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Abstract

1

s . i .
Catholic. Italian diVUFCPPb‘hgnd"ﬂ matched group of

S~

Catholic Anglophoné divorcees {whu were born in Capada

-

et%éﬁghgroots were in Great Britian) were studied to

+

ethnic ditferénces in tamilv  concept. family

interaction,” sex role orientatton, and social support. Results

showed that Italian tathers. hut not mothers. disapproved ot the

divorce s

ignificantly more than Anplophone fathers. Parental

Y

approval /disapproval ot the divorce was tound to have a greater

eftect on
Anglophone

associated

divorcees

the support Treceived bv Italian divorcees than
divercees. Pﬁrental disapproval of the divorce was
yith less . familv and relative support tor Italian

onlv. 1Italian divorcees reported a more extended

family experience than Anglophone divorcees. Twice as many

Italian as Anglophone divorcées reported having had family or

relatives
divorcees
divorcees.

Anglophone

Anglophone

living with them when theyv were groving up. Ttalian
also reported greater family lovalty than Anglophone
Thev visited their parents signiticantly more than

divorcees and although not statistically signiticant.

o

Italian divorcees telephoned their parents more frequentlyv than

divorcees. Results indicated that [talian divorcees

have a more extended concept of tamilv. as opp§sed to nuclear,

than Anglophone divorcees. Thev included more extendeé family
o

members such as grandparents, aunts. and uncles. in their family

than Anglophone divorcees.

No differences were tound beiween the two groups in terms of

|

o

PP
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dengity of social -support network. Almost nd correlakion was

P

found between density agd satisfaction for Anglophone divorcees.
but ah inverse correlation between these two variables was tound

for Italian Divorcees. . Ang]uphonzs received more emotional

suppor{ outside the family and'were slightly more satistied with

the emotional support thev received than Italian divorcees. ~Ne

significant ditferences were found tor: material help. advice,
approval. tangible helf. or social Trecreation Between the two
ethnic groups on outside tamily support. " No ethnic differences
were found between the two groups on sex role orientation. Both
groups‘scored nontraditional on the Sex Role Attitude Scaf?. ’

It was recommended that more emﬁhasis be placed on the

- sacial support aspect of networks for divorcees. . It was also

recommended that —more research be conducted in the area of

kiééhip interaction afier divorge, particularly with Italians.
Italians seem to have a ﬁor} extended familv. vet thev seem to
receive less support§ from their- tamilv and relatives and are
sgmewhat less sati;tied‘ with the support they do receiverthan
Anglophones. Furthermore. théy receive less support from outside
the family members than Anglophone divorcees. Thus. where do
Italian divorcees go tor support? This is an area that neéds

more investigation since more Italians are getting divorced.
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More and, more._,ihe Canadian public's attention is“bejng‘

drawn to the issud of divorce. It occupies ap ever increasing
number oif pages in the tfamily sections of our }ourna]l. Qiph
articles «overing evervthing from legal agpects ot ‘divorce to
future trends in divorce. A growing number of psychiatrists,

-

psvchologists, social workers and familv experts, Vhéve
o

specialized their practices to serve the emotional needs of those
who are divorcing. di%orced. or trving to avoid divorce. The
major— reason for this upsurge o1 interestv in and concern~about
divorce  is, the increasing number ot people divorcing.
contemplat ingvdivorce, remarrying. df-settling down into a single
wav of life after a marriage‘that turned sour. j

“In the preﬁent ;tudy. I will examine ‘kinship interéction
after' divorce in Italian and Anglophong divorcees. Due to the
more traé?iional Italian socialization process“andiclosenﬁss of
famify. I believe‘ that italian divorcees will inclﬁde more

extended family ‘ members in their concept of family than

Anglophones and that .Iialians vill have denser social support
) Y ' .

E

sysﬁpms and more traditional sex role attitudes than Anglophoﬁ?ﬁ.'

"1 will also investigate what effect ,approfal/disapproval of

Y -
divorce has on the social support received by divorcees after

’
P -

their divorce in these two-ethnic groups.

Kinship interaction tollowing divorce <is.a relatively
g -, ‘-
untouched area ot scientitic investigation. However. from-the

limited research conducted in the combined areaS“dt divorce and

~

kinship (Kitson. Moir. & Mason. 1982: McLanahan, Nedemever. &
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Adelberg. 1951;  Spicer & Hampe. 1970). uvne can surmise that the
kinship network iy very impugtant in providing support to
-dvlvvueesu Further invystig‘y,trion is needed in the atea ot
Kinship interaction and support atter divorce as well as coping
;mt terns uftt’-r*divu;u*c&“

Social 5upﬁ"urt Iiéureb prqminentl‘y in  secial- cummuni'ty
gs;dwlugf because it is purported te be u hev situational
moderator to m\\buffer to ~t_he ettects of psychosoiial stressors
on health. Evidence indicates that most North “Amerciams seek
‘help for their _problems from . theiur iamilv_v and friends (social

network) beture gb}kg to pmies‘sionals tor help {Gottlieb, 1976:

hulke. Veroft. & Douvan. 1979). °*The community mental health.

muvement was  born partially in response~ to this discoverv. The
rd

community approach provided the impetus tur shifting the locus of

care trom institutiony tu the natural environment. developing a

range o1 preventive initiatives., and usm% nonpivtessional- human
v .,

service workers tu pertorm vut¥each and primary care tunctions in

the community (Cowen. 19b7).

In summary. the divercees’ ysocial network can  be used to

help 1‘@C€'I%f]f»’ diverced individuals adapt to their changing

liiistyl'e, The intormation thus  gathered in this study mayv help

us better understand the needs of the recently divurced and how

social networks can best be used tu provide the support thev

practical viewpoint.
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Social Suppurt Netwotrhs

'

Historicaliv. interest im  social support ‘networks was
related tu their pussible ruele in the {reétment of mental
disorder. Social metworks. for esampie. were seen asy accounting
ter much Spuntaneous x'emis:'iun o’ p'sychulugica,i symptoms {Bergin.,
1971), as well as wmaking an important contribution to the
rehabilitaion of long-term mental patients (Pairweuitllnel. Sanders.
‘Creésler. & Muynard. 1969).

The potential Importance ot social support networks to the
development of po‘sit‘jive mental ;nea‘ith and the prevention ol
vmental disorders has been“’increasingiy recognized (Kelly.
S$mowden. & Munoz. 1977). Individuals with streng natural suppert
svstems have been hypothesized to“be ;]ess 1ikely to develop

pyvchological or.phyvsivlogical disorders when under stress than

“_are individuals with weak or nearl™ nonexistent support svstems

~ (Caplan, 1974: Caysel. 1975).

These results seem to imply that individuals with sucial
supporf networks tan better cupe with ;‘t,l‘ess‘ Theretore. one can
hypothesize that divorcees with natural support svstems may cupe
hette;r;with the stress of divorce. Caplan {1974) suggests that
significant others help the individual mobilize to deal with
his/her emotional prublemy. Thev share his/her tasks. and they

- provide him/her with extra supplies ol monmey, materials. tools.
skills. and cognitive puidance tuv improve his/ber handling ot
his/her situation.

Three principal structural characteristics ot natural social

L

.
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suppuort studied te date are: densityv, size, and
multidimensionality. Densi{x is considered one of the most
importunt structural Ilutures of @ network of individuals. It iy
defined us the number ot rel;tiunships that exist among the
-members vl an individual’'s natural support svstem ay a proportion
of the total possible number of such relationships (Hirsch,
1980). s . -

Whereas denyity measures the relatednesy ot various members
of @& natural support gystem with each other. multidimensiohaiity
"measures the concentrdtion ot . important activitjes within
particular dvadic relationships (number and concentration of
activitiey). Specitically. a relationship i§ t ermed
multidimenéioﬁal tor anv individual if and only if it involves
engagiﬁg in at  least two ditferent Kkinds ot activities or
behaviors important to the individual (Hirsch. 1980).

I tound no studies investigating the ettect. of density and
multidimensionality on the coping process after divorce.
However. Hirsch (1979) conducted two exploratory studies
investigating the important, psvchulogical dimension of seocial
networks using college students. His results ‘revealed that
multidimensional relationships are an important source of sociaf
network satisfaction. Hirsch (1979) alsv tound that social

‘networks can provéde considerable quantities ot support to
individuals under stress. Denser or more integrated social
networks furnished subgtantiallv greater quantities ol support.

but individuals were less satistied with this stpport.
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In u ;econd studv. Hirsch (1980) sought to identify those
natural support svstems that enhdnce Lopgng with major lite-
changes uxihg widows _dnd | mature  women teturning to college.
Hirach (198U)tfuund that both lower densityv - (lessy integratedj\
support svstems  dand multidimensional ‘triendships were

signiticantlv associated with better suppurt and mental health.

" Theve 1indings~indicate that structural features ol natural
support  svstems may signiticantly affect how successtully one
copes with~majur life changes. These results also indicate that
meﬁgership in  higher ] density suﬁport systems mav have
debilitatihp eftfects on satistaction with thé support system.
Further resé;rch is needed in the area of structural features ot
natural support svstems namelv, densityv and multidimensionality.

atter divorce and their attect on the coping process.

Social support networks and help-seeking. In the late
1950's the Joint Commission on lllness and Health (i1961) in the
United Spatesr conducted a nationyide survey of public attitudey
towards mental illﬁess and the pathwavs peuple take tov resolve
diftress in their lives. The commission tound that the majority
of respondents did not present their mental health problems to
prutessionaf!y trained\peup]e. Instead. thev turned for help to
tamily members, friends. neighbours. physicians and members ot
the clergv. whose roles as leaders in medical and spiritual
ﬁatters were perceived as equally qualitving them to address
—emotionaf disturbances (Gurin. Veroti & Feld. 1957). Several
suﬁsequent surveyskdndertaken in both the United States (Rvan.

»



1969} and in Canada (Roberts. FPrice. Gu}d & Shiner. 1966)
repurted the underuse ot  formal helping procedures as a résource
for the majority ot Americans .

Kulka. \eroif. and Douvan (1974) attempted to assess the
stability ot relationshipy betﬁ?en social class and the
utilization ol protessional help-tor persvnal problems comparing
Gufin. ;Verofi, and Feld‘; (1957}‘ data with‘cumparab]e measures
ob(iiggh in a replication study conducted in 1976. Theyv found a
patterﬁ ot distinct change‘in protessional help-seeking behavior
over the past two decades along with a tew persistent
relationships between social class and the ﬁse ot prqfessional
help. In general. members of the adult popu]atgon of the United
States in 1976 were more fikeiy“thap their counterparts in 1957
tuo define personal problems in psvchological or mental health
terms. more likely to seek proiessional help t;} their problems,
and less likelyv to adopt a self-help ppsition when considering
possible future problems. Kulka et al.'s {1979) results seem to
indicate a general increase in utilization of protessional help
bv adults. However other research indicates that there still

V

evisty a hesitancy towards the use of protessional help.

Gottlieb  (1976) also  addressed -the question ot lay

influences on the utilization of health services. He conducted a
Iiterature review documenting the SOUFCQS~&nd eftects of informal
nonprotessional influence on the person seeking and receiving
health care. both medical and psvchological. Gottlieb found

empirical evidence (Freidson. 1960: Morgan & Andrushko. 1975:
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McKinlav. 1973) revealing that a person seeking help in our

culture is subjected tg/ the influence ot primary group members
such  as  tamily.  These  informal intluences attect the
individual's health care in twoe wavs: lirst. they pfovide various
torms  of alternative direct assistance to tﬂe individual, thus
paralleling hﬁman services: second. they mediate the individual's
contact with human services by influencing his wutilization of
these agencies.
- Freidsoh (1960) conducted interviews with 71 patients of an
outpatient metropolitan medical clinic. His results.revealed twvo
- tvpes  of la& referral systems usgg prior to contacting
protessionals. The - “indigenous system” describes a community
gu]turg‘which diverges from that ot protessional ‘s and in which
there are available a variety of informal oconsultants whg provide,
crosscreferrals. engage in iay diagnoses,» and prescribe folk
“treatments. Mémbers of an “indigenous syvstem" can postpone
professional treatment until it is necessary. On the other hand.
there are some people, who participate in a "pruncated referral
structure.” share the protessional's cultural definitions of
illness, and have little access to lav consultants: In this
© situation the“-individual seeks proiessiohal help soon aftét“thé
appearance of svmptoms and the initial failure ot self-diagnosis
and home treatmént.
Morgan and Andrushke (1975) found that compared to native

born Canadians, toreign born males are twice as likely to enter a

mental] institution for psvchosis as thev are tor neurosis. This

Ty



tinding ‘may be exg}ained by ' the ethnic grbup member's
particiﬁ;tion in an indigenousl extended lav reterral system.
Their invelvement in this lav referral” sxgtem would delay early
interventign by protessionals. resulting in extreme behawior when
contact with protessionals is finally made.

| McKinlayv {1973) conducted a studv to determime the influence
ot kin on the utilization of a pre-natal program. Of a sample of
87  pregnant women, 39 were designated utilizers and 48
underutilizers. McKinlay found that the underutilizers of the
pre-natal program had more relatives 1living close by and
consulted with a variety of-dvailable kin and friends who were
members of intérlocking social networks. Although the utilizers
had access to a similar number of relatives. they exhibited more
independent  behavior, ‘resembling Freidson's -“truncated Ilay
reterral §ystem."

Thus. it seems North Americans seek help ior their emotional
problems. medical problghs, and periods of demoraliiation within
the contines of their tamily. extended network, aﬁd friends
tirst. then with trusted representatives of their community's
health andureligiéus institutions. and finally., as a.last resort,
mental health professionals.

Social suppert nefworks and the family. The results of the
research on social support netvorks and help-seeking indicate the
impﬂrtance North Americans place on the tamilv and the extended
kinship network. X

The view. that the extended kinship system in modern urban
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societies has onlv a marginal existence. has been questioned W

-several researchers who have conducted studies of urban tfamilies

(Susman & Burchinal. 1962: Litwak., -1960; Reiss. 1962). These
studies have indicated thal some extended kinship svstem is
operating tor most urban tamilies. although there is considerable

variation in the frequency of interaction among the extended kin.

Reiss (1962) conducted a study. locussed on the attitudes and

-
Y

frequencyj of interaction within the extended Kinship svstem of
ﬁiddlehclass tamilies. ‘Reiss’ results showed that sex. ethnic
background and tamily life cvcle phase did not explain vgriatiéns
in frequencyv of interac{ion. The degree of Kin relationship.
{closeness) and.especially distance ot residénce ot kin were ghe
most important variables influencing trequencv of interaction.
Furthermére. Reiss tfound }hat 7hali the respondents ifelt the
frequency of interaction wfzh kin was insutticient and that they
desired kin to live closer (but not too much }]oser)ithan they
did at the time.
e "

Another studv conducted by Sussman and Burchinal (1962)
revealed that an American Kkin tfamily svstem does exist with
complicated linesh ol aid and service activities which link
together into a functioning network. This extended family
network is coﬁfosed of nuclear units related by blood and affinal
ties. Relations extend along generational lines and bilaterallyv
where structures that form sibling bonds and ambilineages;(e.g..
aunts, uncles. cousi%s. etc.) exist. Aécording tv McLanahan.

—

Wédem?yer. and Adelderg (1981) the kinship netéork can provide

L4
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the individual with several tvpesg vl support such as: financial,

social, emotional. and intormational  These types of support are

usuallyv provided at specilic times under cCertain. conditions and - |

are seen 4y supplementing rather than displacing the basic
P

. activities ol the nuclear familyv. The Kinship network is used as
a principle source of aid and service when familv members or
individuals are in personal difticulty. in times 0£Adisaster and
crisis. and on ceremonial occasions. Aid is usuallv sought from
the most immediate. Kin. chiefly along’%ibling or generational
lines, then it is ftollowed by help from more distant kin.

Social support networks following divorce. The role of the
tamily kinship Anetwark is supportive tu the nuélear tamilyv. one
can hypothesize that int?raction and support would increase
durig% crisis periods such as divorce. However. verv little

research exists on this topic. In tact. until the early 1970°s

‘there was verv little empirical or fheoretical work done in the

area ot postseparation and postdivorce adjustment (Raschke.
1977). '
However.  because of the rising divorce rate. the
“consequences of separation and divorce are becoming increasingly
important  phenomena tor study in  various social science
disciplines. In 1976, the divorce rate was 985.6 per 100.000
marr)edu women . This indicates thal approximately 1% of all
married women in Canada were granted a divorce in that vear. uIn
1979 ‘thewdivorce rate incregsed to 1.050.4 per 100.000 married

women. This rising divorce rate 1is having its elfect on the



i1

institution ot the family. as well as other institutions of
wci‘} . Single parent tamilies  comprise an ever increasing
propoition ot Ctamilies  in- todav s bofieiy and although the
ﬁ?upo{tiun of  children 1living with their divorced tathers is
increasing. approximately nineiv percent . ot children still ljve

with their divorced mothers (Brandwein. Brown, & Fox, 1974).

Thus. the tamilv condition predominantly encountered following a

' e

divorce is one in which the %hi]d is living at home with a single

mother and is having intermittent contact with the tather. As

r
can be seen. divorce causes a change in the traditional family
structure of mother, father. and children. It may also affect

the Kinship network. Current studies of divorce are needed to

assess these eftects.

In reviewing the literature. vervy little was found in

postséparatiun'and postdivorce adjustment. Until 1973 only five

major works dealing specitically with this topic were tound.

dﬁ]ler‘s (1930) study was the initial pioneéring work. which was
P

tollowed by Goode's (1956) large-scale survey of divorced mothers

'in Detfoit. Humt's (1966) World of the Formérly Married vas

written for popular  consumption.  but it was based on
questionﬁaires.f “dnterviews, and  participant observation.
Bohannan (1970) edited ,After Divorce in which he contributed

»

three of its chapters describing questionnaire research. Each ” ‘ %

. one ot the ahove mentioned studies. in somewhat ditferent wavs.

found the  postseparation . and postdiVOfce perieds to be

problematic for the specific individuals invelved. as well as ior

#
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society in geheral . ' .

These studies indicated that some 1y§e ot social support is
needed to help adjustment after separation o1 diverce. Kitson
and Raschke {1981) defipe SU({;l support  as formal and intormal
Vcantactgﬁ with indiyiduali and groups that provide emotional or
material resources fhat may aid a person in adjus{ing to crises
such as separation and diverce.

Raschke (19?7} conducted a study to exploré and/or determine
the psvchological and social factors that atifeet postseparation
and postdivorce adjustment to stress. ~He found that the more
_social interaction and/or involvement with relatives. iriends.
organizat ions, and  so ;p: the lTower the distress and the better
the adjustment. coping. ana persoi&l growth of the separated or
divorced. One study indicates that higher dating activity and
higher .sexual permissi;éness -are vrelated to' lower po&tdivorcé
‘ stress (Hunt & Hunt. 1977}.

The role of social support for sep¥rated and divorced
individuals is now, being heavily researched. In a studv of
low-income single parent mothers. Hynes (1979) “found higher
levels ot social support. pr?vided through triends and familv,
organizational participation. and public agencies, to be related
to lover distfess. Ina study Eémparing low and moderate incoye
divorced mothers wi%h a coptrol group of married mothers.
Colletta (1979) {ound that social‘support and s;tisféctipn with
the degree of support provided afle%ts chi[d-rearing practices.

Mothers with social sﬁbport provided bv triends and tamily were

& ¥

.
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* less punitive and |¥ss restrictive with their children than those

L

L

.£ith less support.

Kellam. Ensminger. and Turner [1971) conducted a study ot
various famil; ;tructures and Qdme oi  the ;elaiionghips between
Lthe tyvpes of tamily structure and qu mental health of children.
kFamilies tfrom a poor. black community in Chicago were studiedi
Ditterent tamily types were operationallv defined bv the number
of adults ﬁresent in the home. A total of 86 tamily tvpes were
found.  talling into 10 ma jor, classfiicatiuns. Keilam et al.'s
(1971) results indicated that familv type was sirongly reiated
over time to the child's social aggptaticnal status and his/her
psychological well~b¢iig. Thev found that mother alone tamilies
have the highest risk ot social maladapiation and psvchological
well-being of the child. Kellam et al. (1971) also found that
the pfeﬁence of certaim second adults such as mother/grandmother
families have an important ameliorative(eiiect‘ on the children.
Mother/grandmother tamilies seem to have a similar eftect as
mother/tather tamilies. However. mother/stepfather families were
less effective in dealing with children: thev seem to resemble
mother alone tamilies in regard. to child risk. Kellam et al.
(1971) also tound the absence of the, fatﬁer was less important
than the aloneness uf?ﬁhe mwother in relation to risk. This study
demonstrates that different Iamilyggstructures have different
efiects on a child's social adaptation and psvchological

vwell-being. with single {female-headed ‘households having the

highest risk of maladaptation. ’ »
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Irosicallv., in the past: there seemed to be an underiving
theme in some of the literature on divorce which assumed that

temale-headed  single parent tamilies were deviant and

. i -
_ pathological. Such™  tamilies were labelled  “broken." «

"disorganized." or "disintegriated” rather than being recognized
as valid viable alternativey to the nuclear tamily (Sussman,

1971: Billingslev & Giovannoni.-1971). Houwever, this research is

- dated. and more recent 1‘esear3indicates’. that the nucleaf family

is onlyv one torm ot famiiv. " However. some women, particularly

Italjans. may themselves feel the stigma of divorce,.culqiﬁating
in teelings of guilt and insecurity. In addition the single
parent is faced with a changing jamily structure which places all
the - responsibilitv for the survival ot its members on him/her.

*

The diverced, parent 1is responsible for economic functions.

&

" emotional support. maintenance of thé household. and caring for

with the spouse.

Y

*

the children to name just a few of the chores previously shéred

Under such conditions. the divorced single arent wikl need

help in adjusting to the new family s uctuqe. From the
. Lo ¥
literature it appears that such aid wgp]d be solicited from

tamily and kin members. Yet %s‘pfeviously mentioned. very little

-

research has been conducted in the area of family interaction

after divorce. = , )
% { .
" One such stmdv conducted by Kitson, Moir. and Mason (1982)

investigated the amount of family social support given to men and

women after a divorce. Kftsog et al. (1982) conducted structﬁred *

-

! . N -

1

‘*!
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interviews with separated and divorced men and women in a

longitudinal study -to determine the amount ol social support ghey

" received alfter their dﬁvgr(e~ Theyv operationallv defined, social

1Supﬁort by - the amount 61 finaneial support {monev, gifts, tood.

i

or housing). service 1support {babvsitting. running “errands. .

invitations to social events. etc.) or information, guidance, or

~

counseling received from adult members of their own.family.

o

Kits@®nh et al. (1982) also used the“Psychiatric Status Schedule to
measure‘s;bjectivq distress. Thev further asked each participan£
wﬁether their family approved or disapproved.of their divorce.

Their results indicated that divorcees whg are more
dis#ressed are significantly more likely to receive support trom
A f
(N : ﬂ

JoL . A .
tamily than are divorcees whe are le§s distressed. Furthermore.
v ; ! )

families aré more likely to provide hélp to separated or divg;ped

‘individuals who have experienced or dre experiencing other lite

o

crises in addition to the divorce. Kitson “et al.'s (1982)

»

- results also idéntified two conditions under vhich social support

- is withheld during a crisis situation. First of all. kin are

less likelv to help ‘others when they themselves areuexperiencing
distress. Secondlv. kin are less likely to help if ,thef
disapprove ot the divorce. This study seems to provide evidence

that provi;iun ot helpbb§ family members is related to their

reported approval of the decision t0 divorce. Regardless of

approval of the divorce decision., if other life events occur

[

simultaneously to the divorced person. family members provide

help.

4

>



McLanalan, Wedemever. awd  Adelberg  (1951) cunducted a
researth  project in which thes  evamined the telativuship among
uetw‘rk structure s social suppurt . and pavchiolegical wel I-being

_ R

in sipple parent tamilies. Their purpdye was tno vutline the main

types of sueial vetkurks o single parent way invelvedyith and tu

v

investigate the relatiouship between these networks. social

suppott, and emotjonal support. [In their study. McLanahan et al.
(1951} conducted semistructured interviews with 45 divoreed

d

e

-mothers. Their results showed three strategies tor adapting te

single parenthowl.  The tirst strategy was to unite with the

6w

tamilvy ol origii.  This may consist of moving back into the
parentul-household or it mav. vimply im};ljv' d psychul:)gical reunion
with wvne's relatives. fn eiﬂ:er case, the single parent
establishes o support network that is cumpo:sed almust entirely ot
kinship ties within her originul tamilv. The familv structure is
velatively small and  includes parents. siblings. and sometimes
tir  mother's owh children. nieces. and nephevs. 7 Support

relationships are dense and multiples. That is. network members

know each ‘other and interuct 1irequentiv (density) and some

individuals are Isi;punsible tor previding several difterent types

ol support {(multiplex). The tamily of origin provides several

types ol suppurt including: tinencial. emotional. and social
support, to name just a few —— .

A second way ol coping with single parenthood was tu

“establish an evtended network primarily ot new friendships. Thiy

network  mayv  include: relatives, ex-huyband and prediveorce
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triends. with @ hewvy concentration on  nev fegalg friends.
especially  other single  mothers. The estended networh also

invludes o variet, ot afinizations such gn: women's sUpgskade

.

groups . community actlen groups. and swvciul uttjvit;vé?ﬁgyb. ‘The
evtended netwolk iy guite larpe and overall density is very low:
that ix. individual members ol the extended network de not tend
tuv hnow une ancther.  Support réftionships are suafly uniplex:
that }s dittérent individuals  are called ;Ezgﬁktv provide
distinct1§ ditferent Kinds of support. Parents and the ev-spouse
are the usual sources vl tinancial support. Relativnships in
extended metworks are usually léss durable ﬁnd intense than in

the tamilv of origin ng®¥8wk.  Furthermore, these relationships
;4

. are reciprucal and syﬁmetrical in -that a mother gives as much

éupport 4y she receives. Support provided by extended network
members  includes a’ varrety ot direct services. such as
babvsitting, car puols, tood covperatives, and emot ivnal support,
such as identilicati;n. Cdﬁfidence‘ int imacy and securitv. A

major pryblem-inherent i this tvpe of network is the mobility ot

_network  members.  There iy a  high rate’ of instability.

Individuals move away luoking tor better emplovment wor due to
tinancial problems or they méy get remariied and develop a new
set of triends, family. and neiwurg. -

The third way ot coping with single parenthood aCCUrdihgwt@
McLanahan et al. (iéﬁl) was to re-establish the conjugal family.
This mav be achieveglbv retaining a close relativnship with the

ex-spouse  or by beiriending a new male who provides both

§

~



emut jupal and financial support.
. }
Each ot theve networhs provides distinctive types of support

which are adgptive 1o certain  oioups o vingle parents gt

ditlerent periods "atter thell divorce.  These results by
McLanahan e{ ai. (1981) sugeest that the develupment of an
adaptive suppﬁrt network depends not vnlvy on the availability ot
triends and/or relatives. but alse on the 1it hetween the sey
rule vrientation ot the women and the wuv in which their networks
are organized.

Ay can be seen social support  networks Seem to plav an
important role in the coping process following a crisis.
Huwever, at present there is little émp}rical validation ot the
role social support networks play during a crisis.

>Spicer and Hampe (1975) Condictéd a studfv on KkKinship
interaction after &iVOrce, Thev interviewed 62 divorced males
and 42 divorced temales in order tuv determine the kinship
iﬁteraction ot the divorced Iamilf. Spicer and Hampe were
interested in testing the Iollnwing three hvpotheses: 1) the
trequency o! interaction with consanguines would remain stable or
increase, while trequency ot contact with atrinesuyould decrease
atter the diverce: Z) temales woﬁld have more irequent contact
with both conéanguines and atfines atter the divorce than males:
and 3) divorcees who have custody of chi;dren will. have mure
trequent countact with both consanpuinesy and atfines atter the
divorce th;n thuse divorcees who do not have children.

" Spicer and Hampe's (1975) results showed four patterns of
. I3
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contact after divorce. In the tirst  pattern of kinship
interaction. contact with consanguineal Kkin remained the same or
increased.  In the vecond pattern of hinship cuntact. they tound
thut ¥ing temale and/or having custeds of chfldren increased or
maintained a ‘high level of interaction with consanguines and
maintained contact at a  lower level with former affines.
Thirdly. Spicer and Hampe's {(1975) results showed that Kinship
interaction with furméi aftines decreased for most participants
in this study. Fourthly, thev tound that as thev moved outward
trom the child-parent relationship.- interaction among the
difterent kin decreases tor the %?vorcees in the studv. Parentsy
were the kin seen must trequently. followed byv. siblings and
secondary consanguines. The same phenomenon was touﬁd with
tormer -altines. with parents-in-lav  seen most lrequently.
Hostility tovards invlaWSu had only a negligible gfject on
interaction with aftines. '

» In summarv. the most important ditterences found were
between Kkinship patterns with d1ormer aflipes as compared to
consanguines.y between relatives of ditterent degrees of
relaiedness. and between divorced individuals with or without
custody of their children. As can be seen Spicer and Hampe's
(1975] results supported their four hypotheses.

Spicer and Hampe  (1975) then suggested theoretical
explanations tor their vesults. Th®y suggested that after a
divorce, obligation and aftection are no lunger important reasons

tor interaction with attines. Thev are. however. verv important

.
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in determining intﬁggfﬁgﬁns with cunsanguines. This may be one
AOE gy -
of the reasony ég&fkd%ﬁreased interaction with attines. Yet

anuther possible f%agun tor this decreased interaction mav be

upeasiness. It is hard to visit the pdarents and tamily of a

spouse you no longer love or live with. especially it the divorce

was contested v1 acrimonious.
=, & -

Children are very important in maintaining contact with

attines, because from the point of - view ot aftines they are

telated to one another by a consanguineal relé@ionship. This
)

consanguineal relationship is wusually realized’ by the single

parent with custody ot the children and it creates a teeling of

ubligation to continue_ interaction with tormer affines su that

children can know their consanguineals trom both sides ol the

tamily. Being female alsu seems to atfect contact with affines.
It seems that temales maintain grealer contact with atfines after
a divorce than males. This may be due tu the fact that females
seem to have more contact with kin than males: temales seem to be
the glue that holds a tamilv and its Kinship network together.
Spicer and Bampe (1975) also supgesied that those affines
who are contacted after a divorce are contacted ior the same
reasons consanguineal kin are contacted,. namely. obligation and
attachment . ‘ The term “relative" seems to symbolize obligation
and personal attachment. However, al{ clo;e relationships dre

not with relatives nor are all relatives emotionally close.

Post-Divorce Coping and Sex Role Orientation

As previously mentioned. divorce is a major lite transition

L
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that can have far-reaching social and psvchological consequences.
involving lepal redetinition and personal adjustment to altered
social networks and  new  economic 'and patental ruies.
Ebidemiulugitdl data on the incidence and prevalence ot physical
and mental health problems among the divorced suggest  an
association between divorce anéﬁpuor mental and physical health

(Renne. 1971: Briscoe & 3Smith. 1973). However. divorce need not

- be a totallvy negative event. especially it it helps 4 person

learn how to cope more etiectively in the future (Brown.
Feldberg. Fov. & Kohen. 1976). Wiseman (19¥5) argued that
divorce could be treated as a normal process with specific tasks
to be masteredlj'recognizable stress to be dealt with. and
satistactions and goals to be looked tor. Like any litfe crises.
it should be avoided whenever po#sible; however when—&t pccurs.,
it should be dealt with as a means ot growing towards a more
satisfing way o life. ,

Because it ‘mas Ventaii both threats and opportunities,
divorce is particularly significant tor women's mental
well-being. On the other hand. the loss ot the role of wvife and
the need to lorm'a nev identityv can cause a woman to mourn both
her husband and tor the relationship that principally detined who
she was and what she had tv do (Marris. 1974). This is
especially likely among women who have been raised to view
marriage and motherhovod as their ultimate “"career" and have not

been given the chance to develop autonomous coping skills. The

identity crisis  brought “about by the -~ loss of the.



b
"pseudv-otcupat ion” of housevite (Lopata. 1973) coupled with the
necessity ot meeting the practical and economitvdemands of single
. parenthood  mav lead to low self-esteem and tfeelings of
helplesshes; and psvehodogical  distress. On the other hand.
divorce <can provide some women w%th &n opportunity to realize
putential; tor growth that might\ have been suppressed in the
marriage. to evercise new levels of independence and autonomy,
and to expand personal competence and esteem. \

Whether divorce becomes a thréQL or an opportﬁnity. it is
likely to confront all women with the' need to reagsess their
personal goals and reformulate new directions tor their lives.
This reassessment may depend. in part. on the individual's sex
tole attitudes and how thev attect the wav she faces hér new

lite. its 'stresses and its opportunities. The adaptive

signiticance of an attitude tor a person lies in the tact that it

orders and gives meaning to the world she lives in (Proshansky &
Seid;nberg. 1965). Sex role attitudes are internalized values
and beliets about what behaviors are satistving and appropriate
for each sex. "Traditional”  women derive their gasic
fatistaction and sense of identity from the wite and mother
roles. feeling ‘that the woman's role is submissive to the man's
and that tamilv responsibilities should {;ke p;ecedence over
personal  fulfillment outside. the familv  (Gump. 1972).
"Nontraditional® women consider maximizatidn of their potential

equally as important as family duties and acknowledge their need

tor individual achievement and autonomyv. These attitudes are
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learned early in childhood  and are usually reinforced throughout

a person's lite, viten remaining unchallenged unless a major lite

change necessitates 4 reassessment. Diverce with the loss ot the

wile role is such a change.

~Sex role attitudes wav  be intimately related to the
experience of marita]‘daTssolutionn Nontraditional attitudes are
eipected to provide women with a belie{‘;system that guides and
supports their actions as single. autonomous women who can
develop new identities separate from their roles as wite or
ex-witfe. A nontraditional ideology can also help to alleviate
the guilt and seli-blame viten pgenerated by the failure of a
marriage. On the other hand. traditional sex role attitudes may
serve an important supportive role if the voman plans to remarry
soon after the divorce: she can view her current husband as a
“bad choice” but not challenge the traditional sex role structure
or the institution of marriage. It is easier for a woman to
blame herself or someone else (husband or in-laws) for the
failure of her life plans that had consistency.,intégrity‘and
social support than to question fhe vhole meaning of her lite. A
traditional woman mavy  be able to avoid the threatening or
contlicting questioning of the meaning ot a traditional marriage
vi  her own traditienal sex role behavior. Howéver. a woman in
tﬂe process ot divorce oftenm hay to plav the traditionally
"mascul ine" rale_ of breadwinner and tfamily caretaker. it is
theretore. believed that the more nontraditional a women's sex

role attitudes are, the more positive psvchological outcomes she

o
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will experience during separgtion and divorce.

Felton. Lehmann. Brown. and Liberatos (1980) conducted a
studv  in which thetv evamined the impact of ditterent kinds ol
stresstul marital situations on individual levels ot distressl

Thev also assessed the abilitv of nentraditional sex role

attitudes to serve 'a positive coping Iunb(ipn during marital

disruption. = Their study of 1td Coq‘?es seeking help for their

marital problems;examined the hypotheses that nontraditional sex

wiple attitudes function as a coping resource tu ameliorate the

distress of marital disruption. Felton et al. (1980) found

nontraditional sex role attitudes were associated with reduced

distress tor both men and women, but such sex role attitudes
interacted with the stress measures to redupe Teported distress
only tor women. These results indicate that nontraditional sex
roled attitudes pertorm a coping function tor women but not for
men. e
Brown and Manela (1978) also explorea the thesis that the
more nontraditienal a women's sex vole attitudes are. the more
positive psvchological outcomes she will experience - during
separatiﬁh and divorce. Brown aﬂd Manela (1978) interviewed 253
women in the process ot divorce. Thev tound that women who hold
nontraditional sex role attitudes o1 whose attitudes become more

nontraditional during the divorce process experience less

distress, more well-being and ’iérsanal growth, higher

selt-esteem. and a greater sense of personal etfectiveness than
4

women who maintain traditional sex role attitudes.

‘L
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Brown. Perrv. and - Harburg (1977) investigated the mediating
impact of sex role. attitudés on psvchological outcomes tor black
and wvhite women experiencine marital dis;ulutiuna Findings were
based on 4 sample of 235 women interviewed twice during the
'divorce process: wheﬁ thev tirst contacted a court-related
marriage counseling service and then four months 1atey. Brown et

al.'s (1977) results indicate that black and white'women did not

—y

ditter in the degree of traditionality ot their sex role

atEitudes‘ However, traditional vhite women reported
signiticantly lower selt-esteem., inner directedness and internal
control. more distress“and less well-being. and less personal
grovth than nontraditional white women. The relationship betwéen
sex role ideology and psvehological outcomes during divorce was
not found ter black women. Ethnic ditferences in women's
psychological' responses to divorce were attributed to ditferent
socialization experiences and historical famﬁly traditions in
‘American society.

These studies seem ¥#o (indfcate tHpt nontraditional sex role
attitudés provide women with*a belief system that can guide and
support their independent acfions an@ the develppment of autonomy
after ‘divorce‘ vA nontraditional ideologv can also help to

.alleviate the guilt and seli-blame that may be generated by the
Vtailure':ot ¢ marriage. Conversely, vome;/ vho are unable to
redeline investment in'the traditional roles of wile, mother, and
homemaker to be consistent with the changes in their maritil
situation ére going to have problems adjusting and less positive

psychological outcomes.
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The Proposed Research

To review, [ have reported the fiindings of the JUiLT
Commission on Mental 1tipess and Health which indicate that most
North Americany seek help from thei{ tamily and friends before
going to prufessf%nais. I reported the results ot several
Studies (Reiss. 1962: Sussman et al.. 1962) whick indicated that

,ihe extended kinship network is still _in existence in America and

is still used as the principal source of aid and service when

7

individuéls tind ‘themselves in personal ditficulties. -

I then argued that when an indiv;dual is faced with a crisis
‘situation. such as divorce., he or she would turn‘to familv and
Kin members tor help in _adjusting to being single and possibly a

7 single parent. [ found very little research conducted in this,
area.  However. the s;udies vhich were tound (Kitson et al..*
1982: McLanahan et al.. 1981; Spicer ‘et al.. 1975) revealed that
the Kinship network -is very important in providing suppd}t to
divorcees, but oniv under cergain conditions. Familv and kin
support seems to vary according to a number ot variables such as:
the tamilies' approval or disgpproval of the divorce, thé
divercee's level of distress, and whether or not the divorcee is
experiencing other lite crises. |
1 have shown that natural support networks cam help
individuals Eetter cope with stress bf.helping them mobilize
psvchological resources and master emotional problems: they
provide extra supplies of monev. materials. tools, skills, and

cognitive guidance to improve the handling of the situation. al
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have-shown that dense social support netvorks are not necessariiv
a&ciaxed with better coping {Hirsch. 1979 and 1980). Hirsch
(1980) 1ound that lower density (less intergrated) support
svstems and multidimensional friendships are betler abde to help
individuals cope with stress. 1 also presented evidence which
sugéests women with pontraditional ;exhrole attitudes are better
able to cope with the stress ot divorce (Felton et al.. 1980:

Brown et al.. 1978: Brown et al. . 1977).

-

—

¢ Italian-Canadians in Montreal. In the . proposed . study. 1
wish to further inﬁestigate family and kinship interaction atter
divorce in two specitic populations: ltalians and Anglophones
living in Montreal. Italians 1living in Montreal weve chosen due
to their large numbers, and mv contacts and knowledge of the
Ttalian community in’this city. Iltalians account tor the third

'largest ethnic majority in Montreal. preceedé? only by the French
and the English. .

‘ Using a bodﬁp by Jeremy Boissevain entitled The Italiang

of Montreal (1976). ‘i briet descfiption ot Montreal’s Italian |

population with specitic emphasis on their céncept of tamily and

Kinship network will be provided. Most ltalians immigrated to

Canada due to pdor economic opportunities at home. Furthermore.

most of these ihmigrants vere trom southern Italy and 0{ low

economic status.  Theyv were‘tmainly unskilled labourers or
farmers. Thus., the first Italiﬁn immigrants were emploved as

unskilled labourers working on railroad {tracks. roads,

construction, etc. {any tvpe of wmenial labor which they could
'
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These tirst {mmigrants found lite in Canada verv ditficult
tor they could not pommunicatg. having knowledge vt neither
Englisﬁ nor French. They‘irfived in Canada vith ne p]ace to live
and no job. Very often al¥ they had vas in one suitcase. Their’
first order of business upon arrival was tuyiind a place to live
and a job. Most of these immigrants were in Canada for one of
two reasons: to make their tortune and éo back home to Italv. or

to make enough mohev to bring their tamilies to Canada and start .-

a new lite in a new world.
- =y

Later immigrants were very lucky in comparison. The great‘,
majority of these immigranis entered Camada through kinship ties.
That is to sav approximately 90% of Italians who imm%fféf?dwzg
Canada between 1946 and 1967 were sponsored by relatives or
triends already living in Canada (Sturino. 1981).  The head of
the familv. namely the father or husband would come to Canada
wvhere he was greeted by relatives or friend;i He would tpen live
with these relatives or friends who would help him find a job.
usually at the same place vhere he -himself was emploved. The
later }mmigrant was spared many of 'the hdrdships experienced by
the tirst immigrants. These new immigr;nts worked- extremely hard
and saved all the money they could so thev could atford to bring
their tamilies to C&;ngkahd start over in a nevw country.

-~ This brief description of how Italians came to Montreal

indicates how important the tamily and kinship-network is to

them. They saecrificed many of the necessities ot lifte in order
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to raise enough money to bring their wives and children to
. )

. Canada. This hard work and ecanomigzng usually continued until
the iﬁdivi&ual's parents. brothers and sisters., apd somel imes
even aunts and unfles vere broﬁght to Canada. \

: The cenﬁfal insti}ution ot the Italian *éulture is the

e

| : ‘nuclear tamilv. The righis and obligationy which derive fygﬁi
‘ - ' membership in a fam;ly provide veach individual with his/herﬁbasig

moral code. Moreover. a man's social status as a person withV
ﬁongur is' closely linked with his ability to maintain or improve —

the economic position of his family. A person’s resﬁonsibility

tor his iaﬁilfrvis the  value upan whicp his lite is centered.

Other values ;nd organizational priéﬁjp}es are of secondarv

importance. |

For the immigrant wife. her primary rtole was wife and
,motﬁer. Though she trequently ‘entered the marketplace as awwage -

earner, ihe nature of her economic role was such that-it did not

. seriously conflict with familv values. She often- did vork at

home for textile or needle firms. 1In this way she was able to

. integrate her work with her domestic responsibjlitiegt\\OVéT“fhe‘K.__f**qﬁ_‘

yed}s this work became ' less abundant "and she turned to work in

fextjle factories.

~_In Canada. as in Italv. parents judge the success of their

»Iivés primarily in terms ot their ofispring:,rtheréupport they
. provide them wifh as children. the extent tov which they are zble
fio set them up at marriage. the honour they mainiaingq intact and
augmented in order to bequeath tdh&ﬁbmf ?hough greater;ecoﬁoﬁ}E .
L

»
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security and  affluence way experienced by all upou immipiating.
the parents still  feel deep rﬁ:punsibilitv tor their children.
The tuther still esperiences wealth in itn corporste sense as o

holding _in  trust. and both parents put aside newly possible

igdividualistic pursuits in  the wav of entertainment, vacalions.

~ and personal assets in tavour of cuntributing to the betterment

of their children. It is Ain this sense that parents speak of
having “sucriticed” tor their Children.

Fur their part. children are to show gratitude for the
sactitices ot their parents primarily through a pervasive
attitude of respegfﬁ “This Tespect iy to be manitested in
numervus wavs, depending on the stage of the child’y tife cvele.
It may range from mere obedience in childhoud tu supporting aged
parests in adulthood.

A von iy expected to contributeJtO his Iamily‘& guud name,
not enly through hard work, but —ulsu through uvverseeing the
behavior of his sister(s). A son iy usually encouraged to
further his education while 4 daughter is discouraped irom
pursuing post-secondary education because her future is thought
of in terms vt wife and mother. ) Because of this expectation. a
daughter’s domestic role is sfressed. The girl's goud reputation
and lafer sutcessy as wite and mother added tu the tamily's
hunour . Most yvoung women, huweifr. du enter the work world ay
part-time laborers while ,ggifﬁdiné schoel and as ful[~time
vurkers once tfiev tinished school. R

This traditional ,x%ncept of family brought over from Italy
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is still alive and well in the Itulian community in Montreal with
some modifications. New | immigrants are st.ill welcomed insthe
homes ot tumilv and friends. In tact. most have a (heice of who
thev want to live with until ther can atturd to lfive on their
uwn.v These cusioms serve tu preserve aid even reinforce the
impurtu‘nce vl the tumilsy.

- .

Ttalians can be tound in clusters all over the"island of
W However. thev are 4 c(lusely united group. Familv
‘members. and iriends visit each other frequently. even if thev
live in widelv separated sections of the city. In addition.
regular contact is maintained with Yelatives and t1iends still
living in [Italy. Letters are exchanged on a régula‘r basis. In
tact, voung children are encouraged to write to familyv in Italy
even it they have never met. Children ufe intformed that thev
have an aunt or L: grandmot{l\w'r in Italy and are encéuraged to

communicate with them. This helps the Capadian born Italian torm

P .
7

a4 cluse bond with Italy and the relatives who still live there.
This kinship, network pruvides o resilient tabric which binds
together the members ol thg Italian community and links peupl‘e
whu are geographically separated.

Relatives tend tu cluster‘ near each other: many share the
-Same house. [t 1Is #not untommU;i to tind two b‘{uthers living side
by side in an attached or semi-attached houge‘.%_\.&l(iang also
voften gather tor vcelebrations such as: births, contirmations,

weddings. and deaths. These are usuallv darge atfairs consisting

of three or tour hundred people all of whom are either relatives

o .
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or ¢lgse friends. . ST \\S

Sume tumilies still gather searly for the annualkmakiug ot
wine and processed meats. This process gsually invoives the
presbing of  grapes and the processing ot carcasses and still
requires co-vperative efforts amongst Kin. Ulten these items are
bought in bulk. thus saving both time and money by eliminating
indjvidual purchases’. Although the grapes come from California,
the carcasses are tirequently écquired froma Kin or-paesano {(
someone who lived in the same Gillage as him/her in ]t;ly) tarmer
un the citv's outskirts. | B

Where joint purchases are made ;nd “the product is commonly
worked and distribuffék no obligations remain. In this case.
reciprocity between<kin_touk the turm of a matched exchange ot
labour. But tEf svstem ol rights and obligations is fléxible and
reciprocity often takes other forms. A man might buv part of a
product. but not be able to work it. in which case he might
reciprocate the other‘s labour by doing favours when the need
arises. Or a man might% contribute labour without having Anv
gwnershiy in the grapes or carcasses and be reciprocated by a
sample o1 giag‘oj the prodyct. Cash. though available. farel}
passes hands among kin in such work pafties. The use ot cash
would rEQUVe the service renpdered out ot the social-moral realm
and out vt its co-oéeratiVe context, placing it on economic and
individuslistic realms in which labour is merely a commodity to
be exchanged. thuy debasing the kin relationship that kee;s‘the

kin network together.

b}
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The ltalian <ommunity  in Munmtreal alse has i;everad
associations. clubs and recreational activities that bring I¢m11}
and  friends trom throughout the c(ommunit: tugethe: There are
frequent dances, parties, woyies. games. and sports activities
such uy: succer, bochi {a pame similar to curling), El(i All
these activities provide opportunities 1tor interact}on ;ithin
tamilies. kinshig networks, and the [talian community in general
and perpétuates the feeling ot closeness. ¥

This is a brief description of the Italiany in Montreal. As
can be seen Italiaqiyhave retained many of their values. beljels. -
customs . and nOrms._ ftalians in general, are a very closely knit
ethnic group with th/fiamily unit being the core. *

Overview ol the study. In the propused studv. 1 will

investigate . kinship interaction afte; divorce in ltalian and
Anglophone tamilies. Since Italians are such a closelv, loval
unit, one would expect the family to gai)&r around the divorced
individual wéd her children and provide all the love and support
they need tou adjust to their new Iamily structure. However.
divorce is a controversial subject especiallv for Catholics.
Thus. since most Italians are Catholic. a .divorce in the tamily
credates ¢ precariQﬁs situation. On the one hand, the divercee's
tamily is taced with the tamily unit- and all it implies (love.

cluseness, luyafty. support. etc.): while ond

.

This situation mav cause a great deal of stress both for the

divorcee and her familv. The investigator 1is interested in

Il g
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studing how the family and kigship network veact to this dilemma.

1 hypothésize that there will be an ethnic ditfterence in
disapproval of divorce. with Italian tumilies disapproving more
trequent Iy than Anglophone iamilies. Thiv mav in part be due to
the more traditional concap%;fyf marritge. religion, the
socialization process. and the impertance ot family in general in‘

the Ttalian culture.

Furthermore. it 1is hyvpothesized that with Angiophone

tamilies only. there will be a ditterence in social support

between families whu approve/disapprove of the divorce decisjon.

It is believed that Anglophone families who disapprove of the

. . B - ¥

divorce decision will ulfer-less social support to divorceesy
. ‘ B

This relationship is not believed -t exist for Italians. Due to

the c;};éhess ot ‘tamilyv., loyvaltv. the bond between parents and
-\

child.fand the whole [talian way of lite. I believe that parents
will not beable tohsi\t idly by while their daughter needs help.
It is believed that Italians will provide support whether they
approve or disapprove ofdyhe divorce decision. . This hyvpothesis
is in direct contradiction with Kitson et .al.'s (1982) results
which revealed that sgpport was re]ated to approval. However.
the investigator believes that ethnic differences Dbetveen
Italiany and Angluphunes will be reflected on this variable.
Thé”“EEEB@d area ol interest t; the investigator is family
concept. As previously mentioned. thete is evidence that most
people’s concept of tamilv structure is the nuclear Iaﬁily. It

would appear then that both the layv and protessional ideas about
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family are in(onsiﬁtent with the actual tamily structure of many

individuals: 4 reasonable proportion of individuals are not paltl

of a family structure consisting ot mother. father. and children.
-Alternate structures exvist when divorce. separation. vr death has
occurred. These alternate tfamily siructutes are encompassing an

ever increasing proportion of todav's seciety.

From the briet description vt Italians living in Montreal
one can see that tamily is verv important. There is a verv close
bond within the nuclear family which iy the core ot tamilyv lite.
hHowever. from the previous discussion ot the immigration process
and the sponsoring of kin. the tinaqcial. emdtional. and sociatl
support given to new immigrants. the exchang?ng of Sunday visits.
the gathering at special occasions. the annual making vl wine and
preserved meats etc.. it is apparent that tamily is not composed
solely ot a mother. father, and children.r’ The Italian family
includes grandparents. aunts. uncles. cousins. and other extended
kin ﬁembers. .

1 theretore hvpothesize that. Italians will have a more
egtended_ family experience than Anglophones. 1 be{ieve that

' Italian divorcees, more than Anglophone divorcees, will report
having had family members such as: grandparents. aunts. uncles,
and cousins living with their familv while they were growing up.
I also  hvpothesize that Italian divorcees will report
greater tamilv lovalty than Anglophone divorcees. Furthermore, 1

hvpothesize that Italian divorcees will interact more frequently

with their parents than Anglophone divorcees.. Once again |
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believe thiy is due to the tamily structure of ltalians.

As previously mentioned. the Italian tamily is not composed
solely ul  parents and children. There is treyuent contayt with
extended Mmilv members. Theretore. 1 hypothesize that lfalians
%ill tend to have a more extended concept ot lamily, a5 opposed
. to nuclear, then Anglophones. [ believe that Italian divorcees,
.more than Anglophone divercees. will include grandparents. aunts.
uncles. etc. when answering the question "Who is in your family?®

Due to this proposed extended concept oi‘?;ﬁfly. it is
hypothesized that Italian divorcegs will have a denser na{ﬁra1
support svsiem than Angloéhone. Since most individuals include
family and friends in their natural support svstem and ltallians
have an extended concept of ftamily. it <can be hypothesized that
Italign divorcees will include their extended tamily 1in their
natural support svstem. Furthermore, since Italians interact
trequentlv with tamily and friends via celebrations, visiting and

tamily gatherings. one can conclude that members of the natural

support svstem Know each other. 1In fact. some may be related and .

interact on a regular bgsis.

Hirsch's (1979. 1980) studies indicated that having a dense
natural support svstem mayv help an individual bet£er cope with
stress by turnishing substantiafly greatejikuantities of support.
However. his results also indicated that individuals with dense
bnatural support svstems were less satisfied with the support thev

received and that multidimensionality mav be a greater predictor

of satisfaction. 1 theretore wish to test the hypothesis that

«




37

the denser the natural support svstem. the lower the satistaction
with the support received.

Due to th;‘ eviended familv concept. tamilyv tovalty. and
greater family interaction it is beljeved that [talians will go
to tamilv members tor support rdather than noh-familv members.
Therefore. it is hypothesized that Anglophone divorcees will
receivé more outside support than ltalian divorcees.

Another area of interest to the investigator is—traditional
and mnoniraditional sex role attitudes. Several studies {Brown,
Perryv. & Harburg. 1977: Felton., Lehmann, Brown. & Liberatos.
1980 Brown & M;nela. 1978) have tound that during divorce. women
with traditional sex role attitudes are more likelv to experience‘
problems copiné vith étréss and adapting te their new lite styvle.
Traditional women are more vulnerable to psvchological distress
and low selt-esteem® fegardless of age. education. or working
sta{;s. On the other hand. women with nontraditional sex role
attitudes seem better able to adapt to their changing life style.
Due to the more tradi}innal socialization process used byi
ltalians. 1 hyvpothesize that Italian divorcees will have a more
traditional sex role attjtude than Anglophone divorcees. [t
would then seem that Jtalian divorcees will have a more ditficult

| time adjusting tv stress for theyv are believed tov have both a
denser soci;l support nejwork. leading to less satisfaction with

support. and a more itradittpnal sex role orientation-

¥
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Summary ol hypotheses. In summarv. this researcher will

test the tfollowing hypotheses:

1) The mothers and tathers of ltaltans will tend to
disapprove ot the diverce more than thJ mothers
and tathers ot Anglophones.

2) in Anglouphone families onlv. there will be a
difterence in social support between families who
approve/disapprove of the divorce decision.

3) ltalians will report more extended tamilv experiences
than Ang]ophenes,' "

1) ltalians will report greater tamyly lovalty than
Anglophones.

5) Italians will interacf more frequentlv with their parents
than Anglophones. .

6) Italians will have a more extended concept of
familyv. as opposed to nuclear. than Anglophoﬁes‘

7) ltalian divorcees will have a denser matural support
systeg thar Anglophone divorcees.

8) Thé denser the support systeﬁ. th; lower the
satisfaction with the support received.

9) Anglophone divorcees will receive more support torm
outside the tamily than italian divorcees.

10) ltalian divgfcees will have a more traditional

sex role orientation than Anglophone divorcees.

AN

g
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Method

Participant s ' "

bParticipants were: 42 diverced women, ol which 21 were
divorced [Italians. The remaining* 21 were divorced Anglophones.
The term Anglophone was operationally delined ay any person whose
First \language wah English. who was born in Canada. and whose

~

roots were iﬁ Great Britain. All lived in Montreal.
Participants were solicited bv advertisement presented in
Appendix A, single-parent groups, and referrals from other

divorcees. The advertisement was written following an interview

with the Program Director of Centro Donne. Centro Jonne is an

organization serving Italian women in greater Montreal. They

distribute free ot charge a monthlv newsletter to all members and
anvone else wishing to receive one.

The Italian women and "Anglophone women were matched as
closely as possible on the following variables: age. education.
work status. occupation. current monthlyv income. housing, marital
status., length of ma{riage. and time siﬁce divorce. Also. the
women must have been divorced trom their husband for at least one
veal without remarrving. This one vear stipulation was selected
to account tot a "normal" adjustment period telt to be required

for anv change in role.

g

in Tables 1 and 2. Most ot ihé participants were in their mid to

he demographic characteristics of thefsample are presented

A

« - | .
late 30's. They all had at least one child and all wvere

“

P '
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Tabte 1

-

' ﬂemogkahpic Characteristics of Participants

-~ Ttalians Aﬁglophonesf
: ~ (n=21) (n=21)

ST T T
Range Mean Range Mean
Age 28-62yrs 38.9 30-55yrs - 38.5
Number of children . 0-7 2.6 0-4 2.3
Number of male children 0-4 0 0-4 1.2
Number of female chilren 0-3 1.5 0-3 1.1
Age of male children 4.5-27yrs 15.7 4.5-18yrs 12.8
Age of female children 2.5-26yrs 13.7 3.0-22yrs 13.7
Length of marriage 2-33yrs 11.9 '4-25yrs 10.5
Time since divorce 7 §:10yrs 5.0 1-10§r§ 5.0

3
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Table 2

?

‘

Demographic Characteristics of Partiqipants

.«

41

[talians Anglophdqes
- (n=21) (n=21)
Number Percentage Number Percentage
" Education .
Partial high school or less 8 38.1 7 33.3
High school graduate 7 33.3 8 38.1
University training —«~ 6 28.6 6 28.6
Work status
. Housewife 6 28.6 6 -28.6
Part-time, 3 14.3 5 23.8
-Full-time 12 57.1 10 47.6
Occupation :
Housewife~student 6 28.6 6 28.6
Clerical-unskilled 7 é3.3 7 33.3
Professional-admins trative 8 8.1 8 . 38.1
Current monthly income
Less than $750. 8 38.1 9 42.9
$750. to $1500. 8 38.1 7 33.3
More than $1500. 5 23.8 5 . 23.8
o " A
Housing ]
House ¥l 52.4 3 14.3
Apartment 10 47.6 18 85.7




! ' ) 42

,thholicsf The ethnic roots ot Anglophone participants were in

Great Britafn (England ~11. Scotland 4. Wales 3. lreland 3).
although all were born in Canada. On the other hand ten oif the
Italian participants were immigrants. seven were 1st generation
Canadians. three were énd EZneration Canadiaﬁs. and one was 3rd
generation.  The Angiophone women and Italian women did’ not
differ signiticantlv on any demographic characteristics with the

exception ol housing, x*(l)=6.86.p<§01. Proportionatly more of

" the Anglophone women lived in apartments than Italian vomen.

Design and Procedure

Letters explaining thev studv were given to'prospective
participants (See Appendix B). who were than asked to compléte a
short gques{ionnaire covering bésic demoéraﬁhic intormation and to
return it to the investiggtor (See Appendix‘C). Those interested
in participatiné in the research were asked to provide their
name . address, and telephone number. Identitving participants in
this manner enabled the researcher to carefully select matched
groups i;r study.

AnglophonEvand)Italian participants were matched. as closely
as possible.lun the iollowf;g variables: age. education, work
status. occupation., current monthly income. housing, marital
statﬁ%. length of marriage. and time since divorce. All Italian
volunteers participated in the research however. 17 of the 38

Anglophone  volunteers were dropped from the study after

—
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completing the demographic questionnaire bécause matehed equal
. [N

groups were required.

Once a list ot willting matched .participants was developed.

containing 21 divorced Italian women and 21 divorced Anglophone

women, participants were contacted by telephone. and appointments

vere- made tor an interview and questionnaire session. All

interviews were conduct®d by the investigator at a-time and

location convenient to the participants. usually their home or
apartment .

Introductorv comments to each participant included a brief

summary which basically rejterated what was writtean in the

introductory Ietterd?(See Appendix B) as well as confirmation of
the confidentiality of the information. The investigator
introduced herself as a Master's student in Social-Community
Psychology at Wilfrid Laurier Universitv in Wa;erléo. Ontarid,'
working on her thesis.

Prior to the unterview participantsA were informed that.
while there was no deception involved 'in the research. any—
questions thev had would not be discussed with them until- they
completed the questionnaires. so that rqspoﬂses'would_not be
biased by anv prior inturm@ﬁ}on. Participants were also reminded
that their participation was voluntary and therefore thev coulﬁ

refuse to answer any question or withdraw at any time. However

their full cooperation was greatly appregfated. Participants

were also asked to tell the researcher if they wished to receiée

a summail'v of the research results.
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Meayurey
o £
Axl‘l individoals completed & short guestivunwire {see

Appenti. C) iucluding demographtc  infermetion sand o consent torm

indivating their willingness to participate  in the studs . The
demogruphic variables dncluded: ape vl women., number of children,
apes i children. sex ot children, religion, educat ion. work
stt{tua. ucc:gpation‘. cgrrexlt _ponthly inceme, houving. marital
status, length ot marriage, time since divurve, and ethnic
bachyiound.

The interview sessiun itsell ranged in length trom 45
minutes tu twwe houry depending on  the woman's need tor selt

-

g
disclosure. The interviewsy tocused un family  cCoucept. ses rovle

- attitudes. and social support networks.

Family comrept.  The tirst -section ot the interview dealt‘
with tamilv cuncept and tamily interaction (See Appendix D). In
this section participants were asked to "Make w Family" trom
drawings of figu;‘es provided bv the investigator. vThey were then
asked to "Define Famili¥" and “Who is in vour tamilv?"  These
Questiuns were used tu aysesy thﬁ subject “’;\,‘ gfmc(‘pt ot family
whether it‘ be npuclear. extemled. or sume vauriz}“tion ot nuclear.

Participants were thun asked yuestions dealing with tamily
i”nteruftiun (See Appendiy E). “"How otz»en they vivited or
telephoned their parents and ea;iniqgs?“ These questiony were
used to assesy tomilyv  interaction. Participants were also asked
t‘é"‘w,fl‘i’yzﬁe"i'amily foyalty on o Likert*-::(‘ale“ul 1~ tu 5. where 1 was

NOT=LOYAL: ("we are more likelv tu stick up tor other peuple than
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tor people in our 1&e}[y“); 3 wuy SOMEWHAT LOYAL: {"we mav stick
up for each uthﬁfz it u&} tamily. but it depends oun the
Circumstances™ic and % way EXTREMELY LOYAL- ("we stich up tor
each other in ow tamily ne matter what"™). Participants were
tgen asked to indicate it contact with thei} parents or inlaws
changed atter their divorce aml it so how! These yuestiony were
used te assess it ditterent gqncepts ot  tfamily and tamilv
interaetion eaist between Isalian and Angluphune divufced women .

Sey role attitudes. Brown and Manela's (19%5) Ses Kole

Aititqde Scale  was used tu  assess  traditional versus
non-traditidnal sex role at;itudes (See Appendix F).  The Sey
Role Attitude Scale iy a behaviorally validated attitude
questionnaire dift%rentiating between traditional and non
t;aditiunul women in the}r attitudey toward the sex reoles. It
con;ists ot 11 Likert-scale items on which the participant is
ﬂ“\u,asked tu indicate g whether 'she agrees/ disagrees on a l-point
| scale (strongly agree tq strongly disagree).

The Sex Rolg. Attitude Scale is divided into ; diiterent
! dimensions: women in the home. traﬁitional tamily roles, and job
inequality. lInclusion in a dimension required a tactor loading
abuove .40 apd a lvading on the same tactor om two independent
teétings. * Furthermore, th; currelatiundf among the three
dimensions are low (ranging from .0b tu .46). These resulty
indicaté, that each dimension had a test-retest reliablity and

that each dimenmsion was measuring difterent attitudes. :

The tirst tactor. women in the home, emphasizes the value ot
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home-centered motherhoodd and the"impurtaﬂCe of familv over
individual needs tor women. Traditional tamily roles. the second
tactor.  describey  the  strict | diviaion of  laber alunp
tzqditiuudllr defined sex roles within the tamilv.  The third
factor. job inequality. emphasizes the traditiongl dominance -ot
the _male in the world of work The individual's score un each
factor represents tgf sum of her'resbunses tu each vt the itemy.

Social support. The tollowing characteristics of social

suppurt  were measured: the total number of individuals the

participant perceived to be supportive (size vl network). which

- way divided into the categories of  tamily. friends. and

'Apruiessiunals: the number o1 individuals who have provided

emot ional lep, material help, approval, advice, tangible help.
and  social-recreation, divided infu categories ol tamily,
friends, and protessivnal support: the number of individuals on
whu the participant can depend on tor emotional help, material
help, approval, advice. tangible help. and  social
recreation.again divided into fhe categoriey ot Iamily: friends
and ‘professivnal suﬁLort: satisfaction with support rece{ved
{emotional, material. appruG&Q. advice. t#ngible. and vocial
recreation): the number of individuals who make the participant
teel especially impur}unt: the number ot individuals from the
social support network 1list the participant can tﬁrn to in a
crisis: and the density of the support 3\>tem {See Appendix &).
These measures ot ‘suppult tend - %o be subjective because

participants are asked to list individuals they teel are in some
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wi?«fﬁmportant to them. These measures of support are based on
those devised by Barrera (1981). He tound test-retest reliablity
scorey tor totul petwork si;entu be r{d3)=.88,p<.001. Internal”
consistency coetficients tor the measures of sﬁppurt satistact ion
(.50) and support meed {.70) were also reported»by Barrera
o f1981). i

Hirsch's {1979) density of support scale was used to
determine densitv. For this scale, ipdividuals were asked tu
list tﬁe names of up tu 20 individuals who are verv important to
them. Thev  were then asked to indicate which of thege
individuals know each other. Inthis wav one could determine the
numbe} ol relationships within the individual's tutai network.
The more interrelationships there were. the more dense the
network.

Following ‘iﬁe paper-and-pencil measure and the interview.
participants were informed ay to the exact nature and design of
the research and the meanings and purposes of the forms and
guestions they had completed. Participants were also reminded.to
tell the researcher it thev wished to receive a summary of the

researchtresults (See Appendiy H).

I3
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Results

+
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An impurtant aspect of the present reseﬁrch was tu test tol
diifelenges between [tulian and Anglophone divorcees. The first
hvpothesis was that mothers and fathers ot Italian divorcees
would teﬁd tu disapprove ot the divorce mere than the mothers and
fathers uf Anglophone divorcees. There Qere nv signiticant
differences Dbetween ltalian and Anglophone mothers' approval of
the divorce. However., a signiticant ditterence way tound with
fathers’ approval/disapproval. For  tfathers. there was a
signiticant aSSOCiatiuﬂ between ethnic status and approval/
disapproval ot the divorce. x° (2)#?.02,g <.05 (See Table 3).
Italian fathers tended to apprbve or disapprove ot the divorge
wliereas proportionately more of° the Anglophone fathers were

indifferent. Thus. the first hyvpothesis was partia]ly confirmed.

" The second hypothesis was that in Anglophone families onlv,

there would be ditferences in social support hetween families who
approved of the divorce and those who disapproved ot the divorce.
‘ -,

1t was believed that Anglophone tamilies who approved ot the

divorce would offer more support to divorcees than Anglophone

tamilies who disappgoved ot tHe divorce. No such ditference was

hypothesized tor ltalians.

In  ovrder to determine the effects of mother/tather
appruval/gfsapproval on social support. t-tests were calculated
between mother approval vs mother disapproval and between father
approval vs Tfather disapproval on social support variab]es:

number of familv/relatives: Bumber of tamily/relatives whou
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N Table 3

Mothers' and Fathers' Approval/Disapproval -of the Divorce for

 MOTHERS

ltalians

Anglophones

t'):

FATHERS

Italians

Anglophones

Italian and Anglophone Divorcees

Approves Indifferent Lizappremves
6 5 10
S 3 10
Approves Indifferent Disapproves
9 1 11 ¥
7 ~ 8 6"

£

49W
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provided support: number of family/relatives vou can turn to tor

support: number of tamilv/relatives who make vou feel special: .

number ot tamifv/relatives vou turn to in o crisis: number ot
tamily/relatives vou argued with.

[n the Ita[ian group. moether appruval/disapproval was

associated with the number ot familv/relatives listed in the -

social network. t(19)=2.16,p<.05. When mother approved of the
divorce, significaﬁt];rtewer tamily/relatives were listed than
vhen mother disapproved (See Table 4). There were no significant
difterences on the social support measures  between
approva]]disagproval tor Italian fathers. Anglophone mothers, and
Anglophone fathers (See Tables 5, 6. & 7).
The third hypothesis stated that Italians would report a
"more extended tamilv experiemce  than Anglophones. When
participants were asked if anvone outside their immediate nuclear
family lived with them while thev were growing up. Almost half
(47.6%) of the Italians said ves. 1In all cases it was a family
member such as a grandparent. aunt. uncle or cousin. In all
cases except one they lived together:;ar more tﬁan eight vears.
' On  the other hand. onlvy (19%) of the Anglophone divorcees
reported anvone living with them while theyv were growing up. Ot
these all were familv members except for one, where thev took in
roomers. Thev also seem to cohabitate for shorter beriods of
time (approximately five to six years).. An association was found
between ethnic status and living with extended ‘tami]y members
during childhood, x*(1)=3.86.p<.05, (See Table 8).

<
t




Table 4\“

Mean Social Support Network Scéres for Italian Divorcees by Mothers'
Approval/Disapproval of the Divorce

«

Mother Approves Mother.Disapproves T-value

of the Divorce of the Divorce
{n=11) - (n=10)

Number of Family/Relatives 6.3 - 8.8 t(19)=2
Number of Family/Relatives
Who Offered Support 3.9 2.5 NS
Number ot Family/Relatives ; ' -
You Can Turn to for Support 3.7 2.9 NS
Number of Family/Relatives_
Who Make You Feel Special 2.3 1.2 NS
Number of Family/Relatives
You Turn to in a Crisis 2.3 2.2 NS
Number of Family/Relatives '
You Arqued With _ 2.0 2.3 NS

.16,p~. 05
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Table 5

Mean Séciél Support Network Scores for Italian ﬁivorceés by Fathers'
Approval/Disapproval of the Divorce

Father Approves Father Pisapproves t-value

of the Divorce of the Divorce
(n=10) (n=11)
Number of Family/Relatives 6.7 8.2 NS
Number of Fami]y/RelatiVes ”
Who offered Support - 4.2 2.3 NS
Number of Family/Relatives
You Can Turn to for Support 3.9 2.8 NS
Number of Family/Relatives
Who Make You Feel Special 2.3 1.3 NS
»
Number of Family/Relatives
You Turn to in a Crisis 2.3 2.2 NS
Number of Family/Relatives :
You Argued With 2.2 2.1 NS
L
3
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- ) ’ Table 6

Mean Social Support Network Scores of Anglophone Divorcees by Mothers!'
‘ Approval/Disapproval of the Divorce

Mother Approves Mother Disapproves  t-value

of the Divorce of the Divorce
(n=11) (n=10)

Number of Fami]y/Re]aiives ' 7.8 8.2 NS

Number of Family/Relatives .

Who Of fered Support . 3.2 3.6 NS

Number of Family/Relatives

You Can Turn to for Support 2.5 3.1 NS

Number of Family/Relatives

Who Make You Feel Special 2.6 1.8 NS

Number of Family/Relatives .

You Turn to in a Crisis 1.1 1.4 NS
o " Number of Family/Relatives

You Argued With ’ 1.9 2.6 NS




Table 7

W

Mean Social Support Network Scores of Anglophone divorcees by Fathers’
' Approval/Disapproval of the Pivorce

o+

Father Approves  Father Disapproves t-value

L]

of the Divorce of the Divarce
(n=15) (n=6)

Number of Family/Relatives 8.2 8.5 NS
Number of Family/Relatives
Who Offered Support 2.8 - 4.6 NS
Number of Family/Relatives .
You Can Turn to for Support 2.1 » 4.1 NS
Number of ﬁamily/re1at1ves !
Who Make You Feel Special 2.2 2.2 NS
Number of Family/relatives : -
You Turn to in & Crisis 1.2 1.5 NS
Number of Family/Relatives ‘ -
You Argued With - 1.6 3.5 NS
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& Table 8

I
!

!
|
1 1

. -1 !
Living With Extended Family Members During Childhood for Italian '
and Anglophone Divorcees

—_—

Nuclear Family Extended Family
» - Only Only
Italians 11 10
Anglophones %, 17 . 4
| b e
!
%
o,



ex-inlaws. Only 23.8% of
reported visiting their “ex-inlaws
While only 23.8% Italian and 38.1% Anglqphone divorcees reported |
telephonong | their

association between ethnic

with one’s ex-inlaws

/"\\
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Thereiore. the third hyvpothesis was confirmed.

The tourth hvpothesis was that Italians would report greater

tamily lovalty than Anglophones. A significant diiference.
t1(40)=2.69,p<.02, way tound on the dimension of lovalty between
the two ethnic gruups (See Table 9). Italian divorcees rated
i their Iamilid% more loval thaﬁj Anglophone divorcees thus

confirming the fourth hyvpothesis.

The  titth hyvpothesis " stated that Italians would interact
more irequently with their parents than Anglophones. Italian

jvorcees visited their parents more trequently than Anglophone

divorcees. x3(3)
¥

More Italian divorcees

=7.31.p<.10 (See Table 10}.

telephone their parents (66.7%) than

Anglophone divorcees (38.1%). However. Anglophones telephoned

their parents more on a veekly interval than Italians (47.6% to

14.3%). It should be noted, however. that the association
between ethnic status and frequency of telephone contact with
one's parents was not statistically significant, x*(3)=5.60,p=ns

(See Tabl% 10).

Very lew Italians or Anglophones visited or telephoned their

Italian and Anglophone .divorcees'

{
either monthly or vearlyv. |

ex-inlaws. Furthermore, neither the

status and trequency of visitation

and frequencv ol telephone contact with one's ex-inlaws were

nor the association between ethnic status ,
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Table 9

Mean Scores for Italian and Anglophone Divorcees on Perception of
- ’ _ Family Loyalty -

Italians | Anglophones
(n=21) (n=21)
3.7 N 2.9

hs

Note. l=not loyal and 5=extremely loyal.

I
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Table 10U

Frequency of Fairily Interaction for Italian and Anglophone Divorcees

I[talians Ang lophanes
(n=:1] (n='1)
Parent Visit Number: Percentage Number- Percentaye
Daity 3 14.3 0 0
Weel ly I 57.2 | 11 52.4
Monthly i 9.5 8 3.1
Yearly 4 19.0 2 9.5
Parent Telephune ‘
Daily 14 6§.6 2 35.1
Week ly ’ 3 14.3 10 17.6
" Monthly 3 14.3 2 9.4%
Yearly 1 1.8 1 4.8
= ~ ‘% = = —
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stutistically signiticant (See luble 11).

The ~iath hvpothesis wss that [talians would have u more
eitended  comept vl tamil.. a+ wpposed  to “pnuclear. than
Angluphones Signiticunce wun  tound between ethmic stutuy and
tamifv  voneept o x:{(l;:‘j.Ub.g<,U] {See Table 12). Thus tAh‘e
Ivpothesis that Italians have u more extended concept ot family,
as vppused tu nuclear. than Anglophones was confirmed. However,
it is interesting to note that the msjority ot both Italians and
Anglophones had a nuclear tamily cuncept.

The seventh hvputhesis was thaf Italian divorcees would have
a denser natural support network than Anglophone divorcees. The
densitv ot the social support network for Italian divercees
riyged trom .75 to 2.25 with a mean of 1.4 The density scores
ut ﬂAngluﬁhune divorcees ranged trom .66 to 2.28 with a mean of
1.3.  The ditterence in mean scores between the two groups was
not statistically signjticant. Theretore. the hyvpothesis that
Italians would have a denser social | support system than
Anglophone divorcees was not cuniirmeq;J

The eighth hyvpothesis was tha{ network density would be
invergely correlated with  support satistaction. Ah Pearson
pruduct  moment correlativn was computed between densitv and
satistaction for Dboth ethnic ‘groups, A correlation ot
;il9):—.28.yfﬁ08 was found . with Italian divorcees vwhile a
correlation ot L(19)=-.0l.p=ns was found with Anglophone

divorcees. -

%
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Frequency of Inlaw Intervaction for Italian and Anglophone Divorcees

Italians - Anglophones
{n=21) (n=21)
N . w
Inlaw Visit Number  Percentage Number  Percentage
Heel 1y 0 ' 0 0 0
Monthly .2 9.5 . 14.3
Yearly N 3 14.73 2 9.5
Never 16 76.2 16 76.2
InTaw Telephone
Weekly 1 4.8 1 4.8
Monthly 1 4.8 19.0 -
Yearly 3 14.2 14.3 ‘
61.9

Never 16 76.2 13
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Table 12

Family Conceptof Italian and Anglophone Divorcees

Italian

Anglophone

»

= Nuclear Extended
13 8
18 3

ba
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The hypothesis that the denser the support system the luwer the
satistaction with the support recieved was not confirmed.

The mninth hyvpothesis was  that Angluphovne divorcees would
receive more support trom outside the familv than Italian
divorcees. No statistically signiticant ditterences {n size of
_ various segments ol the social support network were tound between
Italians and Anglophones. Statistigally significant differences
betveen the two groups were tound only for gmutional support (See
Table '13). The hvpothesis that Aﬂglophones would receive more
support tfrom outside the f;mily than Italians $® contfirmed for
emotional support only. L s

The final hypothesis stated that Italian divorcees would
have a more traditional sex role orientation than Anglophone
divorcees. Results showed no significant dii;erencé& between
Italia? and Anglophone divorcees (See Table 14). Thus. this

hvpothesis was not contirmed.



You Can Turn to for Support

4

Table 13 |

63

Mean Emotional Support Scores’for Italian and Anglophone Divorcees

Number of Non-Famnily Members

Fo
f—
£
.

3

Satisfaction

]
(O8]
[N
o]

[talians  Anglaphones t-value
(n=21) (n=21)
Number of Family/Relatives 2.0 1.8 NS
Number of Non-Family Members :
Who Offered Support ] 1.9 4.5 t(40)=3.06;p<.01
Number of Family/Reiatives
‘You Can Turn to for Support 1.3 2.1 NS

£(40)=2. 46,p~. 02
£(40)=1.94,p<. 10
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Table 14

Mean Sex Role Attitude Scores for Italian and Anglophone Divorcees

Italians Anglophones
(n=21) (n=21)
Women in the Home 12.6 13.0
Traditional Family Role 4.7 4.3
‘Job Inequality 5.8 5.6
f ?
.
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Discussion

Tu revied the tindinegs. [talian divolced women were found to
. . .
. y .. .
ditter trom Anglophone divorced women ob several variables.

[talian divercees had o more estended concept ot family, thev had
!’ °

more exqended family experiences as children; -~their fathers

}
tendeg tuv approve or disapprove of the divorce whereas

proportionatelv more ot -the Anglophone tathers were indifferent:
they rated their family as more loval and thev interacted more

with their parents: and thev received less emotional support irom

. their social support network and we}e less satisfied with the

emot ional support thev  received than Anglophone divorcees.

However, the two groups did not ditfer in terms of network

- e etV T 0F ey role orientation., This discussion section will

tocus on whv some of the expected differences were obtained while%{'
others were not.

There is a growing suspicion among b;ﬁavioral researchers
that volunteers mav not be representative of the general
population under studv. Thus, it is important to note that the
participant$ in :this studv  were voluntary parficipants‘

Therefore, thev méy not be representative ot all ltalian and

"~ Anglophone divorcees. In Tfact. the researcher believes that

Italian divorcees may be unrepresentative ot the population ot

{talian davorcees.

Rosenthal and vRosﬁﬁV {1975) in their book

The Vplunteer Subiectl listed a number of characteristics that
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diftferentiate volunteers from punvolunteers.  Thev tound that

volunteers tend tu be better educated than nonvulunteers. Siv ot
the 21 ftalian participants and six ol the 21 Anglophone

participants had some university training. This figure seems a

!
1

little high tor Italians when wone consider Boissevain's (1976)

statement that {emale children of [talians are discouraged trom

pursuing post-secondary education because their future was

thought of in terms of wife and mother.

|

Rosenthal and Rosnow (1975) aﬁsu%suggested that volunteers

ghtnd to have a higher need tor social approval than
nonvolunteers. This was e%ident with Italian participants.
Interviews with Italian participants were twice as long in
duration as  interviews with Anglophone divorcees. The
interviewer * asked the questions and the participant answered
them. but in their responses thev included additional information

that was not required. Italian participants §eem't0 have an

overvhelming need for selt-disclusure, which was not evident in

Anglophones. Almost halt the Italidh participants told the
interviewer the reason for their divorce; and whaf their lite was

like betore the divorce. The interviewer sensed a.need for

disclosure and appréval of their divorce decision. Some Italian

divorcees offered the interviewer cofiee and cookies and stated

»

that they enjoved the interview.( Three Italian divorcees invited
the interviewer back. These incidents mav indicate that the
social support network ot Italian divorcees does not provide them

with the opportunity tuv talk about the divorce. or the approval
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the divorcee iy looking fur. J

The above mentioned incidentx” along with the description ot
Ialians  provided by Bni%C;;jin (1976)  suggest differences
between Italiam divorcees (whu wiunteered tor this study and
thuse whoe did not. A traditi(m)l Italian woman is brought up
beligving a marriage will last forever. Diverce is thought of ag
a tailure not only tor the divorcee but also tor her tamily. Ig
Ts a common beliet that the parents did mot bring up the daughter
properl& - it she divorces her husband. Most Italian girls are
socializeﬁ to believe that their role in lite is to get married
and have a tamily. They could get a job to help their husband.
but the traditional role is that of wite and mother. Thus. when

a divorce occurs. the divorcee's identitv is shattered. This

loss ot ident ity coupled with ‘he negative concept of diyorce

would suggest that traditiomal Italian divorcees would not
volunteer ‘to purticipate‘ in a research project concerning
divorce. In %?mmary. italians in the ;ample‘ may have been more
acculturated into the mainstream of Canadian ;ile.t This may have
accounted for whv certain differences were nqt found-

The prediction that mothers and ;fathers of Italian
divorcees' would tend te disapprove ot éhe divorce more than
mothers and fathers ol Angluphone‘ divorcees' was Partiélly
supported by the results. Our 1iindings showed no ethnic
ditierences on approval/disapproval ot divorce tor mothers.

However. there was a significant ditterence between ethnic groups

and approval/disapproval oif the divorce. Italian tathers tended



65
1

to approve or disapprove ol the diverce whereas proportionately
more ol the Anglophone tathers were inditter?@jv
e ]

This ditterence ‘between ltalian parents and Anglophone

parents be  explained by family honour. As mentioned in

The ltaliany in Montreal by Boissevain (1976), Italiany are verv
i

traditionpl. The central institution ot the Italian culture is
the tamil%. " Parents judge tﬂe success of ‘their lives primarily

in termszgi that of their~uftspring: the support thev provide
p i

them with as children. the extent to which they are able to set
L >

them up iﬁ marriage, and the'honour thev maintained in order to

~-bequeath ﬂp them. Family 7h0nour Is verv important to ltalians

. s e
and a daugh&er's good reputation and later success as a wife and
& .
| - .
mother add to the family's good name. Thus. divorce ot a

daughter nﬁa._v ca,us&parents to seriously doubt the value and
l v

success of their es as well as bring dishonour to the good

!
i
l

tamily name. This teeling of failure and dishonour may %e more

pronounced in Italian families than Anglophone tamilies. Thus,

“explaining the greater interest in divorce by Italian fathers.

The second hypothesis was that in Anglophone families only
there would be difterences in social support between families who
approve/disapprove of the divorce. It was believed that nuv such
effect would be 1iound with Ttalians parents and they would
provide support whether they- appro?Ld or disapproved of the
divorce. This hvpothesis was not coniérmed.

&

Approval/disapproval ot the divorce was not related to

aspects ol social support provided by Italians and Anglophones.
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There was onlv one signiiicant hiilerence found in 24 tests.

Furthermore. the sample size; used to ‘test this hvpothesis were
very smell (and unequal in one case}. In tuture research'iarge;
;ample sizes are needed to clarity this questian_

The prediction that Italians would report more extended
tamilv experiences than Anglophones was supported. Ten of the 21
[talian participants reported having had a relative live with
them while thev were growing up. This 1is more than twice the
number ot Anglophone divorcees who reported having had someone

live with them while they we growing 'up. These results are in

“accordance with Boissevain's (1976) findings about new immigrants

living with relatives when they first arrived in Canada and his
finding that Italian parents are cared for by their childr;n.
Therefore. it is not uncoﬁmqp to find grandparents in an Italian
household.

As predicted, Italian divorcees rated their families as
significantly more loval than Anglophone divorcees. This is not
surprising considering the Italian socialization process which
breeés unityv, closeness, and lovalty within the familv. It was
further predicted that Italian divorcees would interact more.
frequentlv with parents than Anglopﬁéﬁe divorcees. This
hvpothesis way partially confirmed. - : \\x

Italiaﬁ'divorcees visited their parents more itrequently than
Anglophone divorcees. Resuits .revealed that 71.1% of Igaliéng

visited their parents at least weekly. while only 52.4% of

Algﬁophones visited their parents weeklv. Similar results were
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tound with telephoning parents. Thus. Ttalian divorcees. in

general reported more contact with their parenmts than Anglophone

divorcees.

Reiss (1962) tound that the degreer of kin relationship
(closeness) and especially distance (geovgraphical separation) ol
kin +were the most important variablls inflwencing ireguency of
interaction. Most Italians meet Jboth these criteria. ;amily is

the tocal point of the Italian litestyle and most families ayeh

.

verv close. Furthermore. Boissevain (1976) reported tfiad most
ltalians in ﬁontreal tend tx; l(fe in clusters vith relatives
living near each other. n many cases sharing the same house.
Three ot the 21 Italian divorcees in this study lived in the same
house as their parents but they had,theirﬁuwn apartment.

The results  showed that forMJ both ethnic groups.
parent-divorcee interaction r;mained quite high. These resu{ts
are consisfentgwith those of Spiger and Hampé (1875). They tound
that contact lgwith consanguineal kin remained the same or
increased. Thev also.found that kinship interaction with former
affines decreased. Similar results were {found in the presept‘
studv. Both ethn?c groups retained high contact with parents and

verv  little if any contact with aitines.  Over 60% of

participants reported thev did not visit or telephone their

ex-inlaws.

v .
Spicer and Hampe (1975) suggested a theoretical explanation

tor their results. Thev suggested that after divorce. obligation

and atfection are no longer important reasons for interaction

»
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with aifines. They are. however. very important in determining

interaction with consanguines. Thev turther suggest that those

e g

aIfines-wﬁb are contacted after a divorce are contacted tor the .

same reasons consanguineal kin are contacted. namely, obligation

/. .

and attachment . ' . A
1

It‘was>hypothesiz£d’th51 Italians would have a more extended
concept  of familv. as oppused to nuclear concept, than
Anglophones. This prediction was suppbr}ed. When participants
were asked to "Make a tamily” out ot cut out figures
signiiicantly more Italians than Anglophones included extended

tamily members. ~ However, it is interesting to note that the

majority of both Italiaps and Anglophones had a nuclear family

concept. These results may be explained by the socialization
process Vof Ttalians, tﬁé closeness ot the familv unit. and the
more 1fequent interaction. ¢ ’ M

Xt was hypothesizéd that Italian divorcees would‘have a
denéer natural support netSZrk“ than Anglophone divorcees. This
hypothesis was not. conifirmed. |This result was unexpectéd for it
§as believed that ITtalians would include extended tamily members
in their support network thus resulting in a denser network.

A possible explanation tor these results ma} be that a truly
dense support network may be “hard for an outsider to enter.

Since the participants were volunteers. it mayv be possible that

the Italian divorcees who volunteered did not have extremely

dense social networks. Thus, sample representativeness mav be a -

factor which accounts for the lack of ditterences found between
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gruups.
k3

Hirsth  {Tys0)  tound t hat both  Jower denvity  (less
integrated)  support  aetworks  and multidimensional triendstiopy
were  siguificautly ﬁésuciated q@ith" hetter support and mentul
health.  Theve results indicate that structural  teatures of the
naturiel  suppurt netwoerk may  be signiticantls  related to how
stuccesstully one cupes with o mujur lite change such ay divorce.
These results alvu fndicate that membership in a higher denvity
suppurtu netvork may have & debilituting ettect on sutistaction
with the support networh. :
Results from the prevent studv indicate a  trend towards a

negative usswqiutiun\betweeumgensit} an? suppurt satistaction fur

W~

dtalian divorcees only (p .09). However. results did not quite

reach stutisticul gignilicancgf' Almest nu correlation was tound
between network density and support s%}istactién for Sngluphunes.
Further research is needed in the area of structural teatures of
natural supp&rt systeﬁs partcularly, the effect of density and
muitidimensionalty on social support netwurk satistaction.

It hay been sugpested (Gurin, Veroff. & Field. 1957
Gottlieb. 18976: Freedson. 1960: Mckinlay. 1973) that <individuals

turn  ‘tv family.  members.. friends. neighbours. and other

nenprotessionals betore poing tu protessivnads for help. This is

. believed tu be particularjé true tor Anglophunes.  Thuy, it |was

hypufhe&ized that Angluphone divurcees wluld receive more support
S . ¢
outside the tumily thun Italian divercees: .

This hypothesis was contirmed for emotional support only.
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Results showed that Anglophone divorceey received more emotional.
support  trom non-tamily  members: thev listed more non-tamily

members  au pewple they would g¢o to it theyv needed emutional

support: and thev vere somevhal more vatistied with the emotional

support thev received than {talians. No significant difterences
were tound between ltulians and Anglophones tor emotional support
provided by tamily members. i

These resulty suggest that Angluphuri,e divercees are more

|
|

satistied with the emotional su‘pport they 1'&:('€'i\'e because vi the
added support they pet from vutside the familv. Italiany seem to
be at a disvadvantage mnot poine to nﬂun-timilyéf members tor
emut fopal support. No ditterences were tound between ethnic
groups  and other measures ot support such as: material help,
advice. approval, tangible help and social recreation.

It was predicted that ‘Ital ian“divor(ees would have a more

traditivnatevex role orientation than Anglophone divorcees. This

prediction way not contirmed. ‘These results mav in part be due

tv the questions and the participants' life circumstances. In
: LY 7 -
the "Women in the Home" Section. it may be hard tor a divorcee-to

strongly agree with the statements like "A women's place iy in
the _home" or "Women should not work” if she herself has tu ewrn a
living. Pussibly more Italiang would have. agreed with this

statement i1 they were not ~placed in a contradictory lite

" vituation. Similar problems vccur with the other sectiony pf the

Sex KRule Attitude Scale. litterent results may have been

' % P '
obtained °if a "more recent -gender scale had been used. Vorj, . .

3
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example. ome of the items in the scale is "Women with voung
children §lnould not work."  This guestion is cieariy outdated in
termy ol the language used tu describe gender roles. some women
with young children abvious!v work long hours at home.

Yet another consideration mav be the time ;‘ince divorce.
The mean time s:ince divorce for both groups was five vears. It
is  poussible that the Italian divorcees were initially more
traditional but through necessity became less traditional. Atter
the diverce, divorcees were taced with establishing a new
litestvie. They had to go out and earn a living: thev had to
make their own decisions: and thev had sole responsibility tor
the dav-to- dav care ot Jchi‘ldren. This new litestvle mayv have
forced @a change in sex role orientation. Further studied with
newly divorced women are needed to test these hyvpothesis with a

1&rger sample size.

s

[
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Conclusion

The available literature on divorce deals with « variety of
subjects trom legal aspects to future trends. However. little
research evists on kinship interaction atter divorce and to the
best of mv knowledge, no one has studied ltalian divorcees.
Though this studv was conducted on 4 small velunteer sample. the
importance ot such a studv is egidenta Mure 4and more individuals
are getting divorced and éthni( differences exist, as is evident
in  this study. “ Further research should be conducted with
ditterent ethni; samples so ay to better understand and support
these individuals with specitic needs.

As mentioned earlier social support networks are very
important during a lite crisis. This stﬁdy contirmed,llée
importance ot Iﬁmﬁﬁy and friends alter divorce. Verv few nt‘the
divorcees in thiy studv indicated thev wemt tu a protessional
after their divorce. Shis indicates that almost all ot their
support came trom their support network. This makes the support
network a very powerful mental health tool for dealiﬁE:with the
stress resulting ffom a lite crisis. Further research is needed
to learn how we can b;st take advan{age ol this £001 tu allevidte
the stress ot divorce and provide the support divorcees hged.

Further research is also needed to determi#e wgat
constitutes a good social support network This study implieé
that: an extended family expérience. tamily luya]%y, frequent
Ia&il% interacfion. and density do not necessarilv lead toa

i S
successtul  social supp0;$ network. Those Italian divorcees who

»
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tended te be high on these characteristics were mnot more

satistied with the emotional support thev received than

» -

Anglophones whu tended to be lower on these charucteristics.

Hirsch (1980) suggests that multidimensional relationships are

significantly associated with better support and mental health.

Further studies should be c¢onducted to see what effect

mult idimensionality has on social supporti metworks of divircees.
-

Results trom the present studv showed . that ethnic

ditterences do exist between ltalian and Anglophone divorcees.

,Anglopgines received more emotional support outside the tamily

and reported more satistaction with emotional support than
Italians. "It is obvious that more research is needed on the role

ot social suppori networks “particularly with ltalian divorcees.
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Dear Readers:

My name iy Diana Di Costa. and | am a psvchology student. 1
am presenily doing a research project under the supervision of
br. Geoff Nelson on what happens to wumen after their divorce.-

Statistics indicate a rise in the divorce rate over the past
ten vears. Numercus studies have been conducted on the topic of
divorce. However little‘information exists on divorced Italian
women. Research is necessary to help us better understand the
social attitudes and orientation of these divorcees. so we can
better help them rearrange their lives. :

This study is based on social support networks and sex role
orientation after divorce. I am interested -in the role family.
friends. and professionals, such as doctors. lawvers. priests,
etc..., play in providing support be it emotional. material. or
social. “

In my research, I intend to compare social support. sex role
orientation. and tamilv concept of Italian and Anglophone
divorcges.

1t youjare interested in learning more about the study and

possibly participating in it. please call me at 382-9378 or call
Centro Donne at 273-8119 and ask for Angela Novembre.

THANK YOU VERY MUCH FOR YOUR HELP AND INTEREST

=3
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Care Lettrici:

Mi chiamo Diana Di Costa e sonv laureata in psicologia. Sto
tacendv una ricerci sotto la puida del protessor Geolt Nelson.
per sapere cusa accade alle dunne dopo il lore divorzio.

Le statistiche indicanu. che le propozioni di ‘diverzi neik
diece anni passati sono aumentati. Numerosi ricerchi i?no state
fatte sul divorzio. perd ci sonv poche informazioni sub.,
divorziati ltaliani. -Le ricerchi sono necessarie per aiutarci a
meglio capire le attitudini sociali e l'orientazione delle donne
divorziate di lingua ltaliana e aiutarli a rifarsi una vita.

Questo studio & basato sul ruolo-affettivo. sessuale, stato
sociale. aiuto moralé. aiuto materiale che puo essere ottenuto da
parenti. amici e professionisti. quali dottori, avvocati. preti,
ecc. .-

11 mio studio intende paragonare le attitudini sociali,
sessuali il concetto familiare., e 1'orientazione delle donne
divorziate di lingua Italian%ved Inglese.

Se sieti interessati a partecipare nella ricerca ‘
teletonatemi al 382-9378 o telefonate al Centro Donne al 273-8119
e chiedere della signorina Angela Novembre.

GRAZIE DEL VOSTRO AIUTO ED INTERESSE

¥ . ’ \
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Dear Madame:

-

Mo game s Dians DI Custa and | am a eraduate student in
psychoeloges ot Wilivid Lourier University in WaterJou, Ontario,
under the supervisiou of Dr. Geoft Nelson. I am deing a research

project on social support networks and sev role orientation atter

emotional suveial. informaticu. etc.)., received from family,
triends. or~gtiliated non-mental health projessionals (e-g.
phvsician. tlergy). Sey role attitudes are internalized values
and beliets abuvut what_behaviors are satistving and appropriate
tor each sev. I am comparing thg concept of tamilv, social
support . and sex rol} orientation oi 1talian and Anglophone
divorcees . The studv is concerned with: changes that occur in
tamilies atter diyorce, and. the tvpes of social support ottered
by tamitv. Kin. and triends. and freguency ot interaction with
tamilv. )

diverve. Suviigl support iﬁjefined as any help (linuncial,

(-

It vou are interested in learning more about the study and
possibly participating in it. | would appreciate vour taking a
few minut es tuv answeér the questions on the enclosed torm.
including the identilying information (name. addess, and phone
number) . ‘ v

It vou indicate an interest if-the study. 1 will be phoning
vou within the next few weeks to explain more about the studv and
to see il wvou are interested in participating. The study will
consist ol 2, 30 minute interview tollowed bv a short
guestionnaire. The entire procedure should take an hour tu an
hour and a halt. All people who till out the form with the
identiiving inlormation will be sent a summary ol the results
when the study is completed in December 1984. Even it vou are
not interested in learning more about the studv. vou can still
greatly help me by answering the questions en the enclosed torm.
excluding anv identitving intormation. VYour participation is
voluntary. As such vou can omit responding to anv question.
However, vour complete couperation would be helptul tor
non-compl ete yuest ionnaires will be disregarded in the final

- analvsis.

Please place the completed guestionnaire in-the encloused,
selt-addressed, stamped envelope and mall it to me as soon ay
pussible. 1t vou have anv gquestions. please feel tree to contact
me at home al 352-9378 after 6:00 p.m. Thank you very much tor -
vour cvoperation. *

Sincerelv.

ey

Researcher

Supervisor

&
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| am interested in learning moreqabout the study.
< Yes 4 ; Nu
It vou aoswer Yes. please answer the next three questions.

11 vou answer No, vou may skip the next three questions.

Name

Address

Phone Number

- THANK YOU VERY MUCH'

Please place the completed form in the enclosed. self-addressed.
stamped envelope and mail it to me as soon as possible

L]
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La -
Foregia Signora: v~ : _ -

Mi chiamo Diana Di Costa e sono laureata in psicologia . - ,
presso L'universita Wiltrid Laurier di Waterloo# Ontario. Sto -
favendo una ricercd sotto la ouida del prutessor Geolt Nelson. .
per sapere cosdq accade alle dounne dopo il loro diverzio. Questo
studio & basato sul ruolo attettivo. sessuale. stato sociale,
aiuto morale. aiuto materiale che pud esfyere ottenuto da paventi.
amici € professionisti. qualz dottori. avvecati. preti, ecc. 1l
moi studic intende paragonare le attitudini socialiw. sessuali, il
concette tamiliare. e o 'orientazione delle donne divorziate di * *
lingua “Inglese ed Itdlldnd . v
; Se siete interessata a conoscerne di pit a proposito di
guesta ricercd. vi pregherei di concedermi gualche minuto del

-

cvostro tempo per rispondere alle domande nella inclusa formula.

Se invece siete interessata a pmlteripale nella ricerca.
sara mio plateze di telefonarvi nelle prossime due settimane per
darvi pia splega21nn1 al riguardo. La recerca consiste di una ~ . *
intervista di circa 30 minuti seguita da un piccolo questionario. .
L'intera operazione dovrebbe durare meno di un'ora e mezza.

Tutte le persone che parteciperanno allo studio riceveranno una
copia del risultato verso dicembre 1981. Anche se non volete
partecipare allo studio potete aiutarmi lo stesso rispondendo
alle domande che appaiono nella todmula inclusa. senza mettere ne
nome. né cognome. Siccome la vostra partecipazione e volontaria.

~ voi potete rispondete o non-rispondere ad una data domanda. pero

le tormule incomplete non possono essere ammesse al 1'analisi
tinale del sogetto.

Per placere inviare il questionariov riempito nella busta .
affrancata al piu presto. Se avete bisogno delle informazioni .
telefonatemi al 382-9378.

* GRAZIE DEL VASTRO AIUTO ED INTERESSE

Sinceramente.

Investigatore

Birettore




. 3
»
" -

" 90

e . . . \

_Sono interessata di saperne di piu aproposito di questo studio'}

- I, ’ N ‘ -

ST No . |

' . o - : L

Se la vostra Tisposta ¢ si. rispondere alle seguenti domande: |

N : - ‘ [

t\ Nome ]
. L [

Indirizazo \

: Teletono__ - - ! i
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GRAZIE ANTICIPATE j;
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Appendix C: Demographic Questionnaire tor Ang
and ltalian Women
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- DEMOGRAPHIC DATA Py
1. Age *
2. 11 vou have children list them by NAME. AGE. SEX:
3. Religioﬁ: I. Protestant
‘ 2. Catholic ‘
3. Jewish ’ ‘
1. _+__ Dthet. please specity .
1. Education: 1. ___ Partial high school or less :
2. __4 High school graduate .
3. University training-
5. Work Status: 1. Student
2. Housewite
3. Part -t ime
4. - Full-time
s
6. Occupation: 1. Housewite-Student
2. Clerical-Unskilled -
3. Protessional-Adminstrative
[ 9 $
7. Current wonthlyv income: 1. Less than $750.
2. $750. - $1500.
. 3. More than $1500.
8. Housing: 1 House
2. Apartment
3. Townhouse-Condominium
% Other. please specify
9. Marital Status: 1. Single 4. Separated
’ 2. Married 5. Divorced
. 3. Widowed 6. Common Law
10. Length of marriage: Years . Months
11. Time since divorce: ' Years Mi?ths

”

~

-



1

- 1.

2.
3.
44'

7. Other. please specify

v

i

12. 1s vour ETHNIC BACKGROUND primarily:
French ‘ - .

Italian .

Enggish .

Canadian - Fiist Generatioun:
i3

Canadian - Second Generation:

Canadian - Third Generation:

vou were born in Canada.,
while vour parents were bourn

in

both vou & vour parents
were born in Canada. while
vour grandparents were born
in

vou, vour parénts & grand-
parents were born in Canada.
while vour great grand-
parents were born in

A

oft



DAT1 DEMOGRAFICI
1. Eta
2. Bambini Nome Eta Sesso
3. Religione: 1 Protestante
% 2. Cattolica
) 3. Giudaica
4. __ _Altro. seciticate
'} : @
& 4. Istruzione: 1. _____Flementare
Superiore
Universitario .
5. Stato Proiessiuna{,: 1. Studente
2. Casalinga.
3. Tempo parziale
1. Tempo pieno _
6. Occupazione: 1. Casal inga-Stu®ente , e
R . 2. ____Commessa-Lavoro non specializzato
3. Professionale
7. Remunerazioné@ —. Da 0 a $750 per mese
__Da $750 a $1500 per: mese
Da $1500 e piu per mese
8. Allogio: 1 Casa '
‘- 2. “ Appartamento
. “‘“”fx 3. Condominium
. % 4. _Altro. speciticate
9. Stato Civile: 1. Celibi 4. Separati
2 Sposati 5. Divorziati
3. Vedovi 6. Concubini
10. Durata del matrimonio .  Anni Mese
11. Tempo dopo divorzio: Anni Mese

o



' o

12. Origine etnica:

had 2 =i & 4 S SHY U

NG

Francese
Italiana
Ingliese

*
»

Prima generazione Canadese
Secounda generazione Canadese
Terza generazione Canadese

Altro. speciticate

-
14’
b
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10v
Figures
Code Numbers-hev
First digit: dues not mean anvthiog
Middle letter: C - vat
. b - dog
E - small baby
F - bigeer babv
G - toddler
H - child
I - pre-teen !
J - teen
E - voung adult
L - adult
M - middle-age ‘
N - elderlw .
P - old .
Last digit = sex: 0O: unkpnown (pels & babies)
1 - temale
2 - male
Approrimate ages of figures: 9C0-cat bK1-20 temale
: . 7h0-dog 6K2-20 male o
P 5E0-007 8L1-35 temale
350-01¢ 71.2-35 male
6G1-03 temale 8MI-50 temale
462-03 male 5M2-50 male
3H1-05 temale 6N1-65 temale
7H2-05 male 5N2-65 male
911-10 teamle 5P1-75 temale
f 812-10 male 9p2-75 male
4J1-1H temale
9J2-15 male
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Appendix E: Family Concept and Intéraction Questionnaire
tor Anglophone and Italian Women
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Code Nu.:___

INFORMATION: In thiyv studv we are tryving,to tind out about

. people’ s .tamilies and their socigl network.

A social network -is a group ol personal contacts
witld vhich the individual ¢an Keep her social
identity and get emotional help., material help.
services, infurmation and make new contactsr
There are no right or wrong answers in this
study'  Just ansver the questions trom vour own
point of view.

All regponses are contidential-omnly a code
number-will be entered on vour torm and no one
will see the cude number list except the
researchers. Your participation is voluntarv.
and may be withdrawn at anv time.

-~

THANK YOU FOR YOUR PARTICIPATION

Complete each page one at a time. Please do not read ahead or
look back.

FAMILY CONCEPT

I. On the table. there are drawings of tfigures. Pick up some
of the figures amd place them infrgnt of vou to make a
tamilyv. When veu are finished, #11 the interviever and

-~ _she-will record vour choices.

i

[

2. VWhe 1s family? -
What does family mean to vou?
What things define tamilv?
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3. Who iy in vour familv? Please write down the persons’ name

ol nickname and who he/she iy tu vou in parentheses. (e.g.
mother. son etc... )

KINSHIP INTERACTION “ -
. |

|

4. How olten do vou and vour parents visit eaﬁll other?

1. __Dbailvy

2. Weekly

3. Month¥

d. Yearly D
5 Never,

4

5. How often do von and vour parents telephone each other?

1. Daily ‘

2. Weekly <
3. Monthlyv

4. Yearlv

5. Never

- 6. Has vour contact with vour parents changed since vour divorce?

Yes
It yes. please indicate how?

Nu - ‘
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i
w otten do vou and vour in-laws visit each other? i
Daily : !
. Weekly - _ \
. Monthl+ _

Yearl:

Never ‘

[ R SRUERS N

~

%. How otten do vou and vour in-laws telephone each other?
. Dails ‘
. Weekly
. Monthlyv -

Yearly ‘
Never

[P RT

9. Has vour relationship with vour in-laws changed since vour
divorce?

Yes No
If ves, please in®icat how?

——




®
4 e — —— — 5 -
10. On the 1olldwing scale, please check the i1tem which best -
indicates where vour tamily talls on the dimension of lovaltv? .
. NOT LOYAL - we are more likely to stick up tor other
peop]e‘»t,han tor people in our family .
2. : ‘ 7
3. SOMEWHAT LOYAL - we may sticktup tor each other in our .
‘ : family, but it depends- on the
circumstances
4. ]
5. EXTREMELY LOYAL - we stick up ftor each other in our
. tamily no matter what. )
1.

When vou were growing up, did anyone besides yoﬁr‘mother,
tather, brothers. and sisters live with vour family?
1t ves. Who?

How long? 1. Never 4. 4-6 vears
2. . 0-2 vears 5. . b-8 vears

-» ,
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AVVERTENZE *

INFORMAZIONE: Lo scopo di questo studio ¢ diltrovare delle
©risposte riguardo le famiglie e il loro stato
N . sociale. Lo ststo sociale e un gruppo di
contatti personali con le guali ['individuo si
identitica & pud ottenere aiuto morale.
materiale. servizi. informazioni e tare nuove
conouscenze .
~In guestu studio non esistono le risposte
giuste ¢ nemmen quelle sbagliate vi prego di
darmi solo il vostro punto di vista. Ognuna
di queste risposte sald confidenziale. il
vostro nome non sala scritto in nessun posto.
Solo in numero sara usato e anche questo sard
conosciuto solo dai riceratori. La vostra
partecipazione ‘e volontaria e puo essere
ritirata in ogni tempo.

GRAZIE PER LA VOSTRA PARTECIPAZIONE
Per piacere completare una pagina alla volta e non leggere
anticipato e non rileggere quanto scritto,
CONCETTO FAMILIARF
1. Sul tavolo ci seno dei disegni. Scegliere alcuni di queste
tigure e cercare di identificare una tamiglia. Quando avete

tinito riterirlo al ricercatore che registrera la xostra
scelta.

bam 4
2. Di quante persone e composta la vostra tamiglia? (scrivere
nome o soprannome e relazione verso di voi. come.
madre. padre. figlio. ecc...)
[
I ;
4




Il vostro divorzio ha cambiato qualcosa nelle vostre
relazioni coi vestri genitori?

Si ; No
Se si indicate in che mode:

T

Y
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Secondo vui che cousa costituisce una tamiglia?
Che cosa vuol dire famiglia secondo voi?
Come viene definita una tamiglia?
4 ‘s
A quando intervallo voi e i vostri genitore vi visitate?
1. ____ Giornalmente
2. Settimanalmente ‘
3. Mensualmente :
4. Raramente
5. Mai
A quando intervallo conversate al telefono?-
1. Giornalmente
2. Settimanalmente
3. -Mensualmente .
4. Raramente ’
5. Mai
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Indicate la frequenza delle vigite t1rd voi ed i paxentl
aquisiti per vai del matrimonio?

Giornalmente

Settimanalment e B ‘ *
Mensualmente

Rarament e

Mai

IH

G e RN e

|

Indicare la frequenza delle conversazioni telefoniche con i
parenti acquisiti?

1. Giornalmente -
2 Settimanalmente -

3 Mensualmente g

4. Raramente

5 Mai I

Le vostre relazioni col parenti acquisiti. hanne cambiato dopo

il vostro divorzio? .
Si No

Se si indicate in che modo:

Q

Nella gladuauone che segue, per favore Scegliere il grado
di tedelta che si applica alla vostra tamiglia?

1. __INFEDELE - si tida piu degli estranei e non della
sua tamiglia

3. ___QUAST INFEDELE- si tida a volte

4o

5. ____ FEDELE - si contida mutualmente ad ogni costo
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Durante [a vostra adolescenza avete coabitato ¢on qualcuno
oltre vostra madre, padre. e -fratelli, sorelli?
Se si. con chi?

Per quanto tempu? 1. Mai 4. 4-5 anni,
o A
2. 0-2 anni 5. 6-8 anni
3. 2-4 anni 6. Piu di & anni
. .
& ¥
v
€
» .
c ¥
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‘ Appendm F: Sex Reole Attitude Questmnnalle tor
e Anglophone and ltalian Women
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SEX ROLE ATTITUDESL - -
On the tollowing scale. please circle the answer which best
indicates where vou tall on these scales.
l" .
I It should be the hushand’'s dutv to*support his wite and
familv. , < -
a. Strongly disagree
b. Disagree
c. Agree
d Stronglv agree
2. Mothers should put their children, belore themselves. .
a. Strongly dlsagree
b. Disagree
. __.__Agree .
, d Strongly agree
3. The needs of a tamily should come betore a women's personal
ambitions.
a. Strongly disagree
b. Disagree
c. Agree . . "
d. __Strongly agree ]
1. A vomen's place is in the home. - i
a. Strongly disagree
b. Disagree
c. Agree
d. Strongly agree N
5. Women with voung childfen should not work. .
a. Strongly .digdgree |
b. Disagiee ' ‘
C. Agree
d. Strongly aglee
6. Fathers can be just_ as warm and allectionate with children
as mothers are.
. a. Strongly disagree -
b. Disagree ‘
c. _f___Agree .
d. Strongly agree
\»d
* L
-1 . -
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~¥

. A vomen's view should be Just as important as her husband's

in tamily decisions. 1 .

a. Strongly disagree - ) o
b Disagree ‘ ° ‘
c. _.___Agree .

d

Stronglv agree

§. Mothers and fathers should be equally responsible for

taking care of voung children i
a. Strongly disagree
b. Disagree . ol ’
¢. ... Apree-
d. ____Strongly ag1ee ’
- .
9. It's tine for a women to earn more moneyv than ‘her hﬂsband
a. Stronglyv disagree
b. . Disagree N
c. Agree
d Strongly agree ' * '

i T . . *
|
10. In general. a man is a better boss than a women is.
a. Strongly disagreek

Disagree »
1

b
o » Agre |
d. Strogggy agree | ~

}

11. A woman should have the same chance to be hlred at any .
job as a man® does.

» . [

a. Strongly disagree

b. Disagree A :

C. Agree . -
d

_Strongly agree .

<

g
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RUOLE DELLE ATTITUDIND SESSUAL{

Nellu seguente graduaturia, indivare la risposta che mepliv
npdica la vestra posidivne. -
. e -
(. Il marite deve mantenere la moplie ed i Tigli.
a . Centro B
L. Menuv Contiu

. __Intavore

——

d. Fia Infavore |

B

]
La madre deve pensate ai tigli prima di se stessa. o
a. __ _Comtro |
b Menu Contto |
c. ____ Infavure

__Pid Intavure

—y

T

3. 1 bisogni della tamiplia de¥bonv avere precedenza sulle
ambizioni personali della donna.

a. Cuntro
b. Menu Contro
. Infavore
d. __ Piu Infavore
. \

4. La dunny deve stare in casa. (casalinga)
@ Contro .
t. __. Menv Contru
¢. _._lIntavote
d. Pin Infavore

donng con bambini non deve lavorare fuori casa.
a. _ LContro

" Menuv Contio

- Infavore

d¢. . Piu Intavore

[
f
|

t. I padri pusseno essere affezionati ed amabili con i bambini
in lmedo uguale, alle madri.

a. _-__ Cuntro

b. Menv Contyo
C. __Intavore

d. 'Piu Intavore

———
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11 punto di vista deila moglie e Li"«purtante‘quandu gquello del
morite nelle decisioni che riguardsnu la tamjelia.

. Contro :

b #Meno Contru e

C. [ntavore .

d. ____Piu Intavere 1

Madri e padri sone ugualmente respunsabili nella cury dei
loro bambini. ’

g, ___Cuntro

b. ___MendyContro

C. In!avore
d. _ Piu Intavore

Cosa pensate delle mogli che lavorano e guadagnano piu denaro
dei mariti.
d. Contro
b. _Menv Contru
C. ._Intavore . #
d.ﬁ“"s"xl;"lzg Infavore <4 ]
{
In generale, il marito e un miglior padrone deila moglie.
Contro
Meno Contro
Infavore
Piu Intavore

[= VR T e gl N

La denna deve avere le stesye opportunita dell uomo
nell 'ottenere lavoroe.

a. Contro

b. Meno Contro
C. Infavore

d. Piu latavore

.
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Appendix G: Social Support Questiomnaire for
Anglophone and ltalian Women
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SOCIAL NETWORK LIST

Please list. by name, the people in each ul the categories
below who are very important te sou. You can list up tov 20
pevple. Put an M neat to the males on the list and an F
next te the temales. Alsu. indicate the person's relation-
ship tv vou (e.g.. mother, sister, child):

a. First Categoury - FAMILY/RELATIVES

b. Second Categ01\ - CO-WORKERS/JOB SUPERVISOR (inclutiing friends

who are co-workers or job supervisor)
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a?» 'ﬁ‘p;ud Category.- PROFESSIONALS (instead ot name. enter
Y L : profession ot the pexsdn e.g. doctor,
q;yagﬁ v lawver. psvchologist etio...)
b i
K l b
) o
|
F -
~;: '
\ ‘; 5
; N
J |

d. Fourth Categorv - FRIENDS (not already mebtioned)
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2. For each person on the Iist. indicate the vther
‘peovple on the list that thev do not Know?

118

PERSON'S NAME PEUPLE UN THE LIST HE/SHE DOES N0} KNOW
']
«
)
*
Ve
. o
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3. Is there anvone on the list that yvou did not know 1 vear ago?
It so. name them. )

~

4. Is there anyoneJoh the list that does not live in the same
city as vou? It so. name them.

5. Is there anvone on the list who is important to vou but to
vhom vou are not important? If so. name them.
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6., PRIVATE FEELINGS

a. Who on the list have vou talked about teelings that ape
persond!l or private within the last vear?

p‘

<
b. 11 vou wvanted to., who on the list could vou talk to about

feelings that are personal or private?
e

c. Who on the 1ist makes vou teel like an especially importanf

person? Why?
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e. During the past vear. would vou have liked:

1. a lot more opportunities td talk to people about vour
personal and private feelings
2. a few more opportunities
“3. or was it just right?

7. MATERIAL HELP

a. Who on the list has loaned or given vou $25 or more in the
past vear?

-
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b. It vou had asked for it. who on the list would have loaned
o vou $25 or more?

. During the past vear, would vou have Iiked people to have
loaned or to have given you: . —

- 1. a let more monev -
2. a little more moneyv
3. or was it about right?

8. APPROVAL

g

a. Who on the list has given you praise. approval. or
encourapement within the past vear?

u

[
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b. It vou needed it, who on the list could vou depend on for
praise, approval., or encouragement?

¢. buring the past vear, would vou have liked people to tell
vou that theyv liked vour ideas or things that vou did:

1. a lot more ‘
Z. a little more . >
3. or was it just right?

9. ADVICE

a. Who on the list has given you advice in the past vear?

4
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R e

b. 1t you asked for it. who on the list could vou depend on
tor advice? )
it T

‘_ - .
¥ .

v
£ -

¢. During the past vear. would yol_have liked:

1. a lot more advice ) .- o ’
Z. a little more advice '
3. or was it jyst right? - - . i
10. TANGIBLE HELP ' .
) a. Who on the list has tanéibly helped vou in the past vear
(for example. babysitting for you. giving you a ride, gone
to the store for vou. etc...) ‘ S o
- ) ‘ / " i ' | ) ) v v
»‘zv ’ —_—
[ f/ * -
L N
© Vs B
’ - N % ‘
\&“ *
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b. 11 vou asked tor it. who on the list could vou depend on
tor tangible help? )

. -

*b

c. buring the past year, would vou have liked: /}r

1. a lot more help with thlngs that vou needed to do -
2. a little more help _ .
3. or was if about right? ) -

'

SOCTAL RECREATION - o . .

a. Who on the list have vou relaxed with or had tun with in
the past vear?

1
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1

: b. If vou wanted to. who ofi the list could vou relax vith or
2 ‘have tun with? :
F - 7 ,

-

¢.  During the past year. would you have liked:

. 2 lot more opportunities to get together with people

tor fun or relaxatlon
v~ _ 2. 3 fev more :
"3. or was it aboub right? : .
. “ '
) 12. Who on the list have vou had unpléasant disagreements with
s&,ﬁ\\} in the past vear that have made vou angry or upset?

s

L.28
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13. For euch person vn the Tist. indicate it vour relationstip
higs chunged in the past vear it so, how?
'

s
-
{ 9 ] — - - "
" B )
+ W .
— — - —
.
o
Tt
* )
-
- . _ .
.
e — . R — —_ — — — —
. - J
.
k
f “
P
;
/ - ;
. ' 3
N J
-
—
-
A )



1d. Huw does your mother teel about vewr diverce?
stronely approves

. mostly approvey

indifierent

must iy disapproves

strongly disapproves

[ B SPRIRT APRY Y

15. How does your tather teel about vour diverce?

1. strunlv approves
2. mustly approves.
3. inditferent %
4. mostly disapproves
\ 5. strongly disapproves
¥

—
L



\ /'f ' 129
“ : B

A

&"\'
STATU SOCIALE

I. In questo paragrafo. menzivnare il neme delle persone *che
sone jmportante nelle voustre relazione sociale. Procedere
per categoria e si pussonu menzionare 1ino a 20 Yersone.

i

a. Prima Categoria - MEMBREI DELLA FAMIGLIA

.
»

b. Seconda Categoria - COMPAGNI DI LAVORG. CAP1 REPARTO.
~  PADRONI. ECC i
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t. Terza Categoria - PROFESSIONALI. DOTTORI. AVVOCATI. ECC.

d. Quartg Categoria - AMIC1 CHE NON S*NQ STATI MENZIONAZI
Sop




T

Nel seguente paragralo. tare una lista- delle persone
menzivnale nel patagraiov precedente che non si conusconu
tra di 1groe> ‘ .

L

NOME NOME DI PERSONE SCONOSCIUTE

I3l
*




i

4.

5.

C'e yualcunv nella lista che |'avete conosciuto meno di.
un anno ‘ta? Se si. nominarliju,

132

Menzionare le persone nella lista che non risiedono nella
vostra stessa-citta?

Menzionare le persone della lista che ‘sono importanti per
voi. ma voi non avete impurtanza per loro?

»
i
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t. AFFETTI PERSONALI

a4. Nominare le persone della listae con le quali avete atutoe
degli attaccamenti sentimentali durante lo scorso anno?

b. A chi aveste contidato le vostre emozioni se ne avreste
avuto bisogno?

c. Menzionare le persone che vi tanno sentire SPECIALE nelle
vostre relazioni. ¢ perche?

A
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d. Nei momenti di estremo bisvgnu., a chi vi revolgete nei

momenti ditticili?
e. Nel corso dello scorsu anno., vi sarebbe piaciutu:

1. molto piu opportunita di sfogare le vostre pene

con qualcuno )

2. molto meno opportunita di stogare

3. nessun bisogno di stogarvi?
ATUTO MATERIALE
a. Quale nome della lista vi ha prestato piﬁ de $25 nel

corso dello scorso anno?

kj
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b. Se ne avreste avuto bisogno, chi avrebbe acconsentito ad
-un prestito di $2b e piu? :

C. purante lo scorso, anno l‘aiuto materiale che avete avuto
e stato:

1. molto pi§ aiuto
2. un po piu aiuto - .-
3. giusto

APPROVAZIONE

. L]
a. Nominare le persone della lista che durante 1¢ scorso
anno vi hanno incoraggiato. lodato. aiutato emotivamente?

K=
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b. Se ne avete bisovgno chi nella lista puo fornirvi
incoraggiamento. lode. ed aiuto morale?
&

¢. Nel corsu dello scorso anno avreste voluto che le persone
della lista approvarsero le vostre idee v le vostre
azioni:
Y
1. in modo piu frequente *

2. in modo un po piu frequente
3. soddistacente?

9. CONSIGLI

a. Quale persone della lista vi ha consigliato durante lo
scorfio anno?




b.

In casu di bisogno. chi nella lista sarebbe stato in
grado di consigliarvi’

L

¢. Durante lo scorso anno. averste avuto bisogho:

—

1. molti pi§ consigli
2. un po piu consigli
3. soddistacente?

VERO ATUTO

Durante lo scorso anno quale persone della lista sarebbro
state di vero aiuto (come guardare bambini. darvi un
passaggio, fare delle compere per voi. ecc...).

&

e
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L
|
|

b. Se avreste domandato ajutu. chi sarebbe stato in_grade di
aiutarvi veramente? . ’

L4

¢. Durante lo scorso anno, avrest avuto bisogno:

1. molfo piﬁ aiutb
2. un po piu aiuto
3. soddistacente?

RECREAZIONE SOCIALE

%

a) Con quale persone della lista vi siete rilassati o
avete partecipato ad attivita sociali?
[

+

4
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b) Con quale persone della lista vi sentite a vostro agio
e che vi diverte la lorv compagnia? :

R

¢) Nel corso dello scorso anno le vostire aftivita sociali
e vostre opportunita di incontri sono stati:

1. molto soddisfacenti
2. un po soddisfacenti
3. soddistacenti?

12. Con quale persone della lista non siete andati d'accordo
- durante 1o scorso anno che vi a fatto arrabbiare?
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13. Per ogni persona nella lista. indicare se le vostre o
relazioni sono-cambiate durante lu scorso anno. se si come?
- ’ s ? , . N
] *
- &
Sy
B . ’¢
— - i
/
!
1
- N . {’ &
~ . v
- -
1 . -

9

; -

¥ *
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i v
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Come reapisce vostry madre

divorgiv?

.

Come reagiste vostro padre

[A R W

apgauvy al 100Y%
approvy_al bus
inditterente
divsapprova wl 5BU%
disapprova al 105

divorziv?

S

O W

approva al 100% &
approva al 50% '
inditferente
disapprova al 50%
disapprova al 100%

‘ 141

da
nei contromti del vostro

nei contronti del vostru
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Appendix H: Participant Feedback

S
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¥ Social Suppurt Networks and Sex Role Orientation.:
After Diverce in Cathulic [tuljan Women and o7
Cathulic Anglophone Women

Sincere thauks tw all of vou whe participeted in this study.
We have 1uound gyme intcéresting and very promiving results which .

were onl, possfhle with vour contribation.

Twent: -one Itatian divorcees and a matched group ot
twents -une Anglophone divorcees were studied to determine ethnic
ditterences on tamilyv concept. tamily interaction, vey rule
vilentativn. and svcial support. Participants were matched on:
age. numbef ot children. number of male children. numbe: of
temale children. age ot children, length of marriage. time since
divorce. education. work status. vccupation. current monthl:
income. hvusing. Nu ditferences were lound between ltauljan
divorcees and Anglophone divercees on these variables with the
exception of housing. More Italian divorcees lived in houses
than Anglophone divorcees.

It was predicted that Italian mothers and tathers would
disapprove of their daughter's divorce more than Anglophone
mothers and tathers. No ditferences were found' between mothers'
of Italian divorcees and mothers' ot Anglophone divorcees. -
Approximatelv half of the Italian mothers and Anglophone mothers-
disapproved ot the divorce or were jndifterent. However. almest
twice as many Italian tathers (52.4%) as. Anglophone tathers
(25.6%) disapproved ot the divorce. Thus. ltalian tathersy
disapproved of their daughter’'s divorce more than both their
vives and Anglophone parents. .
R

Results also showed that approval/disapproval ot the divorce
had a gleate; eftect on soucial support received -bv Italian
divorcees than Anglophune divorcees. Results showed that when
Inalian parents disapproved of the diverce less social support
vas given to divorcees by family and relatives. In summarv.
parental disapproval of the diverce tor ltalian divercees was
assuciateg\yith decreased support from tamily and relatives.

Twice a3 many ltalian divorcees as Anglophone divercees
reported having had family or relatives living with their tamily
while thev vere growing up. Italian divorcees also rated their
tamily as more loval than Anglophone divercees. 1talian
divercees alsv interacted with their parents more frequentlv than
Anglophone divorcees. Approximatelyv 71.4% of Italian compared to
52.4% of Anplpohone divorcees visited their parents at least
weeklv. Similar fiddings were 1zrnd with parent telephoning.
Approximately 66.6% of ltalian vorcees compared to 38.1% ot
Anglophone divorcees telephoned their parents dailyv. Over 60% of -
both Italian and Anglophone divorcees reported having no contact
vith their ex-inlaws.

-
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Italian divorcees had a more extended concept.ot familv. ass
opposed fu nuclear. than Anglophone divorcees. Italians included
mere extended tamily members im their tamilies than Anglophones.
in most casey these estended family members were grandparents.

It was also predicted that Italian divercees would have a
denser social support network than Anglophene divorcees. Density
was defined -as the number of tamily and friends from an
individual 's natural support network who know ome another. No
differences in density were found between ethnic groups. Both
groups had similar densitv scores.

Previous research suggests that higher densitv (where all
one’'s triends and tamily know one another) mav be associated with
decréased satistaction of social support. In this studv., almost
nuo correlation was found between density and support satisfaction
tor Anglophone divorcees. On the other hand. results indicate
that high density mav be associated with less satisfaction of
social suppori. tor Italian divorcees onlv.

Results also showed that Anglophone divorcees received more
emot ional support from outside the familv and were slightly more
satisfied with the emotional support they received than Italian
divorcees.

No differences were tound between the two ethnic groups on
sex role orientation. Both groups had similar scores on the Sex
Role Attitude Scale: thev both scored nontraditional.

—_—

In conclusion, it appears that seocial support from family
and friends is veryv important tor both Italian and Anglophone
divorcees. Results from this research indicate that if we know
the tvpes and amounts of social support needed by women after a
divorce we may better alleviate the stress of post-divorce and
help divorcees adjust to their new lifestvie. If vou would like
more information. teel free to call me at 382-9378. .

ONCE AGAIN THANK YOU FOR YOUR SUPPORT

oy

o

Sincerelv vours.

M.A. Candidate
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