children's contribu-

household work as indicated by the amount of time they spent

tions

in performi household work activities and to identify factors which

influence the time contributions children make to household work.

Hypotheses

Based on the review of the literature the following hypotheses
concerning children's contributions to household work were proposed:

1. The amount of time spent in household work activities by
children is negatively related to the total amount of time they spend
in school, in paid employment, and in organizational activities.

2. The amount of time spent in household work activities by
children is negatively related to the amount of time they spend in
social and recreatiomal activities.

3. The amount of time spent in household work activities by
children is positively related to the hours of parental employment,

4. The amount of time spent in household work activities by boys




is negatively related to the amount of time the

hou

in household work activities by girls

5. The amount of

is negatively related to the amount of time their mothers spend in
household work activities.

6. There is no significant difference between the amount of time

%

rural children spend in household work activities and the amount of

in household work acti-

feminine household tasks of food preparation, dishwashing, clothing

TS

care, housecleaning, and caring for other household membe

rming the traditionally

9 Boys spend more

, yard, car, and pets.

sculine household tasks of maintainii




REVIEW OF LITERATURE

Management and Family Resources

Management has been defined by Schlater (1967) as 'a dynamic, on-
going process which encompasses those human actions directed toward

ined

the realization of values and goals' (p. 95). « It has also been

s of planning, organizing, im-

a bit more specifically as ''the proce
plementing, and evaluating the use of resources to accomplish goals and

satisfy wants'" (Nic ce, & Tucker, 1976, p., 462), Inherent in

both definitions is the concept of management as a process concerned
with utilizing resources to attain goals. The goals sought may be of
an individual or group nature but in either case, they will determine
how, when, where, and by whom available resources will be used.

s which can be used to

Resources, themselves, are recognized asse
achieve goals (Nickell, Rice, & Tucker, 1976), Within the family,

sets are varied and include human resource

, nonhuman objects,

events, and situations which possess the property of 'resourcefulness"
and so function as means to some desired outcome (Schlater, 1967).
Human resources of any given family include the time, energy, skills,

knowledge, abilities, and interests of the individuals who make up that

family, The nonhuman or material resources of a family consist of eco-
nomic resources, such as money, credit and material assets, and envi-
ronmental resources, such as available community facilities and natural
resources. Taken together, these resources are what a family has to

work with in their effort to attain individual and group goals.




In the context of the family, manag and more specifically

resource use play a critical role in fostering the growth and develop=-
ment of family members through the handling of family activities and

household work in such a way as to build and strengthen the home as a

support system. Paolucci (1967), in discussing home management, stated

that "decision-making s concerned with the simple

resolution of competing values and goals of individual family

members and the realization of specific goals through the creation,

allocation, and utilization of resources" (p. 2). Broderick (1970), in
his discussion of the functional requirements of the family, has simi-

larly stated that the family will not survive "if it cannot manage its

resources in such a way as to do the work necessary to support its

terial needs and keep the group operating' (p. 2). Nichols (1970)

identified "family welfare as the purpose and outcome of resource use

(p. 41); and Rice stated that "family welfare . . . depends
upon the use made of resources to provide physical necessities, goods,
and services" (p. 6).

In reviewing the literature on family resource use, it becomes
very apparent that resource use is important to the well-being and
effective functioning of the family unit, Working with limited re-
sources, families must make choices, often amidst competing goals, of

how to allocate the resources available,

Use and Household Activities

As a resource common to all families, time is continually being




1ed, allocated, and directed toward the achievement of both

dual goals. Whose time is used for what purpose is the re-

sult of numerous decisions that are made daily, though often unconscious-
ly. How a family uses its time, or rather the time of its various mem-
bers, affects goal attainment as well as the development and use of

sources. This is particularly evident in the area of household

other r

Many family and individual goals relate to household activities

(Deacon & Firebaugh, 1975) and the ti

2, physical capacity, and cogni-
tive resources of family members are vitally important to the accom-
plishment of those goals. We may not be accustomed to thinking of the
time and skills of family members as resources but with the many activi-
ties involved in maintaining a household, the participation of various
family members in performing those activities is a resource issue.
Traditionally women have been or have provided the major human resour-

pointed out by Nickell, Rice, and

ces in household activities, but

ker in 1976:

Home related work can also be shared by other family members,
the tasks can be delegated to individual workers, or a number
of people can cooperate to complete a task or group of tasks.
Resources and goals of the household need to be considered to
decide whether to divide responsibilities, to cooperate, or
to do the work alome (p. 250).

In terms of time use by family members and their contributions to
household work activities, most of the available data have focused on

the time contributions of adults (Robinson, 1977a; Szalai, 1972;




household work demands.,

important resource al

They may increase over

they may simply serve to alleviate part of the work load that would

but either way, childre

erature available on the contribut

time spent by hor

The first type includes studies which

ldren's contributions were considered along with

ntribution

of "helpers."

around the house. Both

does whe

ies provide an excellent pckground to approaching the

children's contributions

to household work and the factors

affect the contributions they make within the household unit.

with Children as a Secondary Focus

railable data

on the cont to
studies which by the

of the United Sta nt of
place in the last early

111 efficiency

ons

nakers in household work.




in household tasks

at ascertaining the

One of the most extensive of these studies was con-

ducted by Wilson (1929) in Oregon using a sample of over 500 farm and
nonfarm households. Wilson found that full-time homemakers spent an
average of 51.6 hours per week in performing household tasks. About

istance from family members,

90 % of these homemakers received some

with children contributing an average of 4.6 hours per week to house-

Children's contributions accounted for about

buted by all "helpers." Farm children of grade school age

were found to contribute an average of 3.3 hours per week to household

while high school children contributed an average of five hours

per week. The average contribution for grade school children living
in town was about the same as that of farm children. The children of

, however, contributed less than their

4.1 hours per week. Of the household
work performed by helpers, the most frequently performed tasks were

those of caring for the fires, purchasing food, cleaning up after

tivities.

meals, and regular house a
Another of the early studies sponsored by the USDA was conducted
by Arnquist and Roberts (1929) using a sample of 137 Washington farm
homemakers. Their research indicated that farm children of all ages
were assisting in household work with over 607 of all children con-
tributing an average of almost five hours per week. Children's con-

tributions were found to account for over 45% of all the help given

by family members and others combined. Most of thi

dishes after meals, meal preparation, wash-

shing

clearing away and we




wel L LO
¢ difference
increased with age. For children age six to fifteen, boys contributed

an average of 1.7 hours per week whereas girls contributed an average

¢

of 6.6 hours per week. and Roberts also found support in

ilies con-

their research for the that children from farm £

te more to household work than children from town families.

in rural South one

househo

included in the s le, 58 reported having received

hundred hon

help from othe ly members. For those receiving help, the time

ed 10 hours and 12 minutes per week or less than one

contributed ave

Wasson's examples of help in household

C
B
v
o
o
<

and one-hal

and tended to be in the

tasks focus on

areas of

8 rural homemakers. For the 61 women who re-

porte help, an average of 10 hours and 40 minutes per

week was recorded for all assistance. Of amount, six hours and
50 minutes were spent in food preparation and dishwashing. Unlike some

of the earlier studies, children's contributions were not separated

out from the total time contributions of other family

But, Richardson did note that those homemakers receiv

children over the age of

ount of help were
P

living with the family.

emakers who received help in household work

helpers.




re found to , rather than less, performir
household tasks. ichardson speculated that when there is help ava

able women may take on additional household tasks thus adding to the

total time spent in household work.
In Muse's 1946 study of 183 Vermont homemakers, persons other than

the homemaker contributed an average of 17.75 hours per week to house-

homemakers, the

nbers of the

contributing about six percent of the total ti

Hh

r

devoted to household work, with the time varying

often performed by girls were found to

&

vary somewhat with age. Girls who were eight to 12 helped most fre-

quently with housecleaning and washing of dishes, although as many as

third to one-half of these girls also helped with food preparation,

~hild care, and care of personal clothi 0f the boys who contributed

time to household work, 88 percent spent under five hours per week.
] E E b

The tasks most often done by boys of all
of the girls. They most frequently helped with carrying in water,
building fires, and filling lamps and stoves.

One of the most comprehensive studies dealing with the participa-
tion of various family members in household work was conducted under
the direction of Walker (Walker & Woods, 1976). Using a sample of 1296

a measure of household

New York households, Walker used ti

, number of child-

d family composition variabl

ren, and age of the oldest and youngest child, as they affected the

amount of ti ontributed to household work by different members of




was the household, ar

s contributions to household work was not

individual children but on the time contri-
butions of all children as grouped into two age classifications, six to
11 years and 12 to 17 years. Children age six to 11 were found to con-

amilies

tribute an average of 1.1 hours per day to household work in

where the mother was not employed and an average of 1.0 hours per day

in where the mother was employed. For children 12 to 17
the ution was 2.0 hours per day in households

where the mother was not employed and 2.2 hours in households where the

mother was employ Older children accounted for five percent of the

total household woerk time when the mother was not employed and 10%
when the mother was employed. However, the increase in percentage was

not due to an increase in the actual time contributions of children

whose mothers but to a decrease in their mother

inputs into household work.

hat children m

“

evious studies, Walker also indicated

Like pr

frequently helped with regular house care, marketing, after meal
cleanup, and regular meal preparation. Older children were reported
as having contributed to some household work on about 907 of the
record days and the four activities in which they were most often in-
volved included meal preparation, after meal cleanup, regular house
care, and marketing. These activities represented 60% cf their total
time in household work in families where the mother was not employed

and 727 of their total time in families where the mother was employed.




(1965) studied the roles of family
evidenced by their relative participation in family economic activi-
ties, in household work, and in the care of children., The basis of the
study was survey data supplied by 1,027 high school sophomores living
in Tampa, Florida. In terms of household work, information was

mothers, and all teenage sons

and daughter

Johannis' results indi~
cated that the families followed a fairly traditiomal division of labor
with mothers performing the central role in carrying out household
tasks., Where teenage children did participate in household work,
daughters were found to participate more frequently in traditionally

ale" activities whereas sons were found to participate more fre-

quently in "male" activities, The tasks most cften per-

formed by daughters included picking up and putting clothes, mak=-

ing beds, cleaning and dusting, clearing and setting the table, and
doing after meal dishes. For sons the tasks most often performed were
caring for the yard and emptying the garbage and trash., For both sons

and daughters the contributions to household work were most frequently

in performance of tasks which required little skill and which were eas-

ily learned, demanding a minimal amount of supervision.

In the same study, Johannis also evaluated the participation of

(0]

teenage sons and daughters in caring for younger siblings. Their par-
ticipation was highest in activities of a supervisory nature such as
soei hat chi e cot o - > 1 % }
sceing that children got dressed properly and helping them with school

rk oweve r 4 ei ici 3 s r
work. However, overall, their participation was relatively infrequent.




In a survey of 21 middle class families in upstate New York,

Phillips (1957) gathered data on 47 children to determine what hous

hold ta between the ages of four and 12 were performing.

eek, and spent ne

in the course oIl a

The tasks most frequently done, as reported by the children, included

aking their own beds, setting the table, clear-

picking up their rooms, r

ing the table, running errands away from home, ar sitting, gen=

n increased

hot

10ld tasks performed by child

little relationship between the age of children

and the frequency with which household tasks were performed, or with

care but

hin and clothing

in almost all other areas--food preparation, dishw g5
care--girls performed a greater number of tasks than boys. Girls also
spent considerably more time doing household work than did the boys.

As estimated by their mothers, girls averaged ll.7 hours in household

work per week while boys averaged only 5.1 hours.

Participation in outside activities didn't se

ities increased. Mothers' emplo

o




em to affect the average number of household

pent in household

outside of

work were higher for children whose mothers were
the home than for those whose mothers were not employed. Overall,

mothers gave their children credit for saving them an average of at

least 55 and as much as 65 minutes a day due to the household ta
they performed.
onducted a research project to obtain information

iddle class teenagers living

nces and income of

in South Euclid-Lyndhurst, Ohio. Part of the study included an analy-
is of the types and amounts of work performed by teenagers at home.

eighth, tenth, and

()

Using questionnaires completed by 261 students in th

twelfth grades, Tengel found that 94 percent of the gi

s and approxi-
mately 67 percent of the boys performed various kitchen and houseclean-

students reported shopping for groceries and
E K =1 5

ks and

errands. Girls more often than boys reported tasks involving

r siblings while boys more frequently re-

ng and care of young
ported working outside (washing the car, gardening, washing windows,
etc.), cleaning the basement, and taking out the trash. In terms of
time inputs, as estimated by the students, Tengel concluded that girls
assumed more responsibility for household chores than boys. Where

relatively few boys reported working over three hours per week, 65 per-

cent of the tenth and twelfth grade girls reported working more than

six hours per week.

nt approach, Parker (1966) studied 100

ne the basis for task distribution

mir




Participation in household teé recorded for all

:rs of the £ to det

ily in ord

ridualized requirements or according to traditional role concepts.

The results of the study indicated that women performed the majority of

household ta but that children did share in a wide variety of house-

responsibility. However, Parker commented that "the major respon-
k i ’ J E

tend to be the more menial ta

1675b), in seeking to clarify the patterns of house-

hold work ation of children, analyzed the time use data of

in one, two, child households

11 study (Walker and Woods, 1976). Using the ti
J 3 5

use records of 387 girls and 419 boys from 455 families, Lynch found

tha

o nine to 17 performed a greater number of household acti~

household work.

e age and spent more ti

The mean tim

ranged from .3 hours per day for both boys a
six to eight years of age to .6 hours for boys and 1.3 hours for girls

in the 12 to 17 age group. In comparing boy-girl participation rates

&

for four household work activities, meal preparatiom,

11 cleanup, and
regular house care were identified as primarily female tasks and care
of yard and car was identified as primarily a male task. Two of these

tasks, meal cleanup and regular house care, were found to become more

x differentiated with age. In looking at the amount of time ent on

meal preparation, re

ilar house care, and care of the yard and car, the

~

same differentiation took place. Girls spent more time in meal prepar-

ati

than other household tasks and boy

spent

for the yard and car than 1ousehold work




influence c

In considering

modeling the

tion in household work, Lynch found some support for

hers in terms of the of household work acti=-

vitie She did not find

strong support for parental employment as a significant variable in de-

children's contributions to work in

Age was identi-

fied as an important factor in increasing the amount of work contri-

irls than

buted, but the age relationship was noticeably stronger for

jer they spent more and more time in house-

o
—

girls got

Berk (1976), in a study conducted in Evanston, Illinois, used a
combination of data techniques (direct observation, telephone inter-

views, and diary records) to evaluate the division of household labor

in various sized suburban households. Unlike many previous studi

the area of household production, Berk did not use time contributions

as the basis of analysis but focused instead on relative tas

nce in terms of who did what proportion of particular hou

Although Berk was primarily interested in the relative contributions of

all household members, it is significant to note that she assumed that
"the productive capabilities of children are potentially important

ments in the maximization of household marginal activities" (p. 33).

el

bers and spent a

Berk identified children as contributing household m
great deal of time exploring the relationship between children's con-
tributions and the investments of other family members, especially
mothers, in household work,

Breaking household tasks into general task areas, Berk identified




sehold wor

etween househol

variations in the divisic

which she felt were helpful in understanc

household labor. Findi from the dy indicated that a mother's

forts were affected far more by an increase in children's efforts
than by an increase in a father's efforts. It did not appear that
there was an equal exchange but children's contributions in the areas

neal preparation and kitchen cleanup did seem to influence a mother's

ges, children

orts. Regardless of employment,

were found to contribute "little or nothing' to child care and outside

inds, Like other research, Berk pointed out that '"while fathers and

children do participate in household work, their roles are viewed as

'helpers'" (p. 280). imary responsibility for household tasks ap-

peared to remain with the adult fenm

Consequently,

The most recent study of children's contributions to household
work was performed by O'Neill in 1978. Comparing time use data from
1967-68 and 1977, 0'Neill looked into the patterns of children's
household task participation in two-parent, two-child families living

in Syracuse, New York. For both the 1967-68 and 1977 studies the data

were collected by a survey questionnaire and two time record

charts completed by er. The comparison was made on the

basis of time use records of 219 children (115 boys between

of six and 17 from the 1977 households and records of 333
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ively related to time spent in school and in social and recreational

activities., Relatively few children in both time periods were involved
in paid employment or organizational activities so neither of these

proved to constrain the amount of time available for house-

both boys and girls contributed to a variety of

riods it was

time

older they did a greater number of household
in household work,
For all age groups, girls were found to engage in a greater vari-

ety of household tasks than boys. Also, the average daily time spent

for than for boys. The one

in household work ten

found among the 15 to 17 year old

It
]
0o

narKe

more to household

work than girls of the
In comparing the average time contributions over the 10 year per-
iod 0'Neill found that both boys' and girls' contributions to house-
hold work were greater in 1977 than in 1967-68. Interestingly, boys
contributions increased by a greater percentage than girls'. Like pre-
vious studies, tasks of food preparation, dishwashing, and houseclean-
ing were still more frequently performed by female children and tasks
involving maintenance of home, car, yard, and pets were more frequently

performed by male children. Along with these findings 0'Neill found




old

eir hous

upport for
)T LS t e-sex parents,
In te contributions r to parental

0'Neill found a definite megative relationship. Increases in the hours

of nent of both mothers and fathers were not accompanied by in-
cr in ch WOT as hours of

sehold work

e spent by

some interesting questions about manage-

creased., Sucl

the home. O'Neill commented that such find-

ment of hu

d work if at le

that less household

one parent is at home to supervise

werk is being attempted in multi-worker households" (p. 100),

1ling with

10ld Work

reviewed varied widely in focus, methodology used,

and in their means of evaluation. s a result, conclusions based on

offer only a partial view of children's work efforts in

ved children did contribute to

. In all the studies

household work, but re factors influencing the amount of work

and types of work performed, the evidence remains somewhat sketchy. It
would seem that as children grow older they contribute more time to

household work and that overall, most of their involvement is in

and minimal supervision.

and routine tasks which require little s

There does appear to be a division of household tasks b

is also evidence of an overlapping of done by boys and girls.

contribute more time to house-

Generally it has been observed that g

et older. When it comes to

hold work than boys, especially as children g




Consequently

inputs into household

beculative,




N9

METHODS AND PROCEDURES

The data

by Jane McCullough and

al. family time

ban/ru

Utah

financed by the Utah State Agricultural Experiment Station.

study was part of a larger re ¥ roject which i 7 G n other
st besides L

of Urban/Rural Famili

Cornell University. It was designed to update the

a (Walker and Woods, 1976) and was expanded to include data from

all state samples. There w

an urban area

105 of

und 105 from a rural area. The samples were to be randomly drawn and

s of

ied according to the age of the younger child. [
24 b

ication were designated:

r child under one year of

Level I: Young

Level II: Younger child one year old.

Level III: Younger child between two and five.
Level IV: Younger child between six and eleven,

Level V: Younger child between twelve and seventeen.

For

5 113
cut, Lot

inia, and

St

California, Con-

s zon
zon,

New York,




hild fam-

were se=-

counties,

because of their population size, their geographic location, and

ies in each of the five levels.

were checked in

> telephone
ily was still residing in the

his biased the

lephone

sample by eliminating those families without phones, those with un-

isted numbers, and thosc who had moved into the counti after publi-

hone directory.

tion of the tele
For the purpose thi t a subsample the Utah was
used. subsample consisted of all the children over the age of

included because time

sub=-

sample consisted of 200 children from 114 of the in the

Utah study, Fifty-four of the families were from Iron and W

counties and 60 of the families were from Salt Lake County.

The instruments for the "Interstate Compsz of Urban/Rural Fam-~

tion

Time Use" consisted of

instruments were revised fc




er nationwide.

L1 ted in the

Reliability and validity of the time diary approach to collecting

time data been studied and evaluated by Robinson (197 1977b).
b C C antage of
le
per ir
ry ha £
lifferent 1, ga 3 part
of the world on, 197 Sz 1972; Walker and Woods, 1976).

Robinson also cites a multinational study in which "yesterday' est

It T " - - " NC AT X - 1 ¢ N - . -
s and ''tomorrow' records were used to e the >ree of cor-

respondence between t two types of me aries. The overall corre-

1 + g 1 ' 3\ T

1 on w to +«85 (Yule's Y), time

d v a it u Com-
. ! " "
ons of lts with "o tional” records of ti

use have offer support to the validity of time diaries as a method of

athering time data (Robinson, 1977b).

"

The time diaries used in the "Interstate Comparison of Urban/Rural

and

listed activity categories on the vertical axis

time periods in ten-minute intervals on the horizontal axis. Each

sonal care of self (See Appendix A).

The inforr ional questionnaire used in the study asked for the




occupation

(see Appendix B).

recorded the types of equip-
’ .

education of adult fami

members,

round data

Collection of Data

Date we pe

iew were )

for obtai

tunity

and (¢c) a means of dir

Interviews were conducted over

paced evenly throughout the year t

variations. spread

The

by Walker and Woods

red number of

the Utah study were hir

rsonal inte with the home-

personal inter-

complete

purpose of the study and answer any questions,

ections ccncerning the time diary
a full calendar year and were
o take into account any seasonal

evenly over the different days of

a profes~-

sional public opinion corporation and were brought to Utah State Uni-

versity for training using a video-tape developed at Cornmell. After

the sample had been drawn, lists of

family names were mailed to the

interviewers who made the initial contact by telephone. If the family

met the criteria of being a two-pare
g

pletion rates were calculated for
for the first segment of the rural s
The first interview involved th

nt/two-child family and was willing

et for the initial interview. Com-

total urban sar at 46% and

ample at 51%.

e completion of a recall time diary




homemaker.

pen's research (cited in 0'Neill, 1978) had shown

use is similar but not identi=-

of children

that mothers"

cal to those of the children themselves, homemakers were asked to have
family the diarie for accuracy. A second time diary was
left w the :r on which the time use of

was to be recorded.

nal interview and omemaker for

ip during th

ion ques-

teness. In addition to the time
tionnaire was completed for each family.
Once completed, the interview materials were forwavded to the re-

rcher at Utah State University for checking, coding, and analysis.

of the current research project, a tally was made

in certain activities

categories of

and above. Of

ric the following eleven categories were used:

shing; housecleaning; maintenance of home, car, yard, and pets;

dishv 3

clothing care; physical care of household members; nonphysical care of

household members; schoolj; paid workj; organization participation; and

social and recreational activities.

Statistical Analysis

basic dual school-

for the study w

child within each household. The variables used fo

€ or data analys

the child; parents time and




W H 1 L L { Ly
v 5 ga A 1al 3. ch ire t n i
1 V S3 a h I 1 0 .
A t poth lealt with fact ich mi t have
lated in household work, a partial correlation
[ ficient was used to control for aj n test the relationship
is pc 5 numt th 1gh ne assert that ther
ifferen i t in househol
f T O hypot cs re tested v !
RS t £ i t in ti S.
It level of i chosen thesis testing was .05,
Thi Jenotes situation wher n five percent of

nul tiplicity of activitie erformed in

individual

in goods and services that enable a

family to function as a unit" (Walker and Wood 1976 )

Operational Definition: Food preparation, dishwashing, clothin;
s ical nd sical care of the family r houseclean-
ir ind itenance of home, . ) pets.
.« Tra ic Feminin fouschold Ta = household task
raditionally as d to and perfor by won




uline Housechold T

traditionally assigned to and performed by men.

Maintenance of home, car, yard, and pets.

Tt era laily in given
y ren were d d, ac age, into
¥ DUT DO « \ -8 9=13 ) -]
" pury ) f 1y 6 )-11, 12 4y
o7 €
o Hou f An aver the combined time




the amount o

to household work. In analyz

household work by children over the age of five the researcher sought

household tasks

)TK.

- '
and rLathers

1ild; hours of

e t n's time spent in school,
) 1d ; and child 's ne spe n ial
nd recr 1t
Data f a la research project on family
i of of t al resic
Iron and Washington es and were considered 5 d half of
h were residents of 11t Lake Count C
rban. Data wer ted terview akers usin
1€ 5 Se rded for all
family er of five, cover per is for

of the week

red over different

mily. Interviews were scatte

)
and over the period of an entire year. This was done to account for

use was record-

ations in ti

asonal var

ies. For the

tegories of

sed, seven of

of the




3
> day rded t e nearest ision to
i over two days was con ethoc
Sanik (1979) ng the New rationale
1 S §e 3 s Vas - P
1ted by was that an average of the two days "represented a

valid measure of the family time use by depicting 2/7 of a week

r than 1/7 of a week'" (p. 210).

children

were

were from rural fam

neral picture of
cl 114 study. Ti a
vel h is con-

urban and rural

1e estimate

The 1975 per capita

for Salt Lake County was or an average of $19,120 for a family

of four. The per capita income estimates for ILron and Washington
counties were $3,500 and $3,373, or approximately $13,748 for a family

Bureau of

these two counties (U.

the educational level parents has any in-

time children contribute to household work,




Income Rural
i Ta
1 2 1 2
1 2 7
8 13 13
15 25 9 17
12 20 12 2
$25,000 and over 21 35 10 18
no response 2 B 2 4
Totals 60 1007, 1007%

attempted

present research to evaluate such a relationship. But in order

to provide a clearer picture of the types of families represented in

the sample, the educational levels of the parents are recorded in

Table 2,

Children

sample was 11.8 years, with a me a X
mean age for boys of 1l.7 years. Table 3

down by sex of the number and percentage of children in




¢
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Table 2

Educational Level of Parents

Education

Mothers

Less than high school + 3 6
H school graduate 27 45 24 44
Some college 21 35 15 28
College graduate 3 13 10 18

adua and/or professional 0 0 2 :

training
Fathers

Less than high 2 3 5 9
High 19 32 15

Some college 14 23 13 24

College graduate 18 30 12 22

Graduate and/or profes
training
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Table 3
nd Pe
Rv

Boys % of Girls % of Total % of

Total Total Total
6- 29 14,5 23 YLD 52 26.0
9-11 26 13,0 16 8.0 42
1 . 24 12,0 23 11,5 47
155174 34 17.0 12,5 59 29,5

200 100.0

oF
=
et
w

In considering factors which might be related to children's con-

tributions to household work, nine hypotheses were proposed., The first

al correlation coefficient in

five hypotheses were tested using a p

order to control for age, These hypothes 1t with school, work,

and organizational participation; social and recreatiomal i

nt;

> in household work; and fa-

hours of parental mothers'

thers' time in hous

Hypothe nine examined t




re analyzed using a

nce and sex of the child. These hypotheses

differences in the

ildren in household work according to where they

1ean times spent by c

Live or whether they were boys or girls.

pothesis Number One - School,
Organizational i

Hypothesis nun

spent in household work was atively rel

e they spent in school, paid employment, and organizational activi-

the correlation between children's t

ties. Holding
household work and their total time in school, paid employment, and

organizational activities was found to be -.2873 with a

level of .000; which indicates that as children spent more time in

school, work, and organizational activities, they spent less ti

household work, n the basis of this finding the hypoth was ac-
cepted. However, to clarify the relationship, the times spent in school,

in paid employment, and in organizational activities were separately

in household work. These correlations

correlated with children's tir
are summarized in Table 4, It should be noted that time records were
collected over an entire year, including holidays, weekends, and sum-
mer vacation as well as school days. Consequently, the average time in
school reported is less than the length of an average school day.
Although the individual correlations between children's time in

household work and time in school, paid employment, and organizational

activities were all significant, it is important to note the differ-

ces in the strengths of the relationships, The correlation be
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dren's T in Household

with Time in School, Paid Employment,

and Organizational Activities

Activity Mean Minutes
Per Day
School 173 -.2066%
58 -.1320%
34

ined 265

nt at ,000

consider=-

in household work and their time in school i

between children's time in household work and

in organizational activi

a5

with that of 0'Neill (1978) who found

school-related activities to be '"the most important out-of-home con-
straint upon the time available to children for potential contributions
within the home'" (p. 50). However, in O'Neill's study the correlation

of school time with children's time in household work was the only one

of the three correlations which was significant, In discussing this

fact, 0'Neill suggested that the results have been due, in part, to

centa of children involved in eitl

d employment or

the low per

ved these

ational acti

activities was hi




in paid

ired to only 10%

.11 study; and 39.5% having spent some time in organiza-

, in the O‘Nei

vities compared to 1 study. owever,

looking at the percentage of children involved and the correlations

with time in household work does not, on the surface, seem to indicate
a relationship between the percentage involved and the degr of cor-
relation (See Table 5).
Table 5
Percenta of Children Inveolved in School,
Employment, and Organizational Activities
Activity T Correlation of time in activity
Involved with time in household work

school 69 -.2066
Paid employment 27 -.1320
plo}

i
N
o]

~
w

Organizational

Hypothesis N

er Two - Social

and Recreational Activities

Hypothesis number two stated that the amount of time spent by

children in household work is negatively related to the amount of time

they spent in social and recreational activities. All 200 children

reported having spent time in social and recreational activities on

one or both of the record days. The mean time for the

wtes, or about six hours per day per child. This compares to almost

bcial and recreational acti

spent in s

ities per




o

1 work and tivities was

-.0496, The co rection and was sig-

ation was in the predicted di

nificant at the .000 level, but the relationship appears to be very

weak, 0"'Ne study found a correlation of -.12 at the .044 level.
1either study was the correlation even 2.

nanagement it

hours of

as paren ployment incr

ildren's time would

available for household work would

serve as an alternative resource in

esis number

ly. To test for such a relationshij

three was formulated. It stated that tl amount of 1t
sitivel - the hours o paren-
buseh is positively 1 the hour pare

ployme

The hypothe

ation to control

tested using a partial corre

time in household work was correlated with the

. Chil

total hours of parental employment and with mothers' and fathers'

separate hours of employment., In all three cases the correlations

were significant, but they were negative rather than po itive, Con~-

sequently the hypothes was rejected., Table 6 presents

are small and can explain only a

« Still, the fact that S

itive indicates a relationship between




CorT »f Childr T'i
Hours of Parental
Children's time in Correlation df Level of
ousehold work with: Significance

tal hc
parental -.023 197 .000
Fathers'

ploy -.018 197 .000
Mothers' hours of ployment

=OL7 197 .000

dren's time in household work and hours of parental employment

d. 0'Neill (1978), in finding

mented on the possibility that such findir

s may be due to

ion in accomplishing household ta

amount of household work being atte ed in multi

is the opinion of the author that the first possibility

}

is the more likely explanation. Children's need of supervision has

(Berk, 1976; Johannis, 1965) and such

been noted by other researche

an explanation may also explain partially why a smaller amount of time

5 spent in household work in multiworker families. The general indi-

time in household work does not substitute

cation is that children’

for the time inputs of their parents to household work.

Four - Fathers

Work

Based on the assumption that there is a certain amount of work to




io th time inputs from one person would
r 1 er, hypothesi that the
mout »f time spent in hold work by re-

their fathers spent in household work,

lated to the amount of ti
Consistent with the findings of both Lynch (1975a) and 0'Neill (1978),

in household work and that of thei

s' ti

positive rather than

ance level of .000, the hypothesis

in the

vas
1an but,
indication is that boys spent more time in

fathers spent more time in household work. This finding, like that in

hypothesis three, may suggest that children do more around the house

&5

with parental

than without i

ber four, 1

five stated

amount of

spent in household work by girls ga=

tively related to the amount of time their mothers spent in household

work. Here again the correlation turned out to be positive and the

hypothesis was rejected. Holding age constant, the correlation between

YV e s - "
s’ time in household work and mothers' ti

e in household work

+.0676 at .000 level of significance. The weakness of the correla-




erted that there would not be a signifi-

ant difference between the amount of time s in household work by

rural children and the amount of time spent by urban children, Pre-
vious research on urban/rural differences in the time contributions of

time stu-

children limited to two of the

929) and Arnquist and Roberts (1929) concluded that

nded to contribute more t to household work than

ies in 1929, the question of rural/

urban diff been considered by researchers of

children's time in household work., More often than not, the assumption

has been that differences in the time contributions of rural and urban

children to household work do not exist., The findings of the present

tudy did not, however, suppert such an assumption; and the hypoth

ildren to

that no difference exists between the tir
household work in rural families and those of children in urban fami-
ies was rejected.

In comparing the mean time inputs into household work of urban and

rural children, a "t"

test was used to evaluate any difference between

the means. The mean time contribution to household work by rural

minutes per child per day while the m

children was an time contri-

bution of urban children was 40 minutes per child per day. The standard

aitions are very large but this is not unusual for time data becau

of the wide variation in how people use tt A difference was

found between the two means at a ,031 sve significance., This

nificant difference did not show up in

n
N
=]
17
2
=4
s
=}




1 children,

Hypothesis Number Seven -
Child

ater amount

o

erence between the amount of

time spent in household work by girls and the amount of time spent by

=st and were analyzed in

boys. Differences were measur

8 summarizes these results,

Table

arch has tended

=

sehold work

with

h found nificant differences between boys'

and girls’' time inputs into household work in every age group except
the six to eight year olds. 0'Neill found a significant difference in
the twelve to fourteen year age group.

time spent per day per child in house~

g at the

The

hold work, there are observable but not significant

ht and nine should

various age groups.




Urban/Rural

tri

Table 7
Comparison of Children's Time

butions to Household Work

Children  Mean minutes Standard e df Signi-
per day deviation value ficance
All 1 hold work
58.26 67
2,18 165, 9¢ .031
n 4 46
Food preparation
Rural VENVL
~.13 150.54 .899
Urban 755 10,11
Rural 14.76
1.41 161
Urban 3.47 8.07
Housecleanin
Rural 16.61 30491
Lao2 173,93 «13L
Urban L0.75 22.88
Maintenance of home, car, yard, and pets
Rural
1.28 176,96 .200
lirban 13.25 31.98




Standard t
per day deviation value

df ficance

Rural o ¥ 293
-.46 L 645
1 «&5 532
8. g2
-.19 200 . 847
Urban 8.21
Rural 5.83 18.15




Comparison of

Table 8
Time Contributions to

Work by Boys and Girls

Household

44

Group Mean minutes  Standard R Level of
per day deviation value df Significance¥
All ages

Boys 42,96 51.54
-1.58 161.98 <057

Girls 56,36 65,28

Six to eight year olds

Boys 30.58 34.88
73 50 +235

Girls 23,37 36,72

Nine to eleven year olds

Boys 44,81 45,54
S 22,45 .136

Girls 69.41 82,40

Twelve to fourteen year olds

Boys 58.54 72,05
=108 45 .150

Girls 80.98 74,70

Fifteen year olds and older

Boys 41,47 50.16
-1,01 57 «313

Girls 55,20 53.15

*Based on one-tailed

test

of probability.




ore time than

eight asserted that

traditionally feminine household tasks of food pre-

ing, clothing care, house cleaning, and caring for

known to the

Although no previous

and Muse (1946) to the most recent study

s number eight

hypott

hold tasks inc

have at one time or another been identified as tasks more frequently

performed and parti

in by girls than by boy

To test the hypothesis a "t'" test was used., Analyzing the mean

ence between t inputs

time of

.000 level, with girls contri-

tionally

clothing care, housecleaning, and

Hypothesis number eight was accepted.

To analyze the hypothesis a bit more critically a "t" test was also

performed for each of the age groups as well as for the entire sample of

children, In reviewing these findings it is clear that the difference

between tir nine house-

children




Table 9
ison of Time Spent in Traditionally
Feminine Household Tasks by

Boys and Girls

Group Standard SEi Level of
deviationl value df significance*
All ages
Boys 21427 27.24
-3.92 118.86 .000
46,62 55.80
Six to eight year olds
Boys 20,42
.38 50 252
L7, 28 33,03
Nine to eleven year olds
Boys 25,48 27..27
20,49 .045
Girls 5279 59421
Twelve to fourteen year olds
Boys 27.08 35433
1 32.10 .006
Girls 71.41 70,45




Fifteen

year

olds

and

older

14.71

46.60

.002




literatur

s, perform

often than others. The household tasks

being masculine include things like taking

ut t 11 g o work, looking after pets, washing windows,
¢ nine stated at boys spe
B s g a
r 24
"o

the home, car, and yard, and caring for pets, and the mean time spent

by girls was found to be significant at the .007 level. Hypothe

number nine was accepted. Boys consistently contributed more time to

the traditionally house 1 tasks than
To, again, a better unders to 2 dif-

each of

s the results of the analyse

As in the case of traditionally feminine household t

apparent
that as age increases the difference between boys' and girls' time in-

puts into traditionally masculine household tasks becomes more pronounced.

Considering hypotheses number seve eight, and nine together, it

would appear that although there are not significant differences in the

total zirls contribute to household work, there

performed by




by Boys and Girls

Standard LEplt daf
deviation value
All
BoysS +4.,04
2,47 .007
Six to eight year olds
Boy 1 24,59
A 25
Girl 11.30
Nine to eleven year olds
Boy 40,29
39.18 « 407
Girls 30.06
Twelve to fourteen year olds
Boy 59 +37
165 .054
Girls 57 25,91




and older

Fifteen year o

0y 26.76 48.82
1.92 48.55 .030
3.6 21.
* Base of probability.




ren's Contrib

butlions

ehold Work

There are several ways of approaching an evaluation of children's

Contributions can be viewed in terms

contributions to household work

ldren who contribute time to household work

be viewed in

) ;
s average time

. They can also be viewed in
con ute various amounts of time to

i

as complete an overview of children's contri-

butions to household work as

Proportion of Children Participating

ehold Work

in Hou

Looki 11, we see the proportion of children who

contributed any time at all to household work. of
participation was 1g € to 14, with 100 percent contribu-
ting some t to household work., The cond and tl parti-

cipation rates were also those of girls. Ninety-four percent of the
girls age nine to eleven and 88 percent of the girls age 15 and over

participated to some extent in household work. It is only in the six

ht year old grouping that more boys participated than girls.

and girls participation increases until they reach

n there is a drop in the proportion of children

(1975a) and 0'Neill (1978) both

found similar results in their analyses of New York children's contri-

butions to It is plausible that the observed decrease




ldren over the a

in school and outside

Table 11
Number and Percentage of Children Participating

in Household Work

A in Girls
- n = =
N i# To N T
6 -8 23 14 61 29 21 72
)-11 16 15 94 26 20 77
12-14 23 23 100 24 20 83
15=174 25 22 38 34 26 76

N = Number in each age group

mber participating in houschold werk

‘Table 12 presents a more detailed breakdown of children's partici-

pation in specific household activities. ain the highest rates of

participation are among the
k k &

For girls of all ages, food pre-
paration was the activity with the highest percentage of girls partici-
pating, Maintenance of the home, car, yard, and pets was the activity

in which the

Looking at the different age groups, we see that the activities

with the highest percenta

and girls in each of the age groupings. With the exception of the
youngest group, boys participation is highest in maintenance of home,

car, yard, and pets; while

s' participation is highest in food




wn
W

(

Table 12

Percentage of Children Participating in

Selected Household Activiti

Activity Age in Years All

6-8 9-11 12-14 15-17+ Ages

Girls N=23 N=26 N=23 N=25 N=87

Food preparation 17 75 65 52 51

Dishwashing 9 69 48 40 39
Maintenance of home, car,

yard, and pets 30 38 30 24 30

22 63 70 36 46

Clothing care 0 6 13 20 10
Physical care of household

members 9 13 9 16 11
Nonphysical care of house-

hold mem 26 123 13 8 15

Boys N=29 N=26 N=24 N=34 N=113

Food preparation 31 31 38 32 33

Dishwashing 17 23 21, 18 18
Maintenance of home, car,

yard, and pets 31 50 54 38 42

Housecleaning 34 50 38 26 36

Clothing care 0 0 4 3 2

Physical care of household m

members 21 4 0 3 7
Nonphysical care of house-

hold members 21 I9 8 12 15

Percentages are rounded off




ion on the part

Average

ousehold

the average time contributions
of the children who actually participated in the activities., As would

be expected, the average time contributions are highest in those acti-

a large proportion of the children participated, For

in

the home, car, yard, and pets.
The average number of minutes for all boys was 22 minutes and the aver-
age for boys who participated 53 minutes.

It is obvious in looking at the proportion of children involved

ites spent that children co not contribute

and/or care of other household

g

car, yard, and




Activity

6-8
Girl
0 ration 3 17 8 11
Dishwa I 1 1 13 6 /
Hou leaning 4 22 30 22 19

1 3 2 6 3
hc L 7 1 +
Bo

Food preparation 5 4 5 5 5
Dishwashing 2 4 4 1 3
Housecleaning 6 13 14 6 9

Maintenance of home, car,
yard, and pets 10 19 32 27 22
2loth 0 0 23 %




ous

ed on entire

not contr

mmder

one

sample
bute

any

of

children including

to

household work

those
activi




All

Ages

faintenance

yard, and

Clothing care

Physical care of

~
W

12

lember L 24 26 39 29
Nonphysical care of house

emb 30 11 11 30
Food prepar: 18 13 13 15 15

Dishwashing

Housecleanin

Maintenance of

yard, and
Clothing care
Phy 1 re o

16

26




nphysic

= i 53
50 1 23
hold members 22 17

contribute




Pe

yly h than 11l children together. Even in those acti-
viti n which a very small percent of the children participated,

of the children who participated are far more sub-

tion on the proportion of

1ge of chil ounts of time to household
V( A.v‘ .
Eighty percent of the children contributed some time to household

work, but individual time inputs ranged from five minutes to a high of

uted in one day. It

0or over I

s

lder
ich of each

ren who contributed very minimal amounts of

o contributed substantial amounts of time.

time and

observed in the time inputs of children of

Wide variation was

both sexes.




Table 15
Percentage of Children Contributing Various

Amounts of Time to Household Work

Number Age in Years
of minutes 6-8 9-11 12-14 15-17
Girls N=23 N=16 N=23 N=25
no time 39 6 0 12
1- 10 9 6 4 4
11- 30 35 13 30 32
31~ 50 4 38 13 1.2
51- 90 4 19 22 20
91~130 4 0 4 4
131-170 4 6 9 12
171+ 0 13 17 4
Boys N=29 N=26 N=24 N=34
no time 28 23 17 24
1- 10 10 8 4 12
11~ 30 28 18 33 29,
31- 50 10 15 4 12
51- 90 14 19 21 9
91-130 / 12 8 9
131-170 3 0 4 3
170+ 0 4 8 3

Percentages rounded off




and Wo

been defi

ies performed in individual households that re-

services that enable

1 family to function as a

stion of w

sehold activities, an has been made to

me children contribute to household work and what

determine how much t

fluences the amount

time they contribute,

For tl n hypotheses ind i
¢ ted. [ 16 provid ry of .
they we te that were o
Of 2 in the study, contributed

work, The

over 49 minutes per child per day. Time contributions to household
work ranged from three minutes to a little over five hours. Rural

children were found to contribute more time to household work than

urban childr it appeared that girls contributed more t

1d the difference was no icant,

to household work

most




Summary of

Hypothesis

I, The amount of tin
old work activit
=d to the total
d in school,
organizational

chil
s 1s negative

aouset

re

amount of ti
paid employment,
intivities

sp

1I. The of time childre
household activities
telated to amount of

in social and recreational activities.

amount

work

the

i
Cime

III. The amount of time children
in household work activities is pos

related to the hours of parental e

IV. The amount of time boys spent in
household work activities is negatively related
the amount of time their fathers spend in

household work activities.

V. The amount of time girls spent in

household work activities is negatively
-

related to the amount of time their
spend

in housechold work activit

Statistical Treatment

Partial correlation

controlling for age.

Partial correlation

controlling for age,

rrelation
controlling

for age,

Partial cortelation
controlling for age,

Partial rcorrelation
controlling for age.

Findings

. 000

Accepted

-.0496
sig @
.000

Rejected

-.023
sig @

.000

Rejected

Rejected

- L
+.0576




Hypothesis Statistical treatment Findings

Vi, There is no significant difference Rejected
n the amount of time rural child=-

ren spend in household work activities "t" test "t" value =
nd the amount of spent in household 2,18
work activities by an children, sig @ ,031
VII Girls spend ater amount of Rejected
time in household activities than "t" test
do boys. with one-tailed test "t" value =
of significance -2,94

51 @ ,002
VII. Girls spend more time than boys "t test Accepte
performing the traditionally feminine with one-tailed test
household tasks of food preparation, of significance "t" value =
dishwashing, clothing care, houseclean 5 ~ 32
and caring for other household members. sig @ .000
IX. Boys spend more time than girls e test Accepted
performing the traditionally masculine with one-tailed test
household tasks of maintaining the house, of significance "t" value =
car, and yard, for pets. 2,47

sig @ .007




yard, and pets;

preparation and housecleaning.

were greatest in

evidence that children's time in household work is

There is

of time children spend in school, paid employ=-

influence

social and recreational activities.

it
ut, the impact of such constraints does to be great.

tronges in household

vork wa The
only

orrelation
iccount for four percent of the variability.

in household work relative to hours of

ng at childr time

Loo

it does not

parents' time in household
k

parental

appear tha

-
b5

antial effect on

hour

spent in household work. Both fathers' and sons', and mothers' and

in household work were positively correlated. Such a

daughters' times
relationship may suggest that supervision of children is an important

determinant of how much children contribute to household work.

seems to be a great deal of variance in the amounts

Overall, t

to household work activities, Child~-

to increase

household work

an ob-




school and out=-of-home

sted that may still help

e group, sug

but that they are more reluctant to do so and are

around the !

usually too busy to do

do have a

position of teaching, guiding, and/or

in

responsibility to evaluate what ight be.

ldhood.

is the

One of

indication that t itional sex role stereotypes continue to be perpe-

tuated by the way household ta: are divided between boys and girls.

Although there were no significant differences in the tot amounts of

tim

to find

n adult

asks which involve working outsi




mit, such a lping wit 1 aind 1

Also inter fact that the youngest rouping of
children, six t old, the differentiation of tasks between
boys reverse of that which is observed after

the age of nine. This rais the question of whether tasks are really
ssigned because e ability or iitionally
ccepted id about s of m and ily.
5ex 1 who point out that and sex-

ors are learned early in life and are as a result very re-

If such is the case, the

explained by

and wc

n may perhaps be

ent

for speculation as

.so perpetuated in the sharing

sks between pareats and their like-

and role-model of houschold

sexed childiren,

of the present findings, it does mot seem likely that

On the basi

in the roles of men and women within the home

there will be much chang

that have place con-

labor market, it is more thamn likely that

hood., Oace le




there is little

development

Laborers (Popula

un

info 1 throu > such roles 0
1 zh the wo ay for eque

the labor force with greater and greater freedom,

ing or

idence that role in the home have been cha

near future 19763 Nickols, 1976),

r that the present research re-

could be or

ildren with experie

frm A diny y
traditionally

for change i

's Work

btle implications of

is not 1s one of

level of ecomomic and social

|

cline in the importance of children as economic

ion Reference Bureau, 1977).

because children's work isn't economically valued does

unimportant. Work experien in the hor

an opportunity to be

children

in the homs

in society.




be argued,

valuable

velop a s of as coatributing

nily and of >iety as a whole.

The indications of the present study pose some question about whe-

butions to household work are indeced value

ther or not children

in household work r

hold Ssario i
chold work by all

time spent

consi

do not

5, This would seem

g household task

value associated with children's work. On the other

bered that the variance in individual time contri-

and while some children contributed no time at all

hours. It would be inter-

lect differences

tudzs toward the value of household work and the value of

contributions in the home,

Limitations and Recommendations

nation




rom the way in

oL the present study

of household work

ime was recorded. Because broad categories

used, no conclusions could be made as to the specific

tasks perfoirmed by children.

the present study was

= 3 . g 5 '
of household work and children's work

1ssion of the value in the home.

Research on time use cannot in and of itself provide insight into how

bout time speat in hold work; mnor can it

children or adults

the study existed in that time was recorded

for individuals and did not provide direct information concerning the

in the performance of household work acti-

interaction of family memb

1ildren, by

ts and

vities. Are there tasks which are shared by par

would seem that in considering sex

of role modeling

[

would be advantageou

Finally, there remains the




let 1 0 NE I
able for such an analysis. It

ipation and/or in the

in task partic

erences

hold work according to place of residence within the

tions made to

. It will, however, be important to pay careful attention

will alter

Ti clothing

ment were not included

and rily because previou

uc L1c

that children spent a limited amount of time in

esearch had indic:

activities and the time they did spend was not clearly a contribu=

tion to house

work, as in the case of children who a
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