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CEAPTER I

-

HTRODUCTION

Faumlly desertion 1s a broad topic and is of concern
to almost every social agency. Indicationg are that the in-
cidence of desertion has been increasing in recent years.
Degertion is not however the primary concern of most agencies

who deal with it. They see it rather in one or more of its

]

effects on family life. The relief agency for exaisple sees
non-support and the attendant economic need to which it gives
rise, while child welfare agencies are usually concerned with
neglect both physical and emotional, which results from deser-
tion. 1In the majority of cases, the deserter hasg already left
and is only known to the agency by hearsay. TFor these reasons,
desertion is oiten defined in terms of its effects and many
bilases exist regarding its causes.

Treatment in the past has usually been punitive and has
been related to laws which seek to compel support or to forbid
neglect, but these erfforts appear to have had little effect on
the rate of desertion itself. Social agencies iended to relieve
the eifects of desertion through financial sssistance or child
welfare programs, bult have not as a rule been able to deal dir-

LY e

N

ectly with desertion in a preventive or treatment w

{

Since desertion by the breadwinner in the family often

has the greatest economic effect on the family, the deserting

1
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man has comuonly come to be consi ¢d the typicael deserter.

Usgualliy, he has already left and is therefore convicted in the

1]

public mind and held responsible Ior all the results of family

disorganizetion whether these exlsted prior to the leaving or
not.

In view of these facts, this study will focus on the
male deserter, with a view to trying to sece if there are any
igtiactive common patterns of behavior exhibited by the desert-
er which might lead to an explanation of this particular type
of behavior. When one comparesg desertion with other forms of
family disorganization such as divorce, separation, and various

degrees of estrangement, which form a good part of social agen-

cies' case loads, one is struck not only by the many effects
that these have in common, bul also by the many causes attribut-
ed to them in common. At thisg point the question that comes to
mind is, what if anything is there that is distinctive about
desertion? If we could answer this question 1t might lead to
a better and earlier approach to the problems involved and bet-
ter programs for both the deserter and the deserted family.
Interest in this subject seeus to have been increasing
in the last few years. The Canadian Welfare Council has set up
e committee on desertion, and indeed it was a former secretary

I3

of that committee, ¥r. C. Patrick, presently the Director of the

(D

City of Winnipeg Public Welfare Department, who suggested the
topic to the lManitoba 3chool of Social Work for study. The re-
sult has been a group resecrch project carried out by ten mem—

bers of the second year class in co-operation with the faculty

advisers and five social agencies in the city of Winnipeg on the




general topic of desertion. DThe study is limited to the area of
yinnipeg proper and bases 1ts results on information from &
gsample of cases open in the five agencies during the month of
Cctober, 1957.

This report will deal with one aspect of that study in
an effort to answer the question, what if anything is distinct-
ive about the deserter? 3Because it was desirable to limit the
subject in terms of time available, the author felt that since
the effects of desertion by the breadwinner are of more general
interest, it would be logical to study only the male deserter.
Also, it was felt there wmight be different factors involved bet-

1

ween men and women deserters and that This division might well

-

serve to exzclude some of the uncontroliable variables and so pro-
duce results that were wore comparable. |

fhen one considers causes and effects of desertion,
they are usually in terms of, marital coumflict, environmental,
economic or social pressures, economic need, and physical or
emotionalineglect. A1l of these can, however, be shown to ac—
comnpany most other forme of marital disorganization so that 1T
there is anything distinctive avout desertion, it wowld probably
be found in the personality of the individual who resorts to

(S

his solution in the face of any oif the above pressures. How=

N

ever, pecause the results of this study will be based only on
2

i

information available in records of gocial agencies, 1t is ap-

i

7

arent that there sre severe limitations, regarding what might
9 & &

o
w2

be learned about the personality of the deserter. 1II, however,

desertion is a solution for warital conflict or outside pres-




sures, the use of which depends on certzlin personslity traits,
then the effect of these traits night
of adjustment made by the deserter in other life gituations,

Degertion may represent the results of several types of person-

ality traits, for instvance, sovme perscns might use escape or

(D

running sway ag a defence against the arnxiety caused by

es and conflicts of marriage while the sociopathic z n may
gimply not have any sense of responsibility end migh eve dif-

Ticult situations for what appear to be legs difficult ones at

the time. In elther case, the results would be similar. How-

!,‘.1

(o

ever, since it has often been demonstrated that people tend to

use the sase patterns of behavior repeatedly, 1t ought to be pos-
sible to see the results of the use of these patterns in the ad-
Justment made by deserters to other life situations. If this

can be shown, the study wmight serve to indicate the possible val-
idity of this approach and present soue ideas or methods of ap-
proacn which might pe useful in a further more detailed study.

Tn order to investigate this hyvnothegis regarding male
5 J L & &

deserters, the male partners in this study will be divided into

pe according to whether they are deseriing or deserted

£

two grou

a--A

nusbands. These groups will be compared with regard to their

adjustuent in five different respects. These include, the fre-
quericy oi previous desertion in marrviage or common law unlons, the
stability and type of occupation, the type and amownt of educa-
tional attainment, their use of alcohol, and their use of leisg-
ure time. It was thought tnat an investigation oI previous des-—

ertion might demonstrate the tendency for behavior to be repe&ct-

gais
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¢d and that it would be significant if it could be shown to be

used exclusively by deserters. Work history, education, use of

alcohol were selected as areas in which information might be av-
gilable within the limits of this study, which would show pat-

terns of adjustuent. Where possible comparisons will be made

with other studies or census figures.

The source of the data used in this study is the records
of the social agencies co-operating in the study. The reading
of the files was donre by all ten members of the project, and
they were not confined to any specific part of the file, but
only to the file open in the agency where the ssmple had nlaced
the individual. No clues were followed to other agency records
or to agency records other than files.

The method of securing the necessary data was simply
the reading of the files. An effort to obtein an objective and
consistent interpretation of the aveilable information was made
in that a schedule, see appendix A, was prepared from questions
submitted by each investigator, and a set of instructions for
answering the questions was drawn up. Controversial points and

ambiguities were discussed, settiled, and added to the instruc-

0

tions as the study progressed. Because th

. O

original number of
casesbseleoied by the agencies was too largze, in view of the
time avallable, a random sample was taken except that the per-
centeges contributed to the sample by the verious agencies were
kept in the same ratio as their contributicn to the original
ZT0ouD.

The original group was collected by the agencies from
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records open during Oct. 1957, according to a definition of des-

ertion, the elements of which were that desertion consists of
apartness without agreement. During the course of time this wes

found to be an inadequate definition and it weas modified. Any

™

cases vwhich did not fit the new definition were discarded fron

the sample. The final definition contained three elements:

1

J

that there must be apartness without egreement, non-support,

and that the deserter was determived by inmtent to live apeart
without agreement and not to support. This was to include three
general categories as follows; that the husband wes wilfully
living apart from the family and non-support existed; that the
husband was wilfully living apart from the family and there

(8]

waes a court order to support the family; or that the wile wes

4

living apart from the family and had not followed up with a
court action for support, or if she had she was not upheld by
the court's decision.

The question of who deserted wes determined on the basis
of intent to live apart and will be referred to as the desert-
ing group for purposes of this report. The other partners will
be grouped and referred to as the deserted group. In this re-
port, only the men are included in both ol these groups. FPre-

vious desgertions could not be defined with regard to duration

since in most cases this was not given so that it was presumed

that 1i{ they were signifl caff enough to be recorded, they con-
stituted previous desertion. This will be interpreted as a

measure of ability or desire to adapt to marriage and will be

taken as an indication of adjustment.
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Adjustument in work history and occupation will be nees-

ured by stability through such things es employment status at

iy

the time of desertion, type of employment, regularit]

v ol euploy-

et
w

ment over a number of ars, mobility of employment. Adjust-
ment in education will be measured by level of education #nd DY
“tendency to complete courses of education.

Adjustment in regard to drinking habits will be meas-

ured by how often it was comnsidered to be a problem by the wife

and the social worker, and by whether it wos done in the family
setting or away from it and finally by a count of referrals to
slcoholice anonymous. Adjustment in leisure time azctivities
will be determined largely on whether leisure time was spent
with the family or outside of 1t.

The limitations in this study fall into three general

categories. The limitations regarding avallable date come irom

iy
[\

the fzct that the study was done from agency records. These

i

records were not prepared for research purposes so that the

date available wag not consistent and the results available

=iy

were reduced. The fact that five agenciles were 1lunvolved with
their different foci and policies further reduced the pos-

sibility of getting complete data for any but the most super-
ficial questions. The fact that the records were prepared by

1

numerous people with a variety of levels of professzional ab-
” J

W

-

11ity and that the information could not be verified, reduced
the accuracy of the data. Data concerning some of the absentee
Geserters wes gathered by hearsay from the remaining partner

and so doubtless added bias to the data. The fect that there

were ten readers may have introduced some difference of inter-
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A perusal of some of ths literature on family
tion indicates that this subject has been approached in nany

weys in the past. Most legal systems reflect the public's

LS

concern to preserve family stability, either by legislation

directed ageinst desertion itself or against its effects.

There have been a few studieg attempting to analyze the caus-

g and effects of desertion statistically. Others have in-
J

@

]
L

4
jeh

cluded it with large studies and coupsred it with divorce and

tudies were

P
jay
[}
0
[©]
mn

other forms of family breakdown. Some of

concerned with changing soclal pressures; others were concerned

e

with linking it with social, racial or religlous groups; still
others were concernsd with marital conflict. Desertion has

peen defined in verious ways depending on whether the focus

et

jes legal, social or iandividual. A very cursory resume is all
that will be attmepted in this study.

-

In Canada with one exception, it is the effects of desg-~

ertion that are legislated = The criminal code provides
thiat no one shall abandon a child under ten years of aze, art-
icle 189, and men shall support wives and children, article

136. This act, in addition to this provides for interprovin-

1.

Canada, Criminal Code gnd Selgctled Statutes, 1953-54,
hap., 51, rart IV, sec. 106 and 189, PP ©7-63.

10
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cial extradition and stiif Penal sentence Tach of the prov-

D
"
L)

inces have &

Q.J

ditional and separate lsgislation that is comparable

in a general way. Manitoba's will serve as an example. The

n—«

Wwives and Children's Maintenance Act of Manitoba provides for

court orders ageinst non-supporters. wost provinces have &

Q3

child welfare act in addition to this which provides for the re-
qoval of children where neglect exists and the collection of pay=-

nents for their support either from the parents or their mun-

~

L

icipality of residence.d At about the turn of the century, the
legislative approach to the problem of desertion wes a live 1is-
sue. Articles in the Charities Review for the year 1805, by

such suthors as Mary Richmond and W. H. Baldwin, indicated a 1iv-
ely controversy o0Ver the use of punitive legislation and the pos
sipility of inter-state extradlition. There were those who feltl
that the punitive'approach wee useless while others felt desert-
ers should be made to accept their resp sonsibilities.

Rarly in the century some interest developed in study-

ing desertion statistically and these studies concerned Theum—

i
Qs

cts of desertion. Lillian

]
[
(¢

ef

"h

selves with some of the causeg anc

0

ndt did one of these early studies in 1901 and reported on it

- z

in an article in the Charities Review in 1905.7 Another study

1hev1sed Statutes of Manitoba, 1954, Vol., 4; Chap., 294

¢
TP 369-477; The Wives and Chiildren's Haintenance Act.

2 3 3 £ons LN I < 5 k1

Revised Statutes of Manitoba, 1954, Vol., 1 Chap., 35,
PP 303-364; The Child Welfare Act of Manitoba.
2

o1, Branit, "Broken families," Charities, XIV (April-
1905), PP 665-670.




done by Zelma Smith in the Associated Charities of Boston was
reported on by Mr. W. . Baldwin in his article in the same mnag-

. . 1 . , s . . :
azine in 1905. \nother noteworthy study wes done by Colcord

-

and published 1n book form in 1919. Tollowing thils Mary
Richmond treated desertion in one chapter of her Social Diagno-

nd posed e number of guestions sauout desgertion designed To

w
f
&}
&)

o

nelp understznd the deserter and the problems he left his

1y

2i—

ily to face,3 411 of these studies and srticles were concerned
he social problems resulting from desertion and to a les-
ser degree with causes of desertion and the deserter himselfl.
They tried to relate cause to & rather heterogeneous mixture
of social and economic pressures, marital conflicts and soue

individual personality traits. Their classification of results

mixture the significence of which was difficult to inter-

)
(€3
©

o]
3
(O]
d_
.

Tn the 1920's, the emphesis seems to have shifted to a
study of the family itself and was focused on the seguence of
events lesding to desertion and divorce, rather than on the actu-
21 breskdown or ite results. Authore like Groves, Mowrer,

wiakoff snd others began to evaluate the changing role ol the

family in & changing society. The; clossified causes of marit-—
J {am] g -)

'__I

w. BE. Baldwin, "Family Desertion and Non Sur rt",
Charities, XIV (April- ~19 S05), PP 660-664.

S

J. C. Colcord, Broken Homes-A Study of Family Deser-
tion and Its Social Treatment, (New York: The Russell Sage Tounda-
tion, 1919).

Mary %, Richmond, Social Disgnosis, (Vew York: Russell
Sege Toundation, 1917), Chap., <2, PP 305-400.




ssertion are but forms of
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ate the com~-

o the breakdown and discontinuance

.
L
!!l

of faunily relationships. Or azain, "The legal aspects of

merriasze and divorce are recognition by the communilty or state
>l feov]

N

that family attitudes have been established or discontinued.”
These definitions are typical of the thirking of the time.

This group o0i authors ssemns to be primarily concerned to show
how the change in social and cultural values upsets traditional
family organization. Groves says, "Desertion, like divorce, is
an expression of the instebility of modern family life and it
cen be more successfully attacked by eiforts to reinforce the

family and to procure social conditions that will add to its

health then by regarding desertion as a crime that deserves just

QO

N

punishment."” While thisg is no doubt true to an extent, an ar-
gument ag to whether society produces the individual or the in-
dividual produces sociely, is much like the old argument of which
came iirst, the chicken or the egg. It is alumost certainly true
that voth are locked in an inseparable chain of cause and eifect.

The truth of the matfer is probably that people like social work-

Ernest R. Mowrer, Faﬂlly Disorganization, (Chicago:
The University of Chicago Pres 1827), P 1453,

I bid., P. 4.

“Ernest R. Groves, Social Problems of the Family, (Phil-
k) - - - ) e
adelphia: J. B. Lippincott Company, 1527), P 160.
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ers and teachers, who work with individuals or small numbers of

individuals, gain more from an understanding of the individual

which leads to individual progress, while society constitutes
the limitatlions and press i on the other hand the social re-
former may gain more by his understending of socletly which leads
to social progress, while individuals provide the limitations
and pressures. )

Qince the advent of the Ereudian influence on social work,
the concentration has been on understanding the individual per-
sonality, particularly regarding treatment. We evaluate the en-
vironment, but we deal with the individual. As early as 1801
ILilian Brandt described the deserter in terms of personality as
follows, "He is young, able bodied, more or less dissipated,
able of earning good wages, but rarely
exertion, and, above all he ig lacking in the quality which
an obligation to others, outweigh considerations of personal com-
fort or preferance.”l This is obviously an evaelustion of per
sonality although it hasn't proved to be typical in the face of
subseguent studies. It is an illustration of an early atien it
to evaluate personality relation to a problem. J. T. Zukerman
in & recent article defined desertion as follows, "A man who des-
erts hig family is abnorm i ing from 2 situation which he
cannot face and work out LTl for the purpose of liviang with

it or working it through intelligently by the use of azccepted

1. . ; . . . o
L. Brandt, FPive Hundred and Seventy-five Deserters

Their Families, PP. 18-19; Cited by 'o;cord, Broken Houes.
York: Russell Sage Foundation 1919), PP. 44-45,
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Here =2gein the abnormal fleeing could bde

pattern depeadent on several tralts.

fe

ality more apt to succeed in marriage is untenable because sar-—
riage congists of two people living together. As long as suc-
cesg is measured in terms of duration and compatability, the
compatability must be measured rather than any average or fic-
titious norm. This has been well demonstrated by Rergler™ and
also by Hollisj in their books on the subject.

On the other hand, in considering desertion, if one con-
siders only the solution to the conflict rather than the con-
flict itself, because it contains intent without agreecment, one
can neglect the other partuner and hypothesize that the ﬁse of
desertion is specifically dependent on the personality of the

deserter. It would appear feasible that desertion could depend

on a fairly specific personality characteristic or on several

L]

airly specific types of characteristics.
This ig of course the point of departure of this study
with the modification that since data is not directly available

on personality, this study will try to locate palttersn specific
¥ ’ .

Y

Vvin

fde

to desgerters in other zreas oi 1

0z

1. . oo . ho s
Jacob T. Zukerman, "The role of the public agency with
he deserted Tamily", Public Welfare, Vol., : XY (July 1 , 1S857),

2 .

admnund Ber”lcr, Jnharpy Marriage and Divorce; a study
of mneurotic hoice of Marriage Partners. (International
“niversitieg Press, 1946).

“Florence 'OlllS, Women in Marital Conflict, a case-

work study. (New York family service assn., of AmCLTCa T9Z29).
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The ides that behavior and attitude are dependent on

and that they tend to be repeated either in the Tace
pressure from without or in an efiort to satisfy an internal
drive, was originally demonstrated by Freud and has been in use

for some time. There are a veriety of personality types in which

repetition takes pla % e are well documented by Fenichel

with original rel nceg to Freud and othersl, In explanation
Fenichel says, "Neurotic phenomena are characterized by the fact
that the patients, instead of reacting vividly to actual stimuli,
according to their specific nature, react repeatedly with rigid
patterns. The instinctual impulses themselves are also repeti-
tive: they are felt periodically and tend to take the same
course esch time. Besides, there are unproblematic repetitions,
like other repetitions of actions and attitudes that once proved
useful, that occur whenever similer conditions agein prevall, or

generally, repetitions in response to repeating (or similar)

4
~

L 1

/
stimuli."® It is because of thisg tendency for behavior and at-
to be repeated that the author hopes to find indications

~

adjustments in other arcas of living siuilar to those made

1 . o L
Otto Fenichel, 7. D., The Psychosualytic Theory of
{

Heurogis, (Few York: 4.“. Norton and Company Inc., 1945), PP
525, 542, 153.
21 _




The materizl for this research projeclt was obtalned as

by

part of a group study, done by ten students from the second
year class in the School of Social Work, carried out in five
cocial agencies in Winnipeg. The agencies finally included in
the study were, Manitoba Family Court, Family Bureau oif Great-
er Winnipeg, Children's Aid Soclety of Greater ¥Winnlpeg, City
of Winnipeg Public Welfare Departuent, and the Manitoba Div-
igion of Public Welfare Services. O0f these, the agency cover-
ing the smallest area was the City of Winulpeg Public Welfere

L

Department, so this was taken as the area of the study. The
population investigated was therefore Winnipeg residents who
use the five agencieg listed above.

The {ive agencies were responsible for listing all
cases of family desertion whrich were open during the month of
October, 1957. These cases were selected by them on the basis
of & tentative definition drawn up by the clasg which speci-
fied that they aust be cas where marital partners were Lliv-
ing apart without agreement, and that one partner must be liv-
ing within Winnipeg. In this manner, 773 cases were selected
in six social agencies and formed the original sample Dbased

on area and time. The Child Guidance Clinic of Winnipeg was

the sixth agency, but was excluded later asg will De seen.,

17
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Fach student chose the esspect of desertion in which he

was interested and prepared guestions whose answers it was hoped

would throw light on that particular as ' These guestions

were included in a tentative schedule which was to be completed

0y the students by reading asgency files. A test run wasg made

with this schedule and the results pointed out some of the 1lim-

its of informstion availlable, resulting in modifications, omis-

sions, and reorganization of the schedule whi prears in its

fingl forwm 1n appendix A. The test run also provided a measure

of the probable time involved in reading

cided in view of this to use a one third

153 cases.

The szmple was prepared by a random sampling method

with the following two exceptions. The ratio of the cases from

each agency included in the sample wag kept in proportion to the
cy. It was also decid-

ed that because of the small size of the sample, cuplications

A

arising from cases carried in two agencies ard nemes drawn twice
from one agency should be avoided. Duplications betwsen agen-
cies were eliminated by a draw in which the chances of either
agericy beling drawn were balanced in proportion to the number of
times the duplication had appeared in that agency sample All
duplications were discarded and then replaced by a further draw.
This procedure resulted in a list of 260 cases irom gix agen-

cies. Ag the schedule was produced and te . more definite

definition of desertion was arrived at and it was found that on

reading the files, many of the cases did not fall within the

definition and so these were excluded. The one case which was
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to have come from the uidance (linic wes sxcluded on this

vasis, so the final sample consisted oi 111 cases from five
social agencies and included one duplicate which eluded us and

KN

For purposes oi this study,

was not noticed until much later.

this duplicetion was allowed to remain since many of the calcu-
lations had already been uade.

of the files and the Iilling in of the sched-
ules was done by all students according to an instruction sheet
prepared to help ensure uniiormity of interpretation. Any prob-
lems which arose were discussed at the time and the decision ad-
ded to the instruction sheet. The information came I{rom any
part of the file. The fact that ten people read files wight in-
troduce some limitations in accuracy and uniformity despite the
precautions taken, however, this was probably more than compen-
sated for by the dilution of personal bias which would result
from thig method. The completed schedules were chnecked to en-—
sure that all answers were completed in accordence with instruc—
tions and to exclude any obvious inconsgistencies. It was how-
ever impossible to reread all the files or check the actual in-
formation in any way. All the data from the checked schedules
wag coded and photostated onto 111 cards which were used in the
nalysgis of the separate studies by each student.

The analysis for this study was based on the questions
presented by this author for inciusion on tb schedule and fell
into six cate jories. (For actual questions see schedule appen-
dix A.) The first ol these was based on question eleven which

R vl

was concerned with who was the deserter snd weg to be answered

on the basis of intent, ie. who had made the decision to desert.




It was expected that by the answers to this guestion the nmen

could ve divided into the deserted and decerting groups and these

1

could be compared in respect to the remaining categories. There

were two cases where both paritners deserted wnich will be lgnor-

ed in this study because they could not form a significant group

N

of their own. A table will be set up To show the breakdown of
this group and percentages will be calculated to allow compari-

3

son with other figures. They will be compared with the results

®

of the trial run in order to show the effect of definition on
these figures.
The two groups of deserted and deserting husbands will be

compared to see how coften desertion was used previously. This

will be taken as an indication of marital adjustment in that tem-—

orary desertion previous to {inal desertion indicates previous

o]

attempts to break up the marriage, while the degerted husband, if
he hag not resorted to this has epparently been content to countin-
ue to live with hig family. I desertion occurs repeatedly in

the deserting group, it should show that the idea, that behavior
is repeated, is true for this area at least. The percentage of
repeaters will be calculated and compared to other studies. The

informetion r rding previous desertion will come irom quest-

D
03]
©

1 3

ions sixteen and seventesn on the schedule.

The next category will deal with work history of the man

end it was hoped that some distinctive behavior patierns would

be Tound for the deserter as compared to the deserted. The in-

formation came from guestions thirty-five, thirty-six, thirty-
seven, thirty-nine and forty. These guestions tried to estab-

) 1.,

lish a classification of occupation according to the one used DY
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the Unenployment Insurance Commission™, (only the very broad

headings were used, bul each case was clasgified according to

that definition), to determine employment status at the time of

desertion, to de he type of employment~ ie. full time,
ezsonal or casual, to establish regularity of euployment- le.

number of times employed in the last three jyears, and to det

mine whether the man was employed in town or out of tow If the

deserting husbends are not as well adjusted in their work settings,

the answers should indicete irregular types of jobs and irregu-

lar employment, both with regard to place and time.

The next category to be dezlt with will be education and
the information will be basged on answers to gquestion fifty-two.
Prom this information two aspects will be considered, the level
or educational attéinment and the fact of whether the various
levels of education had been completed not. Lower average ed-
ucation for either group will indicate that they were not as well
adjusted to the trend towsrd nigher education which has taken
place of late years. A comparison with census [igures
show whether the groups are above or pelow the norm for
A comparison of the two zroups to see which one hes
centagze who complete tTheir courses will slso indicate which gro
ig the more stable.

The next category willi deal with

The informetion will come from guesticns Tthirty

inclusive. These guestioneg sougnt to sghow where
X L -

1?. g, Diviesilon of

Labour, RDictionary of COccupa
Government Printing Cifice 7
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ing was done, whether it comstituted & problem in the opinion

of the wives and the soclal workers, count the

incidence of alcoholics vy the nuumber oi referrals to Alcoholics
Anonymous. The author chosge to iook at this question because 1t

oiten relatzd to a

@

i

&

rital digcord, both in the public mind and
in books on the subject. It was felt that information would ote

avallable and might indicate a specific pattern for deserti

s

&
husbands. Drinking itseli was not considered to be associated
directly with desertion or any form of marital conflict on the
other hand since marital stability depends on compatability it
might be possible to ghow that in those cases where desertion
occurs the couple did not enjoy drinking together in the home.
It wag therefore asked whether the husbands drenk at home or away
from home. With regard to those who would be shown to be drink-

1. i [

ing to excess, it was Thought this

u

indicate instebility
and so it was asked how many had been refusged to Alcoholics An-
onymous. Because an evaluation of the effect of drinking on
marital happiness is very difficult, it was felt that a compari-
gson of the wife's and the social worker's opinions would be in-
teresting.

The next category to be deall with will be the use of

I e

leigure time and the data will come from gquestion thirty-four.

This will be limited to a consgideration of whether the marital

partners spent their leisure time together or apart and who went

P i

U 1

out. Here word answers were given as quotationg from the Iile

03!

-

end will be classified according to the above two aspects., It

ot

1

is hoped that the results amay show that the use of leisure time

A

by the deserting group may represent desertion in minleture, ie.
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it may be Tound they gpe: heir Time away Ifrom home and sep—

arate from thelr

The comparisons in i dy wil made by working
out percentages an nting then in tal where the differ-
ences between the deserting and deserted groups can be noted.

Several comparisouns will be made with previous studies
regarding the incidence oi repeaters among deserters, and the
incidence of unemployment among deserters., Others will be made
with the incidence of alcoholics in Manitoba and the number of
yeers of gchooling for males in Winnipeg. While the wvalidity of
these comparisons may be questioned because of the small nun-

~

bers in some of the samples and finition by

which they were selected, it is thougl ' Y may prove in-

teresiing.

There are geveral limitations to the method of comparing

two groups of degerting and deserted nusbands in this study.
fue] iy O .y
total group was selected by a special definition while only
& b J P o
element of that definition was consgidered in separating the
two groups. The deserted group is too small. The severest limlt-
ation is of course the large number of Times when information was
not given which cut down the figures and made the velidity of the

findings doubtful.
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Of the 11 ses studied, it was found that the hus-
bands could be divided ianto two groups according to whether
they did the deserting or whether they were deserted, in view
of the data from question eleven. As shown in table one, the
basic groups will consist of eighty-siz deserting husbandsg and
twenty-three deserted husbands. The two where both pariners
deserted will be ignored in all subsequent tables and compari-
song.

TABLE I

ISTRIBUTION Or CASES BY MARITAL PARTNER DESERTING

Deserting Partner Number Percentage
Husband g6 T« 5%
Wife 23 20.8%
Both 2 1.7%
Total 111 100.,0%

Percentages have been calculated so0 as to be comparable
with other studies, but the limitations of comparebility must be
remembered. As an illustration of these limits regarding com-
parability in the deserted group, the question of who deserted
was decided by intent, while the whole group was selected on the
pasis of non-support being a part of desertion. This would tend

to cut down the proportion of wives deserting in the sample since

there is no legislation to compel wives tTo support husbands.

24
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This was borne out by my own memory of several cases discarded

thig reason and by the test run in which the total group

(@]
-

4
EX
was selected on the basis of apartness without agreement. In

this test run, there were fourteen male deserters, fourteen fe-

male deserters and one where both deserted, out of total of

Ay

twenty-nine.

3
P
g
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'“%S AND PERCENTAGE OF DESERTIN
WHETHER OR NOT THERE WAS PRE-
VIOUo DESERTION

A COMPARISON BY NI
DESERTED HUSuADDp

Deserted Husvand | Deserting Husband

Previous Desertion
Number| Percentage: Number Percentage

Previous Desertion 0 0% 52 56%
No Previous Desertion 18 13% 32 36%
Not Given 5 22% 22 ] 28%

Total 25 100% 36 100%

The next guestion to be looked at is marital adjustment
ag shown by previous use of desertion. As shown in table two,
none of the deserted group had ever deserted, but 50% of the
deserting husbands, for whom this information was available, had
deserted previously. Regarding frequency of previous desertion

of the thirty-two cases where previous desertion occurred, the

number of times was available in only half the cases and these
varied from one to five. The balance stated that it had occur-
red several times or often so that all that can be concluded is
that in more than nhali the cases where previous desertion occur-
red, it occurred several times.
I{ one presumes that amount of marital conilict or pres-—
.

sure on the marriages is roughly equal in these two groups, then

it is interesting that none of the deserted group ever used this




solution. Also, the idea that patterns tend to be repeated is
borne out by the number of times desertion wes used more than
once.

One can compare the incidence of previous desertion with

that found in other studies, Colcord reported eighty-seven per-
cent in her studyl had deserted more Than once, while O'Neill
reported Tifty percent in his studyZ. In making this comparison,
the limitations of comparability must be kept in mind and it is
probable that the differences are due largely to differences in
definition and groups studied. Also, the fact that this study
only congiders desertion by men, would limit the comparability.

The next category to be congidered .is work history and
the LlTSt aspect ol this ig occupation. Occupations are clas-
gsified according to the classificetion used by the uneumployment
nsurance commission with an added cetegory for armed services.
The ones which could not be classified for lack of information
were coded separately but are classed along with those not given
for this study.

It is interesting that the percentage oi clerical and
service occupations are larger in the deserted group and smal-

ler in the deserting group, while the percentage of skilled and

G‘;

unskilled in the deserting group are very large and conslderably

&

smaller in the deserted group. It should be mentioned that

l‘ .C. Colcord, RBroken Homes, A Study of Famnlly Deger-
tion and 1uD Social Treatment, lew York, Russell Sage TFounda-
tion, 1919 PP. 7-8.

2

ko S

Rn.F. O0'Neill, "Report on a study of one hundred cases

of desertion", The aﬂllg, IX (Jenuary 192¢) PP, 287-91.




skilled labourers included truck drivers and there was &

27

con-
siderable number of these 1in the deserting group.
TABLE 3
A CO¥DARISON OF DRESERTING AND DESERTED HUSBAWDS BY
QCCUPATION
Occupation Degerted Husbands Deéerting Husbands
*(E,E.S. Classification)! Numberirfercentage | Humber Percentage
Proiessional 1 4.3% 1 1.2%
Clerical 3 135.1 6 6.9
Agricultural o 0.0 1 1.2
Skilled 5 21.7 33 8.4
Qemi-skilled 0 0.0 3 5.5
Ungkilled 2 8.7 22 25.6
Armed Services 1 4.3 2 2o
Vot Given 3 50.4 15 17.4
Service 3 15,1 3 5.5
Total 25 100.0% 86 100.0%

.S, Division of Stendards and Research, Department of Labour,

Dictionery of Occupational Titles, Part ii (United States
Covernment printing Office Wasnington, 1539).

The next aspect of work history to be considered 1s em-

ployment status at the time of desertion. The subjects were clas-

sified as to whether they were employed, unemployed or retired in

table four, (Page 29). Thig study is mainly concerned in show-
ing a significant difference petween the two groups and while
the deserted group shows & sligntly higher percentage of employ—

ment than the deserting group,

slightly higher percentage of unemployed.

tell how

and the deserting group shows &

It ig difficult to

significant this is in view of the gmall numbers involved.

4 COMPARISON OF DESERTING AND DESERTED
MENT STATUS

Employment Deserted Husbands Deserting Husbands
Status JumbeT |Percentage Tumber | ercentege
Employed 14 60.9% 46 536 9%
Unenmployed 3 lB.E 138 22,1
Retired 1 r4.; o] 0.0
Hot Given 5 21.7 %1 24.4ﬁ

Total 23 100.0% 36 100.0%
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The incidence of unemployment in the deserting group

is quite high, but is certainly not present in the majority of
casesg as was stated in a study done on desertion in Manitoba
by the Welfare Supervision Boafd (in 1931). They claimed that
in the majority of cases wnere desertion occurred, the man had
been unemployed for several yearsl. This 1s more likely s
product of the depression than a direct cause of desertion, if
their statistics are accurate.

The next aspect of wors history was a compariéqn of
types of employment, that is, whether employment was full tine,
seasonal or casual. The results appear in table five, (Page
30). This table shows a lower percentage of deserting husbands
with regular full time jobs and regular seasonal jobs. On the
other hand, there is & large number of deserting husbands with
casual jobs compared to none in the deserted group. The per-
centage of those not given remains about the same, so the main

a4

limitation here appears to be the small numbers involved.

TABLE 5
A COMPARISON OF DESERTING AND DESERTED HUSBANDS BY TYPE OF
BEPLOYMENT

Type of Deserted Husbands Degerting Husbands
EBrnployvment Number: Percentage Number!Percentaze
Full Time Regular 10 43,59 : 29 55.1%
Seasonal Regular 2 3.7 ‘ 3 35¢b
Cagual _ 0 0.0 14 16.73
Mot Given 11 47 .8 40 46,5

Total 25 b 100,0% | 36 100.0%

The next aspect of work history considered was the number

1 o - ) . e

Report on the Problem oif Family Desertion in Menitoba.
By the Welfere Supervision Board of Manitoba. Report #7, Dent.
of Public Health and Welfare, April 1931, P 1Z2.
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of jobs held in the past three years. The results are given
in teble six. The three year period was considered fairly

short, but represented the mazimum that could be expected in

TABLE 6
A COMPARISON OF DESERTING TED HUSBANDS RY NUMBER
¥ JOBS FOR YEARS
Number of Jobs Deserted Husbands Desevtlng Husbandsg
In Three Years Number Percentage Number: Percentage
One ) 21.°7% 11 12.7%
Several 3 15.1 28 52.6
Mot Given 15 65,2 47 54,7
Total 2% 100.0% ; 56 100.0%

the files. The classification was therefore simplified to
show only those with one job aad those with seversl. The ones
with several are presumed to be an indication of instability.
Obviously, there would be exceptions to this since stable per-
sons do change jobs sometimes, but the results show sufficient

s

iifference between the two groups that this probably could not

ve accounted for by normel job changes. Again the deserted

group showed o larger percentage with one job than did the des-

3

erting group and the reverse is true oi those with seve

i.._.l

00S.

=
o

2
There is a difference of ten percent in the not given category.
This would probably depress the results for both those with one
and several jobs in the deserted group. I this is true, the
slight difference this would cause probably would not affect
the observed trend, but would modify the ratio to some extent.
O0f the three deserted and twenty—eight deserting hus-
pands who had several jobs in the last three years, it was de-

termined, by the data from guestion forty-one, that all three

1

the deserted husbands had had all their jobs in town while

e

0
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nine of the deserting husbands had jobs out of town. Employ-

ment mobility might also indicate instebility of employment.
Again there are mobile types of employment which are stable
these days and no attempt was made to evaluate this. It is,
however, doubtful 1f thig factor could account for all oi the
trend shown.

The next category to be examined ig adjustment to ed-
ucation. The resgults are rather superficial in this area Dbe-
cause of the few details one could hope to get. In table seven,
(page 32), since answers were availlable for both academic and
other types of training for some and not for others, these two
types of training nhave been separated to allow counting cases
in both categories when possible.

TABLE 7

A COMPARISON OF DESERTED AND DESERTING HUSBANDS BY EDUCATION

Level of Deserted Husbands| Dessrting Husbands
Education NumberiPercentage! Humber | Percentage

Academic Training

Incomplete Public

School 0 0.0% 11 12.8%
Complete Public

School o) 0.0 ] 9.5
Incomplete High

School 2 3.7 11 12.8
Complete High \

School 1 4.3 3 5.5
Incomplete Univer-—

sity 0 0.0 1 1.2
Complete Universi-

ty 1 4.3 0 0.0
Hot Given 19 82.7 5He 60.4

Total 25 100.0% 519 100.0%
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Additional Training

Level of Deserted Husbands! Deserting Husbands
maucation Number Percentage: Number Percentage
On The Job Training 1 4.5% 6 T.0%
Vocational Training 0 0.0 4 4.
Professional Training 1 4.3 2 2.3
Kot Given 21 Gl.4 T4 86,0
Total 25 100.,0% 36 100.0%

Certainly these results sre too limited 'to be valid,
but there are a couple of interesting points. 0f the answers
given, the deserted group tend to be concentrated a little high-
er on the scale than do the deserting group. Other training
was reportéd e little oftener in the deserting group, bul this
may partially be due to the slightly higher percent reporting,
or may be related to the higher percentage oi skilled labour
reported in the work history.

A more interesting point, however, is that in the acad-
enlic training, theydeserting group shows a distinct concentra-
tion in the incomplete categories while the deserted group does
not. If the figures were large enough, this should be valid ev-
idence of a specific pattern of adjustment.

In order to assess the sample in comparison with the
population of Winnipeg, the cases {or which there wags information
.were compared to years of schooling for the male population of
Winnipeg as 1t appears in the 1951 census. Since the figures
were given in years of schooling for age groups ten to seventy
and over, in five and ten year periods for meles not attending

school, it was necessary to figure out the distribution of age

in this sample as of 1951, and to compare them with the equiva-
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lent from the census table. This sample was found to vary froa

twelve to fifty-nine years of age in 1951, and so had to ue
compared with the figures for the male populstion of Winnipeg

from ten to sixty-four. These groups vere totaled and percen~
tages worked out and the results appear in table eight (paze 34).
It was necessary to combine the second and third categories in
the census into the class one to eight years schooling as this
division was not made in this study. One limitation of this
method is that years of school are not directly comparable with
grade attained. It is interesting to notice that the deserting
group maintained a level slightly below the norm for Winnipeg,
wnile the deserted group are above, but the figures are ob-

viously toco small to mean much.

TABLE 8

A COMPARISON OF DESERTED AND DESERTING HUSBANDS AVD MALE
POPULATION OF WINNIPEG FROM CENSUS BY YEARS OF SCHOOL-
ING
Years at Hale Pop. of Wpg.* | Deserted Husb. Deserting HUSD.
School ~ No. i Percentage No.:Percentage: No. ! Percentage
0 1230 1.7% 0 O.% 0 0.0%
1-8 27966 59.8 0 0.0 19 50.0
g.12 34071 43 .4 3 60.0 14 %6.83
15-16 4971 7.1 1 20.0 5 13.2
17 2115 5.0 1 20.0 0 0.0
Total 7055% 100.07 5 100.0% e} 100.0%

*Census of Canada, 1951,

Population, Vol II,

Years of School-

ing by Cities and Age, (Queen's Printer OttaW“ 1951), table

2G-17.
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The next category is the use of alcohol.

In order to
thought to con-

many cases the wife

a problem and in how many casesg the social
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sulte ars

the drinking

given in table nine, and

that there is more diiference in the opinlouns

hebits of husbands.

.
<

jegerted husbands felt it was a problem nine

ves of the deserting husbends, while
as a problem only eight percent
up. This is offset by the fact that

there were nineteen percent more answers for tne deserted group
and if the percentage was calculated excluding those for which
the data was not available, the trend would have been reversed.
TABLE 9
A COFPABI N OF DESERTED AND DESER {IVES' AND
SOCIAL 1 KbQ‘” CPINIONS AS TO A PROB-
LEH
Opinion re Deserted Husbandg Deserting Husbandg
Drinking Number: Percentage Number §Percentage
Opinion of Wife
A Problen 10 43.4% 20 24..9%
Mot a Problen 4 17.5 3 7.0
Not Given 9 59,1 50 58.1
Total 25 100.0% 36 100.0%
Opinion of Social Worker
A Problem 2 8. T% ‘ 14 16.5%
Not a Problem 5 21.7 5 5.8
Mot Given 16 9.6 67 77.9

Total 23 100.0% 36 100.0%

It wes also thought that drinking hebits might be dif-
ferent as regards where the drinking was done so 1t wae asked
whether they drank away from home or at home. These results ap-
pear in table ten. TFrom the resulls it appears that there is

no significant difference in the

L3

place ol

drink hetween the

12
u




TABLE 10

A OF DESERTED AYD DESERTING HUSBAWDS BY PLACE
OF DRINKING
Place of Deserted Husbands Deserting Husbands
Drinking Number Percentage Number Percentage
Drank at Home 1 4y 5% ' 3 3.5%
Drank Out 5 21.8 18 2 9
Not Given 16 65.6 ‘ 64 74.A
ot Applicable 1 4.3 1 1.2
Total 23 100.0% 36 100.0%

two groups. It 1s interesting that the figures are so high for
those who drank away Irom home. Since both of these groups can
be considered to have been living in a state of marital conilict,
perhaps this is not surprising. The not applicable group con-
gisted of those who could definitely be szid not to drink, there-
fore 1t is rather interesting to see a slightly lerger percen-
tage in the deserted group. The fact.that the figures are =0
small makes it impossible to conclude anything, but perhaps it
indicateg thet stability or instability could more easily be
shown by counting none-drinkers than attempting to lock at dif-
ferences in the use of alcohol.

Finally in an effort To evaluate the actual incidence

P

of alcoholism in these groups, all file

0]

which mentioned a rei-

m

erral to Alcoholics Anonymous were counted. The results appear
in table eleven. The numbers involved are rather small, but
are presented with these reservations. There 1s a higher per-
centage of referrals in the deserted husbands but whether this
indicates more alcoholics, more knowledge of degerters, or more
use of community regources is difficult to tell. 1Ii, however,

- ' oo .,

one compared the results with the normal incidence of alcoholism
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Deserted Husbands
Number Percentage MNumber P
. 2 8. 7
A.A. 21 91

23 .10

3 Dc

in Manitoba, this might shed some lignt on the meaning of these
figures. The Committee on Alcoholism for Manitobe, using the
Parran formula, estimated that 65% of the adult population of
Manitoba consume alcoholic beverages and that &% of these are
alconolics, and that the ratio of men to women is five tTo onel.
It follows therefore that 3.25% of the adult male populstion
should be alcoholics. 1In view of this it follows that our 8.7%
of deserted husbands is a relatively high figure and that the
2.5% Tigure for deserting husbands is slightly below that ex-
pected.

The last cetegory thetl we were interested in investi-

wes use of leisure time. TFew results were obtained

but they are given and claessiiied in Ttable twelve. 0If the

Use of Leisure Desertied Husband Deseyting Husband
Time Number Percentagei Number | Percentage

Husband Went Out - ]
Wife 3Stayed Home . L. 5% o
Husband STtayed Hone
Wife Went Qut 0
Went Out Together , : o)
Hot Given B 30
Total ; 7 85

°

®

0
O
o1
0%
P

92
10
he

m
L

1. . S ~

“The Commlttee onn Alcoholism for HManitobe, roblem of
Alconolism, Brief, presented to The Namltoo LlGdOL Enguiry Com-
mission: (The Alcoholism Foundation of Ma nltOUa, 1954), P 5.
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answers given, it is interesting that the deserting group all
did the same thing, while the deserted group were sgpread in
all categorieg. In the deserting group the activities includ-
ed gambling, drinking with friends, and parties. The deserted

husband who stayed home had & hobby ralsing rare gold fish.
J J &5 &5

0f the two cases in the deserted group where they still went

out together, they could not agree wnile they were out together.
? o O &




CHAPTER 1

COHCLUSION

The data presented in Chapter IV shows some differ-
I

ences in the two groups as compared in this study.

bers
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tions already discussed,

thege differences would be

dets were available. All that
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maintained even for
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constitures an
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this study if

L

can be sald then is that there

appears to be a tendency for these differences to exist in the

gubjects for which data was

no applicability to other areas

to indicate possible further
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available.
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ed group d4id not. The author presumed that marital conflict

existed in bothh groups.

Observations were also made regarding work history to

see 1if any differences in patterns exist between the two groups.

)

In this study, there was a tendency for the desgerted group to
have a slightly higher concentration in the professional, cleri-
cal and service types of employusent, while the deserting hus-

R

bands hed e glightly higher concentration in the unskilled,

semi-skilled and skilled categories. At the time of desertion,
the deserting group hed a slightly hizher percentage of unem-

~

ployment. A comparison ol regularity of employment based on type

of work done, ie., full time, full time seasonsl or casual lab-

our, indicated that there wag a higher percentage of casual
laborers in the deserting group. A comparison ol the number
of jobg held in the last three years ghowed the same general
distribution with the deserted group having the highest percen-
taze of people with one steady job and the deserting group with
the largest percentage of people having had several jobs. Of
those in both groups who had several jobs, none in the deserted
group worked out of Winnipeg, while half of the ones from the
deserting group worked out of Winnipeg.

It therefore becomes evident that for this group at
least there is probably a tendercy for the deserting group to

1 1

have a work history characterized by instability of employment

! )

in time, place, and type oi employment, and to choose jobs of
types which generally reguire less consistent participation in

o

hese areas. It was ol course impossible within this study to
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get any indicetion of the

Another area invegtigeated was the educational stand-

ing and history o

o

ot

the two groups. Three observations were

made here. TFirst, Tthat the educational attainment of the des-

erting group tended to be below that of the deserted group.
There also seemed to be & teundency for the deserting group to

have incomplete school standings more olten than did the des-

erted group. ZFurther a rough comparison with census informe-

i

tion indicated that the desgerted group had a higher than aver-
age number of years schooling, while the deserting group had
a lower tThan average number ol years schooling.

Another aspect investigated was the use of alcohol aand
wnile there was soume glight diiference in sonme figures, no
zeneral trend could be seen in this study. Several isolated
differences came out. There was a vasl difierence between the
wife's and the social worker's opinions as to whether alcohol
constituted a problem. Referrals to Alcoholics Anonymous were

higher for the deserted than the deserting group, and also,

v

the

s

v were higher than the estimated averasge for Manitoba. This
might‘partly be due to an broader use of community resources
by the deserted group but there mey also be a higher incidence
of alcoholism,

Another arca of interest was the usge of leisure time Dby
these two groups. In every case reported from the deserting

group, the husband went out alone and the wife was left at home.

In the deserted group, this happened in only one case, wnile

"~

in another case the wife went out and leit the husband at hone,
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and in the other two they went out together, but did not agree

-

while they were out. It would appear that about all that cen
be sz2id is that neither of these two groups spend thelr leisure
time together successfully, but there i1s a tendency, in that
part of the deserting group for which we had answers, for
leisure time to constitute a wminiature desertion. The numbers
are of course too smaell to even generalize for oﬁr own samples.
The most significant thing that this study indicates
is that in comparing these two groups, differences can be 0D—
tained with some degree of consistency even though both groups
have peosed through a perlod of marital conflict whicnh result-
ed in the disolution of the marriage. I believe that this
1ifference is o function of whatever is the causal factor in

4

the person's declsion to solve his difficulties by means of
desertion. Many studies have been done on similarities of Give
orce, desertion and separation but since these are particular
solutions to common problems, I ovelieve these similarities
haeve all been related to the similarity of the common problem
and that the real clues to the use of the difierent solutlions
lies in o study of their diiferences.,

In desertion, ag long as the deserter is defined as
one who abandons, with intent and without agreement, he cen be
thought of as solely responsible for fThe declsion to desert.

Tt therefore follows that in investigating the differences
bvetween the deserter and the deserted, one is in effect sepa
rating desertion as such {rom all the other ramifications of

N

marital conflict for wrich the deserted may be egually respon-—
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sible. This is unique in desertion Dbecause it simplifies the

study to a comsideration of one partner at a time. In separa-
tion end divorce, often both partners have a hand in deciding

on the solution to be used. For these reasons, I believe this

&

study has demonstrated a possible valid approach for finding
the differences that would indicate the specific personality
traits of the deserter. This is borne out by the findings

for tnose of tihis group for which informaetion was availavle and
within the limitations as stated. There was a tendency for

the déserier to use desertion repeatedly, to have an unstable
work history, to have a slightly lower and incoumplete educa-
tional standing, and to spend nhis lelsure time away from his
fTamily. Further study wmight cbrroborate these findings with

. higher degree oi reliability, but if the dynamics ol the per-

o

onalit

n

7 involved were to be investigated at a greater depth,

<.

)

Tne ¢

£

se study metnod should be employed.
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STUDY OF DESELTION
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> Information

§8]

2]

Birthdate of husband 2. Rirthdate of wife
Country of birth of husband 4. of wife

entry to Cenadsa of husband 6. of wife

i

T oy v
Year ©

c_»:

Tthnic origin of husband c. of wife
Religious denomination of husband 10. of wife

fho deserted? 1) husband 2) wife 3) both

214,

-
(@)

Date of Marviage 1) 2) H.G. 13. Date of desertion
1 2) M.G.

Is this & ¢.L.U. 1) Yeg 2) o %) WG

15. If so, how many yeers standing 1)

Did the man d sert previously at any time within the
present marriage? 1) Yes 2) No 3) N.G.

17. If yes, record 1) number of times ___ 2) actual
words 1n record describlng Ifrequency of desertion:

o

e
Lieii e

Did the woman desert previously at anytiume within the
present marrisge? 1) Yes  2) Ho 3)

19, 1If yes, record 1) number of times _

words in record descriping ireguency of desertion:
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25,
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Yes

noime
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1)

52.
23
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married previously (circle if C.L.7.)
2) _IL‘O 5) iioGu

£, previouc
desertion 2) divorce 3) se t
es other 6) N.G. 7) N.Z.

marria LEe

woman married previously (circle if C.1.U.)
Yes 2 o 3)  N.G.

degerted

-

yes, wag previous marriage dissolved by 1)
sertion 2) divorce j) separation 4) death
other 6) H.G. T) H.A.

person set up & C.L.U.7 1) Yes 2) No

e
.i.\! «Js

deserting person set up & C.L.U. 1)

Ul
~— 4y

]

O, I0W
.A'v

l\\fﬂG.

m

long

¥

L

Yes 2)

NeGo

If
33

Was wife p

2)

If man drank,

so, how long after 1)_ 2) W.G.

NeA.

T P —

eabouts of the deserter knownt+t 1) TYes 2)
W.G. 4) Doubtful
pregnant at the time of the desertion? 1)
o 3)  N.G.

vas 1t mainly 1) at home 2) outside

3) N.G. 4) H.A.
nan's drinking cop@ider d a problem by the wife?
Yes 2) No 3) W.G. 4) HN.A.
oy the social worker 1) Yes 2) Lo 3) H.G.
4) H.A.

f?

.  Was mention

or

How did husbend and
Quote:

made in the file of atteupts ©

0o get =
that he wzs in AA. 1) Yes 2) ¥o 3) i.A.

wife typically spend their leisure
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ITT OQccunation, Work History ana zconomic Status
#35. COccupation of huspand

\/

56. At time of desertion was man 1) employe
ployed 3) unemployable 4) retired 5

ular 2) full time v

. Was work 1) full time reg eg
2 (21l other than 1) and 2)

seasonal 3) casua
4)  H.G.

38. Was man working 1) at night 2) regularly out oi town
tor a few days at a time 3) out of town for a longer
time 4) worked regu nours in town 5) N.G. b) N.A.

I__J fte
"5

39. How many jobs did man have in the 3 years prior to
desertion 1) one 2) seve 3) H.G.

4G. IT more than one, were al

jobs other then the last
in Winnipeg 1) Yes 2) 0 i

3} L\iof;o 4‘) i\fo.A.o

f not, did family move around with him 1) Yes
) Mo 3) H.G. 4) .4

41.

N

any pub-

h

¥472, AT time o©

desertion wes family in receipt o
lic assistanc .

i a i
tance? 1) Yes 2) o 3) U.G

#4755,  Approximate income (from all so UfCGQ> at time of
desertion 1) z

1
il

:.«;.\}'o

N
p—

44. Was there a contribution from 1) husband 2)
wife 3) both 4) neither 5) N.A.

45. Was wife working 1) Yes 2) o 3) U.G.

’9“1"‘3.’

e
i»D

W
~—

46, Wife's occupation 1) 2) 1

47. I Temily was not receiving assistance at time of
desertion were they enrolled subsequently 1) Yes 2)
Ho 3) N.G. 4) N.h.

43, If yes, give date 1) 2) N.G. 3) N.A.

5 AN S e 5 WS

_C‘

49. In month o” October 1957 was Tamily in receipt of any
public assistance 1) Yes 2) No 3) W.G.

50. Approx. ilncome (from 211 sources) for October or
previous month 1) 2) MN.G

Ut
,.__1
.

Y -
Has there a contribution from 1) husband 2) wife
5) ooth 4) neither 5) .G
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Education and Social Status
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Public Scnool

Complete Incomplete Comple

2. Husb. 1) 2)
3., Wife 1) 2)

Children and Qthers in Family

54.

=

59.

)
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Rirthdates of
Children in
order oi birth

20

High School Additional Vocation— Pro-
ori job &l or oth-ies.
te Incomp- Training cr Train- Train-
late lﬂ\; ing
3) 4) 5) 6) 7)
=y I a 7
3) ) 5) &) /)
Sex 56, If not Child 57. 3chool,53. With
of union, employed, whom
state whose etc. are
children

Date help sought
with child's prob-
lem

60. Date prob- 61. Ko. of 62.%as child ©3.Give

lem first stated ©placed aiter Reason
recognized problenm desertion for
Placeument
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VI TReasonsg given for ths Degertion

#64, By the deserted person:

#65, Source of above informstion

#66. By desgerting person

s
o

g
-]

Source of above information

i3
o
(93]

By Social worker

%69, Jource of above information

VITI Agency Service

#70, How did deserted person's contact with this agency begin:

i

through desgerted person's own initiative

through referal from a social agency

through referral from a lawyer

through referral Irom church

through referral from neighbor or reletive or Ifriend
other

was already an active case
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