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ABSTRACT

This study is part of a larger research project carried out by the
second year students of the Manitoba School of Social Work. Desertion as
a topic for research was derived from consultation with several social
agencies in the community. The agencies expressed concern over the in-
creasing number of desertion cases in their respective caseloads. In
order that such a project could be initiated,it was necessary to define
a "desertion case" so that the data could be collected with accuracy and
consistency. The whole process of definition became a long and envolved
task, requiring many class discussions and using dictionary as well as
legal definitions, Although the attempts at definition were prolonged
and exhausting, the end results were considered somewhat unsatisfactory.
It was out of this frustration and confusion that the "Clarification and
Definition of the term Family Desertion for use in the field of Social
Work," was chosen as a legitimate topic for separate study. Even though
it could not be completed in time to contribute to the organization of the
other studies, we felt that this study would provide a theoretical frame-
work within which the total project would find a more meaningful continue
ity. |

Our method in persuing this clarification and definition was influ-
enced by our belief that a term takes on different connotations when used
in different settings. The total project necessarily involved two settings
namely the Family and Social Work. It was necessary to exemine the mean-

ing of desertion in the family situation and to proceed from this under-
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standing to Family desertion in the Social Work situation. The logical
procedure in relating desertion to the family situation was to consider
desertion as an activity which disrupts the equilibrium and so the func-
tioning of the family institution., With the disruption of function the
family was no longer able to meet the needs of its members. Desertion
then-could be related to social work through the occurrence of these needs.
By examining the function of social work,we attempt to relate the activity
of social work to the needs that arise out of Family desertion. Hence

Chapter two, "The Nuclear Family and its Functionl! is a statement of the

need meeting functions of the family as an institution. -In like manner,
Chapter three is a statement of the need meeting function of social work

as an institution. Chapter four, "The Nature of Desertion," attempts to

relate the activity of desertion to the family situstion and thereby to
point out the needs that arise out of the disruption of family functioning
and defines the term "Family Desertion." Chapter six reviewsthe findings
of the preceding chapters and mekes more explicit. certain of our conclu-
sionse
Our major conclusion is a definition of desertion for use in the

field of Social Work. This definition states that desertion is a form of
family breakdown which involves the decision of one partner to be apart

from his or her marriage partner and/or family without wilful agreement as

to the financial provision or as to marital status regardless of durétiono
As our study proceeded we realized that our reference material and our own
thinking was subject to a middleclass bias. We concluded therefore that
to find the real meaning of desertion a more accurate sociological under
standing of families in the lower econcmic strata where desertion seemed

more prevalent is required. We also concluded that insofar as social
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work is a social institution concerned with the smooth functioning of
social institutions it should therefore place its emphasis on prevention
of family desertion and hence employ a more effective use of the Commun-
ity Organization method. Finally,we hope that our study demonstrates the

importance of theoretical exploration before proceeding to a statistical

examination of social problemse




CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

The practice of social work requires a theoretical understanding of
the probiems in which it is active. In order to obtain such an understand-
ing the discipline of research must be applied. The fruits of research,
insofar as they are a contribution to human knowledge, are the property of
all of humanity. Social work will gain understanding through the research
activity of all related sciences. This means that, because social work
then will gain understanding through the research activity of all related
sciences and because social work's theoretical interest is practically
motivated, social work will have peculiar research needs, which can be
satisfied not only by conducting its own research enquiries but also by
adapting the findings of research done by social science, As research
deepens theoretical knowledge, practice is improveds Conversely, as de-
mends on social work practice become more pressing, the need for theoreti~
cal understanding will be intensified,

Social work's current concern around desertion arises from the in-
creased number of deserted families in agency caseloads, This increase
is most noticeable in the public assistance caseloads of the public wels=
fare agencies, In January 1955 the programme committee of the‘Public
Welfare Division of the Canadian Welfare Council officially recognized
desertion as the "number one problem confronting public welfare people in
Banada®, It was noted that there are two aspects contributing to the ser-

iousness of the problem: (1) "The social aspects of the problem - unless
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public welfare can do something about desertions the entire sanctity of
the family as a unit of society is threatened, Xach desertion case may
easily multiply itself in the coming generation. Children who do not
know that a normal family is are not as likely to marry and rear a nor-
mal family. (2) The financial aspects of the problem - There are tre-
mendous costs, relief costs, mothers! allowance costs, wardship costs,
costs in training schools and so on., It should be noted that no matter
how much money is spent it does not solve the desertion problem."l

Desertion arises where & marital union exists and therefore recog-
nition of desertion as a threat to the marital union dates back as far as
marriage itself. There have been numerous attempts to study and under-
stand desertion. The confusion around the meaning of desertion is per-
haps best pointed out by the use of the modern cliche - "desertion is the
poor man's divorce." This statement indicates generally that desertion
occurs among the poor and is in some way similar to divorce. This state~
ment is obviously too general to constitute any explicit understanding of
desertion,

Our study is intended to clarify the meaning of desertion in the
family situation and thereby derive a definition. In order to do this,
we need to know the functions of family and how they sre affected by de-
sertion. In other words,we must look at desertion as a form of family
break down. The first part of our hypothesis is then - that to define
desertion for the family situation we must exsmine the activity of deser-
tion in the context of the family situation.

Having thus achieved a definition of family desertion,it remains to

lMinutes of the Programme Committee of the Public Welfare Division
of the Canadian Welfare Council held Thursday, January 6, 1955 at L65 Bay
Street, Toronto, Ontario.
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examine this definition in the context of social wofk activity, The main
problem then becomes one of application. This requires an understanding
of social work's function in relation to family desertion insofar as social
work carries on activity in the area of family desertion. This activity
will require a particular understanding of family desertion and hence give
a different connotation to the term. Our hypothesis then becomes, the
functional relationship of social work to family desertion is such that
the term desertion acquires a peculiar connotation in the social work con-
text. The problem then is two fold: firstly to derive a definition of
family desertion; and secondly to understand the application of the term
desertion in the area of Social Work concern. To do so we will first ex—
amine desertion as it appears in the context of the family and second ex~
amine family desertion as it appears in the context of social work.

In September 1957, the Manitoba School of Sociel Work consulted sever-—
al social agencies in the city of Winnipeg in regard to a topic for a re-
search project to be undertaken by the second year students., After con-
siderable discussion,desertion was suggested by the agencies as a topic for
research study. Significantly,the agencies most concerned about the prob-
1ém were the Winnipeg City Welfare Department and the Provineial Department
of Public Welfare. The concern of the agencies was baséd upon the increas-—
ingly large number of desertion cases in their respective caseloads,

It was decided that data for the study could be obtained from agency
filese Due to the particular recording system that the agencies employed,
a study of current cases, rather than of previous desertion cases, was re-
guired. The sample was therefore selected from desertion files that were
open in the month of October 1957. In order to esfablish criteria for

the selection of files to be studied, it was necessary for the class to un-~
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dertake the definition of desertion., So that cases could be chosen by
the agencies without undue delay, a tentative definition was proposed
while the class continued to concentrate on a more exsct definition.
This definition included apartness only.

An examination of relevant literature revealed little except that
the term desertion seemingly has various connotations depending upon the
particular frame of reference of the author, None of these were found
amenable to the research proposed. Dictionary and legal definitions as
well as relevant legislation were discussed in class, It was agreed that
the term desertion incorporated ,two, essential factors: (1) that marr-
iage partners were living apart; (2) and that the deserted family was not
receiving financial support from the designated head of the household,
Having thus isolated what were considered to be the basic components of
desertion, a definition was drawn up. This meant that the sample would in-
clude all cases in which couples were living apart at any time during the
month of QCctober 1957 except where they were living apart because of dive
orce or separation agreement. Cases of separation agreement were to be in-
cluded if the agreement broke down prior to or during October 1957. It
should be noted that this criteria of selection was based on a definition
- which took into account,'non support and Papartness," |

This criteria was applied to the agency files., However, difficulties
encountered required a further elaboration of this criteria and consequent-
ly a revision of the definition. The main difficulty encountered was in
distinguishing between the deserting and deserted parties, That is; which
partner consciously created the desertion situation through his or her wil-
ful intent to live apart from his or her marital partner without finencial

support? A third criterion was introduced to the definition: that the
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partner who left did so of his or her own free will and did not intend to
supply.the necessaries of life; It became necessary to declare a situa-
tion a desertion case when non support, apartness and intent existed con-
comitantly. The study would therefore include cases where the husband was
wilfully apart from the marriage or the family'and there was non support;
where a husband was wilfully apart and there was a court order to support;
and where the wife was wilfully apart from the marriage or the family and
did not follow up with court action, or she did follow it up with court
action and the court ruled against her.

The whole process of definition was difficult and discouraging. It
seemed at times thal agreement around a definition was impossible. It was
out of this frustration and dissatisfaction that this particular study was
conceived and initiated, Due to the difficulty involved in the definition
of desertion, it was considered worthwhile to devote one aspect of the toi—
al project to the clarification of this problem. Having thus isolated the
problem of definition as an area worthy of study, it was necessary to lo-
cate the problem more specifically. The meaning of desertion as an acti-
vily appeared to be clear and concise - "the intentional abandonment of a
formal obligaiion or duty;"z However the connotation that this term had
in the family situation was not explicit. Since "a definition should in-
clude the sum total bf the essential qualities of the defihiénduﬁ‘or“that
which is being defined",3 we felt that it was an uncertainty about these
essential qualities that led to the difficulty with definition. Although

there was agreement around certain of these qualities -~ apartness and non

Z“Desertion,” The American College Dictionary, ed. Clarence L.
Barnhart, (New York: Random House, 1957).

3swithun Bowers, O.M.I., "The Nature and Definition of Social Case-
work," Principles and Techniques of Social Casework, ed. Cora Kasius,
(New York: Family Service Association, 1950), pp. 97-127.
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support - there was nevertheless a lack of clarity as to why'theseiquali-
ties should be included and uncertainty as to whether or not they come
prised all of the elements involved in family desertion. The project re=~
quired a definition of desertion which would indicate the operation of
the essential qualities of desertion in the family situation as opposed,
for example, to the military situation. As the essential qualities are
those which belong inherently and necessarily to the nature of something
we felt that an understanding of the family, its functions and the duties
implied, was needed,

In addition to difficulty in defining desertion for the family situ~
ation,we felt that the term would also take on special meaning when pro=-
Jected into the area of social work concern. We felt, therefore, that de-
sertion would need to be defined so that it could be applied meaningfully
in the realm of social work activity, Our efforts in this regard were ‘
frustrated by the necessity of considering desertion as a situation engend-
ering legislative and legal activity as well as a social problem which de=
mands the activity of social worke In other words,practical application
seemed to require an understanding of the function of social work and the
implication of its relationship to family and to family desertion.

The functional relationship of social work to family desertion is
such that the term desertion acquires a peculiar connotation when set in
the social work context. This then becomes the hypothesis for our en-
quiry and implies that a solution to the original problem of definition
and application can be found in making more explicit our understanding of
the relationship of social work to family desertion. It should be noted
that the aim of this enquiry is primarily to clarify the meaning of the

definition of desertion for social work research,
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In order to outline our method in achieving this goal, we will brief-
ly set out the content of the following chapters. In chapter two the func-
tion of the family and the duties implied for the family members will be
specified, this to allow an examination of the disruption of family func-
tioning and to indicate the duties wilfully abandoned by the act of deser-—

tion. In short, chapter two will respond to the question, What function

does the family perform in Society? Chapter four will follow up this line

of reasoning and will examine the disruption of family functioning to in-
dicate the duties abandoned by the act of desertion so that the essential
qualities of desertion may be delineated. The sum total of these essential
qualities should encompass the definition of family desertion. Chapter

four then will attempt to answer the question "How does desertion effect

family functioning? and from this will derive a definition of desertion.

Having thus achieved a definition of family desertion,the second step, con-

tained in chapters three and five,will be to test the hypothesis by an ex~
plication of the connotations of the definition that accrue from its use
in the context of social work., Chapter three then will answer the question

What are the functions of Social Work in Society? while chapter five will

respond to the question How is social work related to family desertion?
Thus the particular implications of the relationship that social work has
to family desertion will be demonstrateds

Our analysis of this information will consist mainly of its organi-
zation into a conceptual framework which will allow us to state the rela-—
tionship and examine the resulting implications of the relationship be-
tween desertion and family and between family desertion and social work,
In his book "Social Causation' Robert McIver states that "unless we can

discern the causal nexus of things,we do not know the way they belong to~
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gether or the way they are set apart, we do not know the nearer and more
inclusive systems they constitute, we do not know their behaviour or
their properties or the routes they follow in their relationships".h

We consider society to be a social system which provides for the
basic human needs of its members, This social system emanates from the
interdependency of its members, It is composed of a number of organiza-
tions structured and defined according to the particular pattern of living
or way of life or culture of the group. These organizations are the ag-
ents of society and operate in respect to a certain designated area of
societyl's purpose. The sum of their functions comprehendsthe function of
society., A social agent is a "group of persons organized according to
cultural principles to carry on activities which fulfil certain of the
basic individual and social needs of human beings".5 Once s&ch a social
agent is established in accordance with the culture of the group, it is
referred to as a social institution. The social agents with which this
study is concerned are the family and social work.

Society, as a system, operates in a manner congenial to its own self
perpetuation6 and strives to maintain an equilibrium among its integral
parts, The social agents, therefore, are orgenically related so that a
disfunction in one agency necessitates some compensatory activity of one
or more of the other agents so as to re-establish the equilibrium of the

wholes. We will use this principle to illuminate the relationship between

hR.M. MacIver, Social Causation (New York: Ginn and Company, 1942),
Pe 775

SBronislaw Malinowski, A Scientific Theory of Culture and Other
Essays (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 1944 ), pp.52-5Le

éMacIver, ope cite, pP. 1736




the family and social work.

A final principle is that of the "precipitant" which may be defined
as "any factor disrupting a pre-existing equilibrium"o7 This idea pre=
sumes "“that a system operates in a manner congenial to its self perpetua-
tion until something intervenes or that a system is relatively closed un~
til something, the precipitant, breaks it open".® In doing so, the pre-
cipitant evokes a series of repercussions, the significance of which may
vary enormously. "The causal importance of the precipitant can be asses-
sed only if we understand the whole dynamic system into which it enters,"?
The impact of this thinking was such that we came to believe that only by
examining the dynamic system of society and, within it, the interrelation
of the social agents of family and social work could the precipitant
qualities of desertion and their significance be understoodf Considering
desertion as the precipitant, we hope to be able to determine the reper—
cussions that occur in relation to family function and how these reper-

cussions effect the function of social work,

"Tbid., p. 163.
8Tbid., p. 173

9Ibid., p. 171,




CHAPTER IT
THE NUCLEAR FAMILY &ND ITS FUNCTIONS

The term "nuclear family" refers to the marriage partners and their
offspring and is distinct from the term "family® Which includes, in addi~
tion to the personnel of the nucleér family, relatives and kin,l Such a
unit is recognized in every known society, its universality attributed to
its social utility or to Ythe social functions! it performs.2 Developing
in response to basic human and social needs, the nuclear family functions
as an agent of society to meet certain designated human needs. Although
the nuclear family will change its form when these needs are altered by
changing circumstances and will assume & variety of additional functions
depending on the cultural or subcultural milieu in which it exists, these
functions are fundamentally the same in all societies, whatever the struc-
tural differences among family types°3 The nuclear family has had ¥remark-
able power to adapt its parts and practices to changes in its society or
culture without endangering its vital functions."h It is these vital func-
tions or essential qualities, the sum total of which define nuclear family,

which are our concern in this chapter. We are interested for our purpose

15, R. Groves, Problems of the Femily (Indianapolis: The Bobbs—
Merrill Company Ince., 1952), pPe 3s

2John Sirjemaki, The American Family in the Twentieth Century (Cam~
bridge: Harvard University Press, 1953), p. 5.

0 >
“Ibid., pPe 526

bTbid., pe 7.
-10-
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in the nuclear family type predominant in present American Society,

#Marriage" forms the basis for the nuclear family and is founded on
the complementary nature of the two sexes - hence the roles husband and
wife, father and mother, breadwinner and homemaker in the nuclear family,
The first area of complementary functioning may be termed "sexusl" which
includes the physical, emotional, and social implications of the sexual
relationship. The second area may be termed "economic". Although the di-
vision of labour implicit in economic cooperation is based on the sexual
differences as they are physically, emotionally, and culturally defined,
this division is only the vehicle for the economic function of the family
and i1s here of secondary consideration.

Only when sexual and economic functioning are united in one relation=—
ship does marriage exist and this combination exists only in marriageo5
This definition stands unaffected by society'!s particular formal recogni-
tion of marriage with its legal, religious and secular ceremonies and
their implications. In sum, there exist sexual union without economic co-
operation just as there is economic cooperation between the sexes without
sexual union but when the two are combined in one relationship, marriage
exists. It is incidentally noteworthy that in terms of this definition
unions referred to as "common-law", insofar as they include this peculiar
combination of function, may properly be called "marriages',

Obviously, the manner in which the sexual and economic functions are
combined is subject to cultural and, in fact, to individual veriance. Typi-
cally in American society the male is more dominant, the stronger person
in the relationship. His dominance is not absolute but relative and in

many instances is not real but illusory. Nevertheless, American culture

5

Groves, loc., cit.
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expects that he will assume the stronger role physically, emotionally, ec—
onomically and socially.

We have said that social agencies function on behalf of society in
response to certain fundamental individual and social need of society's
membership., Marriage is one such vehicle for the satisfaction of human
need. The "sexual" function of marriage is firstly to provide socially
sancticned and controlled satisfaction of the biological sex drive, How=
ever, the sexual relationship includes in addition and with no less import-
ance, although subject to individual variation in emphasis, emotional and
social satisfactions. Members of the opposite sex find emotional gratifi-
cation and social companionship in their complementary roles, Further,
partners find these satisfactions not only in the partnership but also in
their community, the married set, with whom they are more apt to associate,

The "economic" function of marriage, a cooperation and specialization
based on the complementary nature of the two sexes, serves to increase
chances of survival., Biological needs, food, clothing, shelter, body com-
forts, and supervision and care in ill health, stimulate this function.
From economic cooperation the roles of "breadwinner® and "homemaker!? are
derived, for, in American society, financial means is the criterionfor how
well these needs will be met., American society allows that the Wife can
augment means of livelihood by herself working. This arises out of an ec—
cnomy which stresses consumption. Nevertheless, it is not usual for her
to earn in excess of the husband nor to threaten his status as Ybread-
winner.®

Finally, fulfilment of these functions and, in fact, marriage itself
assumes the necessity of residential cohabitation. "Economic cooperation,

like sexual association is most readily and satisfactorily achieved by per-
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sons who habitually reside together.“6 The nuances of these two functions
imply that their coexistence, which is by definition marriage, is imposs—

ible without residential cohabitaticn.

7

"Marriage forms the basis for the nuclear family",' The sexual func-
tion of marriage in its physical aspects implies reproduction and, once re-
production results from this relationship, marriage becomes the femily. New
members are added and new functions in accordance with the additional mem
bership are superimposed on the basic unit of marriage. The major functions
no longer are orientated merely towards the satisfaction of the needs of
spouses bul rather have as their goal the satisfaction of the needs of offe-
spring. "In every soclety we find a socially recognized unit which is dis~
tinguished from all other groups in society by the fact that it is a unit
held primarily responsible for: reproduction of its members; maintenance

of new members during infancy and childhood; and socialization of new mem-
bers into the values and skills required for adequate role playing and abi-
lity to make a living which are so necessary to independent adult living."8
This social unit is known as the nuclear family and the responsibilities re—~
present the new functions superimposed on the social unit of marriage in
accordance with additional membership. It should be noted that this super-
imposition by no means implies that the functions designated in our dis-
cussion cease to be fulfilled but rather that the marriage funcitions become
a part of the total function of the nuclear family.

The present American family "with its paradox of unity and diversity

Tbide, pe be
"Ibide, pe 6

8John ¥W. Bennett and Melvin M. Tamin, Social Life: Structure and
Function (New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 1949), p. 5L6.
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can be only understood by the concept of the family in process."9 The pre-
sent family is in transition moving from what we for the present term "the
institutional family" with its divergent forms towards what, at present,
we will call "the emergent family" which is more generic, In using the
terminology‘“institutional“ and "emergent! we do not intend that the emer-
gent family is not an institution, an agent of society. However, the tran~
sition is from an established family towards what is at present not an es-
tablished pattern. Once the emergent family becomes established, the term
institution will be equally applicable to its form. Consequent to this
transiticnel process, there are currently two philosophies of femily -
"against ideas of duty, loyalty and faithfulness are projected the newer
cultural standards of affection, supreme love and mutual physical and psy-

10 To understand the function of the

chological satisfactions of spouseso™
prresent American nuclear family, it is necessary to fit it into this frame
of reference, to examine this context and the family within it,

The historical development of American society illuminates this tran-
sition. Early American society was primarily rural. Pioneer life required
a family unit that was economically self-sufficient, that would develop rew
material for its own consumption. Its function was primarily economic,
geared to meeting the material want of its members, It was work centered
and production orientated,

As this family type became an established pattern it created "folk—

ways that, over a sufficient period of time, issued in a relatively formal

I5rne st W. Burgess, "The Family in a Changing Society," Readings In
Marriage and the Family, ed., Judson T. Landis, Mary G. Landis (New York:
Prentice Hall Inc., 1952), p. 24e

10pau1 H, Landis, "The Changing Family," Readines in Marriage and
the Family, ed. Judson T. Landis, Mary G. Landis (New York: Prentice Hall
Inc., 1952), p. 29,
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and persistent group of approved systematic routine of social practices"ll
which strengthened the family, facilitating and, indeed, ensuring its fun-
ction. The "systematic routine of social practices" represent the outward
behavior of the family, the characteristics. Hereafter, we will refer to
this nuclear family type as the "economic family" as its function would
seem to indicate,

Typically, "the economic family struggled together for tangible pro~-
perty and the welfare of the individual was subservient to the common good
of the group."l2 Econamic cooperation was vital not only between spouses
but among the total family membership., Offspring, too, had a designated role
in the economic function, the role being defined by age as well as by sexe
Emotional and social aspects of the family structure were not absent but
were secondary to the economice

#s the conditions of society changed so did the demands on family
function effecting a change in emphasis., The entrenched 'Yroutines of soc-
ial practice," however, were slower to change and in the present transi-
tional stage the attitudes instituted in the economic family persist des-
pite the new demands on function. "As soeciety developed into an urban in-
dustrialieconomy and multiplied in population,.the family had to adapt to
complex modern conditions and this came about by permutation of its func-
tions, altered member roles, reduced family and kin group personnel and de=-

mocratization of ethos,"13 Increased knowledge in certain fields, such as

HErnest R. Groves, The Family and its Social Functions (New York:

Jo B. Lippincott Company, 1940), p. 8e

121andis, ope cite, p. 27.

lBSjrmaki, OPe Cita, Pe 53¢
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medicine and education, created specializations and as these services
were made available to the family, the family was relieved of certain of
its functions freeing it to concentrate on the new demandse

Industrialization changed the economy of dmerican society; trans-
portation effected the mobility of the American society. A primarily
rural population became a primarily urban society and a new family form
in response to new demands begen to emerge. Economically, consumption
and not production is the key notee Hence the family is no longer re~
quired to produce for itself but rather to find the financial means con-
sisteént with its consumption. In addition, a high standard of livingtre-
placed previous standards. Rather than a large family membership mean-’
ing more production and so better living, a large family came to mean
higher consumption and more demands on income of the single breadwinnere
Families were adjusted proportionately in sizee

Contemporary individualism, out of which the new family emerged,
put the individual member before the family group. Life was family cen-
tered; life is individual centered.lh Whereas before there was unity in
economic necessity, individual happiness is in the emergent family, of
prime importance, Since, "the highly mobile industrial society is essen-
tially a lonesome one in that men dissociate from intimate primary groups,
it follows that individuals tend to seek in a mate all the qualities of
intimacy and friendships and security that earlier societies gave him
through the large family and neighborhood,"15 As a result, providing for
the happiness of individuals, the new function of family, was served by

providing the intimacy, the affection individuals soughte Whereas the

MLanﬁs, OEe Cite, Pe 270

151mid., p. 31.
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institutional family was an economic unit; the emergent family is & rom-
antic unite

Characteristically, love of mates is a first consideration. Indi~
vidualistic marriages place pleasure above obligation and duty. The fam-
ily is geared towards the satisfaction of the individual and not that of
the total group as such and child training typically tends toward self
sufficiency without obligation to the family, Family membership is plan-
ned and kept small enough that it taxes neither the financial means of
the family nor the emotional resources necessary to support intensely in-
timate interpersonal relationships, In sum, the individual does not exist
for the family but the family for the member,

We see then that where offspring are added to the basic unit of
marriage with its sexual and economic functions, a new concepbt, that of
nuclear family is created, and new functions are added. The previous func-
tions of family serve the spouse, the new functions serve the offspring
and both purposes, service of needs of spouses and of offspring, are to be
included in the function of the nuclear family. We have mentioned the pri-
rary new functions in the service of offspring earlier.16 We will deal with
each more fully at this point,

The family is responsible for the reproduction of members, Such a
function obviously serves offspring by bringing them into being. Although
it might be argued that it does not, in the strictest sense, serve the needs
of offspring, indisputably offspring are implicitly involved in this function.
Reproduction further serves the needs of spouses. "WExcept in grossly gbnor~

mal situations, adults need children as much as children need them."! It

16"Above, P 13"

17Henrietta L. Gordon, Casework Services for Children (Boston:
Houghton Mifflin Company, 1956), p. 20,
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seems that spouses "want the deep sénse of fulfillment which comes with
parenthoodo"l8 If such were not the case, it would be difficult to un-
derstand why, with the emphasis on individual satisfaction of spouse and
with methods of controlling births, there are more offspring than Yacci-
dent! alone can explain, Families are smaller but children are felt im-
portant and are planned for. Finally, reproduction has an important func-
tion in society as a2 whole - to perpetuate its membershipe

The new members are dependent for their livelihood on adult memberse
For human beings, this period of dependency is quite lengthy lasting from
infancy to childhood. Parents are appointed guardians of their children
for this period and certain guardianship responsibilities and standards
are entrusted to parents, These functions are important enough that soci-
ety keeps a close control over the memner in which this trust is déspatched,

The first such function is economic. Like marriage, the family has
particular economic responsibilities to which it owes its definition. The
family must maintain new members during infancy and childhood. ZEconomic
function, for both Mmarriage® and "family," have greatly chenged in keep=-
ing with the transition from economic to romantic type family. Not oniy
can both spouses work but also children can work at an earlier age and
therefore are economically less dependent much earlier, As with all change,
certain adjustments are implied, In addition to physical care of children,
economic function of family also includes matters of health: care and pro=-
tection of mother in pregnancy, general health supervision for all members,
and care in illness, With the advance of specialized medicine, the family's

responsibility in this area is lessening.

1&g, Spurgeon English and Gerald H. J. Pearson, Emotional Problems of
Living (New York: W. W. Norton and Company, Inc., 1955), p. 418




The second functional responsibility that the nuclear family has
toward its offspring is that termed socialization. In short, this en-
tails all the learning necessary to prepare offspring for comfortable
adult living - social learning involving: experience in interpersonal
relationship and role learning and playing; instruction and guidance in
social custom, moral values, and development of knowledge and skills of
various kinds; and conditioning to the rhythm of work, recreating and
rest,l9

The family will assume certain other functions depending on the con-
ditions of society, "the protective, the recreational, the educational,
the religious, and that function which gives status to the individua1t<0
are the main extra functions. In American society these functions are
being assumed by other social = .agents and so are declining in import-
ance for the #merican nuclear family.

Finally, as members of the family share in the intimate and recip-~
rocal service of family living, sentiments of affection develop between
them and weld them together setting them apart as a group from all other
groups. Although this affectional quality is present in the family as an
accompaniment to the exercise of its functions, we see through our dis-
cussion of the emergent "romantic" family that the emphasis on affection
has caused this "affection" to become more than a quality or climate. It
has become & function of the family, The demands on the family are such
that this must be one of the satisfactions which it seeks to fulfil. Love,

intimacy and emotional security are the qualities which family is expec-

194elen Leland Witmer, Social Work: An Analysis of a Social Insti-
tution (New York: Rinehart and Company, Inco, 1942), P. &7.

20i11iem F. Ogburn, "The Changing Functions of the Family® Readings
in Marriage and the Family, ed. Judson T. Landis, Mary G. Landis (New
York:s Prentice~Hall, Inc., 1952), p. 19
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ted te meet in its functioning. The relationship of family members takes
on a new importances

The family is a social agent functioning in response to individual
need and particularly the need of marital partners and their offspringe
As a universal agent it has certain essential functions. It must pro-
vide for the sexual relationship of the marriage partners and their econo=-
mic cooperation as well as reproduction and care and education of off-
spring. The romantic family, with its emphasis on emotional satisfactions,
adds to the functions of family the meeting of these affectional needss
Cohabitation is a necessary vehicle to these functions. The predominant
family structure of the lower income groups appears to be of the tradi-
tional type or akin to it. In other words this family type persists due
to a cultural lag or this type of family meets the demands of a lower ec-—
onomic sub-culture and is therefore a derivative of that culture. Although
two philosophies of family exist in our society, we do not know if this is
a result of an incomplete transition or if it is a necessity required by
the operation of an economic sub-culture within our culture., It is suffie
cient for our purposes to say that the two philosophies of family are co-—

existent in our societye




CHAPTER III
THE FUNCTION OF SOCIAL WCRK

In order to introduce the function of Social Work in society, it
is necessary to reilerate a conéept stated earlier. It has been main-
tained throughout this paper that society functions in order to meet
basic human need, Society is able to perform this function through a
system of organically related agents or institutions that are responsi-
ble for the carrying out of society's function in regard to particular
areas of need, It has also been pointed out that these agents or in-
stitutions may vary from culture to culture in form, in structure and
in method of dispatching their function depending on the pattern in
which a particular group in society developed the agent or institution.
Hence the Americen family unit, for instance, will differ markedly from
the Chinese or Eskimo family unit. However, the essential need meeting
functions of the family are common to them all. Society then operates
universally to meelt basic human need, The oéeration is carried out
through agents which may vary in structure, form and method according to
the culture of the group for whom they operatee

BSociety is a system of interconnected human actions"l or is the
sum total of activity of social agents, W"Human actions are both consci-~

ously and unconsciously purposive which implies that human beings use

lgdward 4. Shils, ®"Society," Chamber's Encyclopaedia, Vol. XII
(1950), 670,
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means either rationally or irrationally to achieve ends."2 BMegans® in-
clude own skills, physical resources, material instruments, and the ac-
tions of others°3 The ends pursued by collective and individual activity
of the social agents are governed by standards or rules which are cultur-
ally defined,

The American culture is strongly affected by its belief in individu-
2lism which holds that the individual has a right to the optimum opportun—
ity to develop his potential in society and he has a responsibility to
make a maximum contribution in society. This tenet is intrinsically ex-
pressed in the concept of the well being of society as a whole, that is to
say, the well being of society is dependent upon the well being of its in-
dividual members and conversely., In view of this ethos, collective and
individual activity of social agents must comprehend the totality of in-
dividual need,

A culture which requires such a comprehensive coverage of individual
need necessarily requires the organization of services provided by the ag-
ents in response to need so that there is availability of service to needs
A breakdown in an agent's service requires a compensatory scheme which will
give temporary service to maintain and eventuslly re-establish the equili-
brium of service to need. This is in keeping with our earlier statement
regarding the homeostatic condition of society., Our society, then, re-
quires an agent designed to carry out this particular function. It is our
contention that social work is this agent and that it "functions as an or—
ganized system of activities through which individuals are helped to uti-

lize other institutions! services,"h

2Tbidg

3Ibid,

belen Leland Witmer, Social Work: An Analysis of a Social Insti-
tution (New York: Rinehart and Company, Inc., 1942), p. 121
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Witmer, applying Malinowski's definition of a social institution
as "a system of concerted activities carried on by an organized, speci-—
ficelly designated group of people operating under a charter in accord-
ance with rules and norms and by means of material apparatus,"5 indi=
cates that Social Work is a social institution in that it embodies the
essential criteria: activities, personnel a charter and norms, and
material apparatus. However, Sociel Work differs from other social in-
stitutions in several respects and as we shall see these differences
effect the organizational structure of this institution.

This dissertation is concerned in particular with the way in which
Social Work differs from the family as an institution and the way in
which it is related to the family due to its function in the compensatory
scheme. The following discussion regarding Social Work and other institu-~
tions undertakes to enlighten this in particulars

In origin, Social Work differs from family. Sumner divides insti-
tutions into two types: the Yerescive' institution, "the fruitage of in-
stinctive efforts finally taking form in a conventional social pattern;"
and the enacted institution, "a deliberate creation of rational inven-
tion and intention."6 We see the family then as a crescive or "naturall
institution arising unconsciously in direct response to instinctual
needs, whereas Social Work is seen as an 'enacted"or M"artificial" institu—
tion consciously created to ensure the equilibrium peculiar to our cul~
ture which demands the well being of the whole,

It follows that Social Work was developed out of our society'!s cone

cern for the well being of the individual, and that its activity will be

Tbide, pe 19s

6Ernest R. Groves,Social Problems of the Family (Philedelphias
Jo. B. Lippincott Company, 1927}, De Se
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directed toward this end. For this reason, the definition of an institu-
tion as "a group of persons organized according to cultural principles
to carry on activities which fulfil certain of their basic individual and
social needs" is readily applicable to the institution of family but not
to the institution of Social Work. Social Work is not organized to serve
the individual and social needs of persons who are members of the institu-
tional personnel; rather Social Work functions to meet the needs of its
clientele.

"Both for their own good and for the stability and continuity of
society, individuals must be able to participate in and make use of the
organized groups through which humen needs are met,“7 Although this re-
mark is ethnocentric, it points out how it can be said that Social Work
serves, at the same time, the well being of the individual and of society.
To do this, Social Work functions in a manner that "gives assistance ﬁo
individuals in overcoming the difficulties that stand in the way of their
playing their expected roles in organized groups or in making use of these
groups! services,"® In effecting this function,the operation of Social
Work is two directional, including both the individual's adjustment to
his cultural milieu and the accommodation of this environment to the needs
of the individual so as to be comprehensive of the total situation. In
this way Social Work effects the balance between needs and servicese

Further, under various circumstances, social institutions do not
adequately fulfil their functions for indiyiduals,9 Where institutions

do break down and their function is disrupted, Social Work functions to

7Witmer, Ope cite, Po 85,
8Tbid., p. 121e

7Tbide, p. 1200
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providé temporary services while it attempts to re-establish the balance
of need and service either by repairing the damaged institution or draw-
ing on other community resources to provide a substitute., In each in-
stance, it acts as an enabler, drawing upon the resources of other insti-
tutions,

Social Work implements its function through the specialized areas
of operation, or methods: casework, group work, and community organiza-
tion. These are not intended to represent the total methodology of Social
Work but rather they constitute "the generally accepted essential aspects
of Social Work activity."lo Social reform, social action, preventative
and education work, and public welfare administration are more disput-
able areas and will not receive our concentrated attention.

Casework has been historically and practically en exclusive Social
Work term. It forms the basis for modern day Social Work, "Social Case-
work is an art in which knowledge of the science of human relations and
skill in relationship are used to mobilize capacities in the individual
and resources in the community appropriate for better adjustment between

the client and any part of his total environment."ll

In citing this quo-
tation, we do not intend to deny the contraversiality regarding defini-
tions of casework but rather wish to indicate that the casework approach

is carried out on the basis of individual relationship and is a joint un- -

dertaking in which the client can and must actively'engage,12 Although

101pid., p. 21.

Hgwithun Bowers, "The Nature and Definition of Social Gasework,"

Principles and Technigques In Social Casework, ed. Cora Kasius (New York:
Family Service Association of America, 1950), p. 127,

1%4elen Harris Perlman, Social Casework: A Problem Solving Process
(Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1957), p. 63e
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the casework approach is situationally or psychosocially orientated, the
focus of casework is the growth of the individual cliente "Caseworkers
aim to help their clients behave more happily and effectively -~ relative
to their previous functioning -~ rather than to have them fit some ideal~
istic pattern of static perfection.'>

Usually Casework operates through structured organizations geared
to effect the casework goale Such organizations are termed "casework
agencies" and are referred to by professional caseworkers as "primary
settingo." These agencies may be distinguished by the area of need, by
the function to which they have chosen to relate, The efficacy of case-
work has been recognized by other social institutions. There has been an
increasing trend by these institutions to incorporate casework as a part
of their organization and personnel to implement their need meeting func-
tion, Professional caseworkers term this setting "secondary." The func-
tion of implementing that for which the "primary" or "secondary" organiza~
tion stands, "has long been casework!s, "4

Social Group Work "revolves around the recognition of the importance
of opportunity to develop the capacity for interpersonal relationship in
a wide variety of groups."l5 Group Work functions as a transmitter of
culture and of knowledge and as an enabler to institutions in serving in-
dividuals and to individuals to help develop their potential group func-

tioning. Since society was created to satisfy human need, one must live

13J. Mo Hunt and L. S. Kogan, Measuring Results in Social Caseworks:
A Manual for Judging Movement (New York: Family Service Association of
America, 1950), p. 7o

Liperinan, op. cit., p. 420

Losrthur B, Fink, Bverett E. Wilson, and Merrill B, Conover, The
Field of Social Work (New York: Henry Holt and Company, 1955), pe. 500,
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within society to satisfy his wants, This social living implies social
experience which group work provides under the supervision of a trained
leader who, through his sensitive understanding of groups and individuals
and his skills, can adapt the group situation to the individual or can
use it constructively to help the individual and to further the groupe
The léader helps the individual to understand the function of the group
and his role in the group so that he can more fully live up to the value
,,,,, system of the group. Thus, the aim of Group Work is that of getting the
individual to function more adequately in the group. To emphasize the
importance of this, we reiterate an earlier quotation: "both for their
own good and for the stability of society, individuals must be able to
participate in and make use of the organized groups through which human
needs are meto“l6 Group Work is one method of Social Work to achieve
this end. A second aim of Group Work arises as a corollary. As group
members are helped to realize their potential group functioning, the group
also will be able to consolidate and to function more adequately as a
wholes
"Community Organization in its simplest sense is concerned with
meeting the needs of the individuals and groups who compose the communityﬁl7
We have previously indicated that our culture requires comprehensive cov-
erage of need and have outlined the compensatory role of Social Work where
needs are not adequately met. Social Work, then,carries the responsibi~-
lity of assessing need and availability of service to meet need. Community
Organization carries out this function and helps the community towards an

improved balance of service and need. In doing this, Community Organiza-

16, .
Hibove, p. 249

7rink, op, cite., pe 547
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tion operates on two levels; the inter-group level, and the grass roots
level. Inter-group level of operation includes activities directed to-
wards the provision, maintenance and coordination and cooperation of faci-
lities through which Social Work services are rendered. Also, where other
service of institutions overlap with Social Work service, Community Organi-
zation gives attention to cooperation and coordination of service, In the
grass roots level of operation, the Community Organizstion Worker works
directly with the members of the community enabling them to recognize their
needs, to appraise their services and to mobilize towards a solution in
keeping with their particular situation,

Social Work is a social agent which functions to ensure the well
being of the individual and society. Social work differs from other social
agents in that its activity begins where the activity of other social agents
ceasess It is a part of the compensatory scheme of our society., Where an
agent's function is disrupted, social work operates to provide a substitute
and to restore the agent to its proper functioning thus to ensure the satis-
faction of the individual want, Witmer expresses this as followss

The prime function of Social work is to give assistance to indivi-

duals in regard to the difficulties they encounter in their use of

an organized group's services or in their own performance as a member
of an organized group. By this work not only are individuals aided
but the adequate functioning of social institutions themselves is
facilitated and human needs are thereby more effectively met. In a

sense, then, social work is an institution that serves other institu~
tions,

185 tmer, op. cit., p. 121,




CHAPTER IV
THE NATURE OF DESERTION

WFamily life, an adventure in adjustment in partnership,means the
reconciliation of possible clashing interests in a mutual understandings
And so any stress or strain in the general social structure reacts at
once upon it".l To accommodate the economic means of the single bread-~
winner and to support the intense relationship required of family func-
tion the present family haé been reduced in size, With fewer children,
marriage partners have fewer responsibilities and therefore can focus
more on their own satisfactions. Further, tﬁe family has undergone a
reallocation of function as certain areas formerly within their compet-
ence such as medicine, education, recreation and protection bécame
specialized features of the Community and were established as social in-
stitutions. This again served to intensify the focus on the relationship
of marriage partners. In addition, marriage pariners began to demand
more from this relationship. "Individuals in mobile society make much
greater demands on marriage and on the marriage partner than ever be-
fore, Man longs for love, emotional security and finds the single oub-
let of marriage for it. If his marriage fails to give him this inti-

R 2 . . . . s . .
macy, it is bankrupt."” Hence dissolution of marriage is increasing in

luThe Problem of Family Desertion," Canadian Welfare, January 1941,
po 270

2Paul H. Lendis, “The Changing Family," Readings in Marriasge and
the Family, ed. Judson T. Landis, Mary G. Lendis (New York: Prentice
Hall, Inc., 1952), p. 31l.
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frequencye.

The form in which a pariner chooses to dissolve his or her mar~
riage and thus precipitate family breakdown depends on conditions such
as education, economic means etc., which will dictate what the indivi-
dual sees as a solution to his family problems. Dissolution of the
marriage partnership precipitates family breakdown in that it disrupts
family functioning. "Whenever we distinguish some factor that is intro-
duced from outside or emerges from within so that it evokes a series of
repercussions or reactions significantly changing the total situation,
we call such a factor a precipitant."B The forms of family breakdown
(legal separation, divorce, death and desertion) may be termed precipi-
tants in that they disrupt a pre-existing equilibrium of the family
systeme

"In order to distinguish the form of breakdown," it is necessary to
explicate what are the "symptoms and sequelae of breakdown in the marital

Ul"

relationship. "Neither desertion or divorce actually cause the prob-
lem family. These forms of disruption are merely the informal or formel
recognition of a situation existing long before the break occurs."5

These conflicts that precede the form may be said to cause the breakdown.
Since they precede the breakdown they cannot be included in the constella~

tion of problems arising out of the breakdown. TFor example, the causes

of desertion may not be referred to as desertion problems for, if they

3R, H. MaéIveriqsocial Causation (New York: Ginn and Company
1914-2): p. 163,

LTbide, p. 15ke

5Andrew Go Truxal, Francis E. Merrill, The Family in American
Culture (New York: Prentice Hall Inc., 1947), p. 633.
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could have been treated in their own right, desertion would not have
occurred, However, an interest in the prevention of breakdown must come
prehend these conflictse

"The different ways in which the family is broken evoke different
definitions depending on the real or putative threat to Social values,"6
There are four forms of family breakdown which all involve the apartness
of one marriage partner - death, divorce, legal separation and desertion.
In death, the apartness is not intentional, financial provisions are
usually present and the remaining partner is legally free to remarry. In
divorce the apartness is mutually agreed to by both partners, is formally
sanctioned by law, necessary financial adjustments are provided for and
the partners are legally free to remarry. Legal separation includes the
conditions of divorce except that the marriage is not dissolved and, al-
though the partners must live apart, they cannot remarry. Desertion
offers the greatest threat to social values in that the apartness does
not rest on the agreement but on the decision of one partner alone., Fin-
ancial provision is not made and the partners are not free to remarry and
the deserter must conceal his or her whereabouts which further frustrates
any solution. We are speaking here about desertion where it occurs in
marriage partnerships that have the sanction and protection of civil and
religious authorities. We suggest that to consider common-law desertions,
the conditions differentiating marriage and common-law partnership should
be clearly understood. We have said earlier that common-law unions, inso-
far as they include the peculiar combination of sexual and economic func-
tion, mey be termed marriage. However, they are different in that they

lack the formal recognition of society. There is no formal contract that

6Tbid., p. 631le
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must be dissolved,

Desertion then is a solution to family problems. Unlike other
solutions which involve separation of marital partners, desertion invol=
ves all of the following: the partners do not agree to separate, there
is no financial provision, the partners are not legally free to estab-
lish another union and the deserting partner must conceal his or her
whereabout s,

It has been pointed out that the current affectional family is
small in size and places a great deal of emphasis on the emotional satis-
factions of the individual members. Further to this, breakdown is more
likely to occur when the emotional satisfactions of the members are in-~
terfered with, especially when the form of the breakdown enables the
members to continue their quest for emotional satisfactions. As the de=
mands on relationship require individual compatability in a parther, X
" perimentation in the form of remarriage can be expected., Although div-
orce can be understood in this regard, we find desertion inconsistent
with this thinking in several respectss Since the marriage is not for-
mally dissolved,desertion does not provide for remarriages Further,
this experimentation implies that the partners agree to sever their part-
nership. Such is not the case in desertion, rather it rests on the de~
cision of one partner, In other words desertion does not effect a mutual
solution, rather it provides an avenue of escape for one partner and the
problems around which desertion centers are not the kind of problems
that separation will solve - for example, poor housing, poor health, in-
adequate income, excessive responsibilities, We would suspect then that
the type of family most susceptible to desertion is not the modern

Promantic family" but rather the "large economic! family attempting to
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function in the cultural milieu which has produced the "romantic family.®

It would seem that desertion occurs where the responsibilities
placed on the individual exceed his available resources to the extent
that desertion appears to him as his only recourseg7 The traditional
economic family functioning in the modern industrial milieu of the roman-
tic family would be susceptible to this imbalance, Economically the tra-
ditional family is production centered whereas the milieu demands that
the family be a consuming unit rather than a producing unit, 4 large
family then does not mean more production but greater consumption and,
therefore, greater stress on the means of the family, Contemporary in-
dividualism places responsibility for 'successful living" on the indivi-
dual rather than on the family unit and particularly the success of the
family is the responsibility of the individual breedwinner. In order
that the family can concentrate on its new functions, many of its former
functions have been allocated to other institutions. The traditional
family, however, is geared to self sufficiency which may interfere with
the use of outside institutions. "Stability has been the great value
exemplified by the traditional family and expected of it by society.
This was true because the family was the basic institution in a static
society. American society is not static but dynamic. The virtue of its
institutions therefore is adaptability to a rapid tempo of changeo“8

It follows from this discussion that, since the attitudes of the
economic family are in conflict with the social milieu in urban society

to a greater extent than in rural society, desertion is likely to be

"nThe Problem of Family Desertion," Canadian Welfare, Jenuary
1941, p. 27a

8Ernest W. Burgess, "The Family in & Changing Society" Readings
in Marriage and the Family, ed. Judson T. Landis, Mary G. Landis
(New York: Prentice Hall, Inc., 1952), p. 25¢
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more frequent in urban than in rural centers. Furthermore, we would ex-
pect that, since desertion is an escape from responsibility and since the
role of breadwinner assumes the responsibility for the success of the
family unit, males are likely to be more fregquent deserters., This dis-
cussion would also indicate that desertion will occur most often in those
families showing the characteristics and attitudes of the traditional
family type. Although "most families today especially in the middle
class have a mixture of the attitudes of the institutional family and
the romantic family types“,9 there is reason to believe that families in
the lower economic strata are most emphatically traditional in attitude,
the families in upper economic strata are more romantic in attitude., One
could infer that desertion then would be more common in the lower stratas
and divorce in the upper. The cost of divorece, if it does not imply that
it is the property of the rich, does indicate that such a solution is be-
yond the_means of the lower socic-economic groups. One would alsoc sus-
pect that culturel conflict similar to that of the lower economic strats
experience would appear in immigrent groups. Not so much in the original
family that brings its own cultural patterns to the new society but most
likely in the first generation family who experience cultural marginality.

In essence, desertion is a form of family breakdown resulting from
stresses arising from within the family unit or from a:situstion external
to the family unit. It involves apartness and unlike other forms of
family breakdown invelving apartness, desertion represents a solution for
only one partner. There is no agreement between partners to live aparts
The deserting partner merely flees his share of responsibilities leaving

his or her partner with even a greaster burden of responsibility. Because

9Landis, OPs. _Cits, Do 29
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desertion is not a mutual agreement it poses new obstacles to family
functioning. It precludes provision for financial support and decision
around the marital contract,

The question as to court action taken by the deserted party to ob-~
tain a financial agreement may be raised in this regard., We maintain,
however, that such an agreement is forced upon the deserting partner and
contradicts his wilful intent. Hence the disagreement intrinsic in the
desertion situation is still active.

Insofar as desertion is described in most societies, and certainly
in this community, as an offence under the law, wilfulness is necessarily
an essential element in the legal definition. That is to say that the
individual who deserts must so intend of his own free will. However,
the function of Social Work does not require that it take cognizance of
this element. The problems precipitated by desertion are present regard-
less of the intention of the deserter. What is important to social work
is who remains in the home., As has been pointed out before, it is also
important to social work to understand that the intent to separate is on
the part of one partner only. Another feature used as a criterion in
determining a desertion situation is the duration of desertion.

We have sald previously that the deserter is running away from an
intolerable situation. However, desertion is rarely permanent. "Family
desertion is a means by which the deserter gains a holiday, a release
from a situation which has become unbearable; but he or she has little

and often no intention of either leaving his or her family permanently."lo

loFrank John Bruno, The Theory of Social Work (New York:
Do C' Heath COo’ 1936)’ po 3070
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It may be for this reason that the deserter makes no definite arrange-
ments as to finances or marital status but in the same manner he lesves
equally indefinite the duration of his "holiday" and even whether he will
return. To the deserted party the abrupt departure of spouse cannot be
conceived of in terms of a "holiday" and carries with it the threat of
permanent withdrawal. For this reason duration of desertion cannot be
considered a valid criterion for a definition.

In view of the foregoing discussion, we propose the following de-
finition of desertion as appropriate to social work's consideration of
desertion. Desertion can be defined for Social Work as a form of family
breakdown which involves the decision of one partner to be apart from his
or her marriage partner and/or family without wilful agreement as to the
financial provision or as to marital status regardless of duration.

It has previously been pointed out that where institutions break—
down and their function is disrupted social work operates to provide tem-
porary services while it attempts to re-establish the balance of need and
service either by repairing the demaged institution or by drawing upon
other community resources to provide a substitute. It remains to clarify
social work's interest in desertion as it precipitates a breakdown in
the function of the institution of the family.

In an earlier chapter we noted the functions of the family to be:
sexual, as it includes physical, emotional and social aspects of the
sexual relationship; economic; reproductive; child rearing; and affection-
al. By viewing desertion as a precipitant, it can be seen that the apart-
ness, lack of econoﬁic provision and indecision around marital status im-
plicit in the nsture of desertion will disrupt the above functions. In-

sofar as Soclal Work is a need meeting institution, our understanding of
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the relationship between social work and desertion should derive from
ascertaining the needs that arise from the disruptions of the family
function precipitated by desertion. The succeeding chapter, therefore,
attempts to translate disruption of function into the needs emerging
as a resulte

In addition the succeeding chapter will deal with the aspects of
social work functioning as outlined in chapter three: that is its con~
cern where an institution breaks down and temporary service is required
in response to resulting needs and its concern for effective functioning
of institutions and its activity to repair and restore the efficiency of

an institution service in meeting individual needs




CHAPTER V
SOCIAL WORK'S ACTIVITY IN RESPONSE TO THE EFFECTS OF DESERTION

It has previously been pointed out that the ethos of cur culture
requires the well being of'the individual in order that the whole of
society may enjoy well being and also conversely. The concept of well
being or social welfare may therefore be applied to the individual or
to society. The interdependency of well being for individual and society
implies rights and obligations on either side, In order that the indi-
vidual can contribute to the well being of the whole it is necessary
that his needs are met so that he can mobilize himself to this end,
Society has the obligation not only to the individual but to itself to
function so as to ensure the well being of the individual. It is our
purpose in this chapter to see how the well being of the in@ividual is
affected when the resources are not properly available., Well being in-
volves the gratification of basic needs broadly categorized as physical,
social and emotional.

The preceding chapters have shown that the family and social work
are two social agents concerned with society’s obligation to meeting in-
dividual needs., Whereas desertion in the framework of family function-
ing disrupts service to individuals, in the context of social work it
initiates service. This we note is in keeping with our original hypo-
thesis., In both instances desertion is a precipitant. In the family it
precipitates a situation wherein the social agent is unable to perform

its need meeting function; whereas in social work it precipitates a
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situation in which the social agent is motivated to commence its Compen-
satory function. As family function is disrupted needs arise and social
work responds to these needs, It remains to explicate the particular
way that desertion disrupts family function and to translate these dis-
ruptions into needs. It should be noted again that the aforementioned
needs will not include all of the needs in the desertion situation inso-
far as the desertion situation was precipitated by certain needs, How-
;;;;; ever, these needs result from that particular form of family breakdown
called desertion. That is, the needs that are of interest to this paper
are those needs that arise out of the elements of desertion namely
apartness and lack of agreement, particularly around economic cooperation
and marital status,

We noted the functions of marriage upon which the other family
functions are superimposed as being sexual and economic. Desertion, then
will effect the roles of husband and wife, The sexual function requires
that marital partners cohabit,. ., the desertion situation precludes co-
habitation and so the sexual relationship. The biological sex drives
of the two individuals is therefore frustrated and requires an adjust—
ment, Maritalvstatus being unsettled in desertion this adjustment is
not directly available within cultural limits, Further, the intimate
relationship stressed in marriage in our culture is denied. The fact
that desertion is the choice of one partner and not an agreed upon site-
uvation makes desertion a more traumatic experience than other forms of
breakdown and, in fact, desertion may incur in the partners & sense
of failure, bitterness of guilt and worthlessness, which may interfere
with the individuals seeking a more satisfactory relationship either

through reconciliation or through remarriage if marital status could
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be worked out. Desertion may also affect the social life of the partners
in that marriage partners tend to associate with married couples and so
may lose their acceptance in the group. In addition desertion is soci-
ally disapproved and the stigma may effect the individual's community
status.

Desertion also effects economic cooperation in marriage not only be-
cause of the apartness involved but also because there is no agreement as
to the provision for economic cooperation. However, today with employ-
ment opportunities available to both partners the role of homemaker and
breadwinner in marriage are not as clearly defined., Hence breakdown of
economic cooperation will not be so serious in its effect upon the indi-
viduals and society.

In marriages where there are no children desertion effects the well
being of the individual partner insofar as there is physical, emotional,
and social needs The needs arising will be, in fact, similar whether the
partner is regarded as the deserted or the deserting. Social workls cone
tact with these individuals will be mainly in the area of emotional and
social need. The physical needs are sexual, which social work cannot
meet and economic which social work can meet, The current pattern of ec-~
onomic cooperation in marriage permits both partners to be gainfully em~
ployed. This seems to suggest that social work will not be required to
meel econamic needs as extensively as it would if, for instance, the wife
were entirely dependent on the husband's income. Social work'fs primary
concern with the marriage partner then will be casework centered, help—
ing the individual adjust to the trauma situation and work toward a solu-
tion. Groupwork may be involved in meeting some of the social needs

described. In addition social work's contact with the marriage partner
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will be basically the same whether the partner is the deserting or deser-
ted partners

We earlier noted reproduction as being one of the functions of
family in response to the individual's and society'!s need for children.
Although this function is disrupted by desertion it is obvious that social
work can have little to do with the reproduction function per se. How=-
ever, social work may enter into the realm of reproduction in situationé
where pregnant females are deserted. Service in the form of medical care,
care for other children in the home while mother is in hospital, finan-
cial help and casework services are all part of social work's concerne

Wilfulness as mentioned earlier is not an important social work
consideration in desertion but rather who remains with the children,
mother or father. In considering the constellation of spouse and children
separate from spouse alone, we do not wish to imply that the problems dis-
cussed for spouses are no longer active, They may in fact have a pro-
found effect on the manner in which they carry their respective roles in
the home with their children. Just as functions of family are superim~
posed upon marriage, problems of marriage carry over into family life,
Further, since desertion is a solution for one partner the problems that
the one partner runs away from remain for the other partner to cope withe
The problems that desertion introduce are projected into an already
burdened situation,

Although the mother may have worked to supplement the income of her
family she must now assume total financial responsibility for herself and
the children. Desertion makes ﬁo provision for her husband to share in

this responsibility. The mother must become both the breadwinner and
the homemaker and is unable to apportion her time or energy effectively

to either job., In addition the responsibilities of child rearing which
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were formerly shared with her husband fall heavily on her shoulders., She
must be both mother and father, Individual solution of this situation
is highly improbable. Mother could find employment and administer the
home. However, it is doubtful that she would be able to earn as much

as her husband, except in exceptional circumstances and with less time
for household management it would be difficult for her to run the home
as economically. She would be faced then with & decrease of income to
the home and increased demands on her income, She could further attempt
to care for the children but her time and energy would be very limited
and the father role would not be complete, The nuance of father figure,
male identification would be completely absent. To add to the impro-
bability of the picture, mother has her own personal problems which may
cripple her functioning.

The first obvious need is physical in that there is a decrease in
income to the home or even a complete absence of income, In order to
meet this need, social work must rely on the resources of public assist-—
ance, Jldeally, financial assistance would be used as a part of the
treatment plan in helping the mother to mobilize in the direction of a
solution individually suited to her needs. However, due to the limits
imposed on the mother's time and energies as shé carries out her now
dual obligations, temporary assistance may reallistically become long
term, continuing, in fact, until the children are able to support them-
selves (witness Mothers' Allowance), Financial assistance, first seen
as a means to a solution, becomes realistically, the solution itself,

In considering this, the question of social need and standard of
assistance becomes apparent. Assistance should be such that the finan-

cial means of the family will allow the members to participate normally
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in all areas of community life, recreation and religion for example, It
nevertheless can be expected that the family will experience a change in
their standard of living which will necessitate a degree of adjustment.

As a parent, mother also has an obligation to educate her children.
Although this function is no longer the literal function of the family,
the specialization "education" having assumed this role, the family, the
parents, are nevertheless expected to support and provide for their
children while they atteﬁd schools, Public assistance should comprehénd
this need,

It may be possible for mother to supplement the family income but
this should be required only insofar as it does not effect her function-
ing in her primary roles of homemaker and mother. We stress this point
not only in consideration of the parental responsibility to give guidance
and training to her children but also in consideration of the econaomic
fact that, if the mother does not have the proper time for household man-
agement, she cannot perform this function as economically and hence the
purpose of a supplemental income will be defeated, However, in order
that mother does not become dependent on assistance of this type and so
that her self determination and her independent strivings are respected
and given expression, we suggest that mother be given the opportunity to
find employment in the home through opportunities to develop her capa-
bilities or to find employment outside the home through provision of
babysitter or homemaker services. Further, employment would serve to
introduce her to a new social set, would allow her contacts outside her
own home, and would prepare her for the date when her children reach the
age where the family is no longer eligible for assistance (as iS the

case with Mothers! Allowance),
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Beyond the physical and social needs of the family, there are also
emotional needs of the family and more specifically the mother. Refer—
ence was made previously to the trauma involved in the desertion situa-
tion. These feelings will carry over to the family situation and may be~
come attitudes, consciously or unconsciously inflicted on the children.
Further, in the normal strain of family responsibility, mother lacks the
warm reward and supporting partnership of the intimate relationship with
her spouse. The social work approach must recognize these needs through
the media of casework in order that the mother can be helped to mobilize
towards some individually satisfying solution.

The situation in which father is left with the children represents,
to some extent, the reverse problematic picture in that he normally
carries roles which are complementary to mother. As breadwinner, he is
not affected financially in the same mamner., Desertion does not mean
for him the loss of a breadwinner but rather faces him with the relatively
new roles of homémaker and mother, The care of children, the preparation
of meals, the various necessary household tasks are added responsibili-
ties for him. They may be somewhat foreign to him and, in fact, threat-
ening to him. They may'inteffere'with his leisure time activities and
may not coordinate readily with his employment.

Recalling our previous discussion of family, these responsibilities
will be received with individual difference depending/ég}gﬁgé role the
father assumed in the previous family constellation, Disregarding the
veriations of personalities effective within the two types of family, we
can speak generally of the father role in the traditional and in the
romantic family. In the traditional family where the father role is

authoritarian and set apart from the role of mother and more clearly de-
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‘fined, duties imposed on father will involve a more difficult adjust-
ment than will the same duties in the romantic family where the roles
are not as clearly defined and sharing is more pervasive., It should be
noted here that we previously suggested that most desertions will occur
in the traditional type family in the urban settings

In view of the foregoing, social work activity with the deserted
father will center around service to allow him to continue his employ-
ment and at the same time assure the functions normally carried out by
mother. Homemaker service, day nursery care and temporary or permanent
foster home care will be prominent in this service required of social
work. Whereas the mother will appear more freguently at public assist-~
ance agencies, the father will enroll more frequently for service from
child caring agencies, such as the Children's Aid Societies. Advice to
the father regarding the activities that he may have to assume is indi-
cated as well as casework to attend the emotional needs of the husband.

Insofar as social work functions to re-establish as well as pro-
vide temporary substitutions for social institutions, reconciliation,
the focus of family agencies and courts, must therefore be of paramount
interest and concern of social work activity in desertion situations. In
working towards reconciliation, social work must recognize the circum-
stances that precipitate the activity of desertion not only to establish
a reconciled situation but also to maintain it. In dealing with these
circumstances the activity of social work will be the same sort of acti-
vity that would be employed in attempting to prevent desertion. The
pressures associated with the desertion situation must be eased. The
difference between reconcilistion and prevention is that in reconcilia-~

tion the act of desertion has occurred and the complications effected
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make a solution more difficult. This disagreement implicit in desertion
and the necessity of the deserting party to absent himself in order to
maintain the desertion indicates that by its very nature desertion is
improbable of reconciliation. However, the problems/éggertion are solu~
able if agreement can be reached as to financial cooperation and marital
status or if the partners can be brought together. The former is usually
a forced agreement and, although some of the elements of desertion are

rectified, the comprehensive solution hoped of the latter can not be

expectedg




CHAPTER VI

CONCIUSION

The primary aim of this study was to clarify the meaning of the
definition of desertion for social work research. The hypothesis on
which the study was based stated that the term desertion acquires a
peculiar connotation when set in the social work context. By viewing
desertion as & form of family breakdown, disrupting family functioning,
we were able to derive a definition of desertion applicable in the con-~
text of social work. This definition appears in chapter four. Further,
our hypothesis was found valid in that it was seen that desertion car~
ried different connotations depending on its frame of reference. To
the deserting partner desertion had meaning as a purposive act in which
he or she escaped from an intolerable stress situation., On the other
hand to the deserted party desertion was not a solution but only con-
tributed to the burdens of the family situation, piling problems asso-
ciated with the desertion on the already present problems, Social work
as a need meeting institution was seen to view desertion not as a pro-
blem per se but as a situation encompassing a constellation of unmet
needs requiring its services, Finally society viewed desertion as a
threat to its own well being as well as to the individuals and expressed
its concern through legal prohibitions and prescriptionss

In attempting to be more explicit as to these meanings we applied

our definition so as to expose the needs precipitated by desertion and
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the services appropriate to their gratification., However, we found our
application, and so verification of our hypothesis, limited by the ethno-
centricity of our approach., It seemed inevitable that our material and
our reflections upon it implied a middle class biase. Our finding on the
other hend evidenced desertion to be a lower socio-economic class pheno-
menon. It may be that the so called lower class fosters a sub culture
which supports a family structure in which desertion plays a definite and
accepted role. We found in our study of family that the lower class tends
to maintain a form of family known as "traditional," however we were un-
able to determine how this form of family operates for this class of
people to merit its preservation. Rather we judged it out of step with
present day soclety and did so by projecting middle class attitudes or
standards. In short, we could not actually determine what desertion
meant to this group, what needs would arise and hence what services would
be required of social work. However, we suggest that our thinking is valid
in principle but that more study in this area is required,

Another area of consideration in desertion not included in the scope
of our study is causation. Causes of desertion were not of importance to
us in considering a definition., They are associated with desertion in re—
trospect to the activity of desertion. Prior to desertion they exist as
problems in their own right quite apart and may or may not precipitate a
desertion situation. However, in considering the operation of social work
in regard to desertion,causes should be noted agein with the suggestion
for further study. Since desertion does not represent a solution for the
deserted party,the stresses leading up to the desertion will remain for
the deserted party to cope with., Hence, in dealing with the desertion

situation, sbcial work will respond not only to the problems resulting
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from desertion but also to the residue of problems causing desertion.
Further to understand the pressure of responsibility culminating in de=-
sertion, it is necessary to take into account the totality of the indi-
vidual situation - the internal conflicts affecting his ability to cope
and the external pressures presented by his enviromment. The situation-
al approach of social work is perhaps best suited to this understanding.

It is evident that if these problems were intrinsic in the family
situation prior to desertion and in fact caused the desertion Social Work
could have dealt with them prior to desertion and hence avoided the de~
sertion situation. Our conclusion regarding treatment of desertion is
therefore paradoxical. The most effective method of dealing with deser=
tion is prevention. This means that to deal successfully with desertion
is not to deal with desertion as such but rather to deal adequately with
the precipitating problems to prevent the desertion situation. In so
doing, the problems intrinsic in the desertion situation are avoideds
Further, by thus avoiding the complications of desertion, the causative
problems could have been more easily remediede

For example adequate public assistance that would ensure a minimum
standard of health and decency might mean that a partner would be relieved
of various bressures for which he chooses as'his sclution to flee this
burdonsome situation leaving the deserted family to the care of an assist~
ance programme., To keep the family together so as to ensure the institu-
tional well being by raising the standard of public assistance, should
this be necessary, might not seem economically feasible, However, the
cost of supporting the family where the breadwinner is present is less
costly than where he is not. The breadwinner may make some contribution

to the minimum standard of living of the family unit. Further, his pre-
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sence means that the intent of temporary assistance is more likely to be
achieved. The cost of supporting a total family over a period of rehabi-
litation is infinitely less than the cost of supporting a mother and her
children until the children grow up. That deserted families require a
long term period of assistance is evidenced by the provincisl government s
policy of relieving municipalities of desertion care after a four year
period. In citing this example we have assumed a male deserted, This is
in keeping with our earlier statement that financial need is most appar-
ent in situations where the male partner deserts and that the service re-
guired of social wofk is financial assistance,

Desertion then means more to social work than a constellation of
needs requiring service, an institution in need of repair., Since proper
service of need would prevent desertion it follows that the incidence of
desertion gives indication of the adequacy of service. The importance of
the method of community organization particularly at the intra group level
becomes apparent. Social work should assure that pressure situations
which may culminate in desertion do not result from unmet need due to a
lack or an inadequacy of servicee

Research in the field of Social Work is motivated by practical prob-
lems encountered in its operational experience., It is relatively easy to
design a research programme to answef the questions posed'by-the problem,
However, all social work research must be related to the function of social
work. Unless research is conducted.within the conceptusl framework of
social work there is no criteria to determine whether the questions asked
or the answers obtained are pertinent to the field. In this study we have
attempted to relate family desertion to the function of social work. We

feel that in doing so we have provided a conceptual framework within which
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desertion studies may be organized and understood. In addition, we
éuggest that we have demonstrated in principle that a preliminary ex-
ploration of the relationship of social work to a problematic situation

under study is a necessary prereguisite to any research in the field,
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