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'( ‘ ; Components of Educational Achievemént and Mob111ty % -;

in Black Families S e
‘ LA ‘ . N Harriette P1pes McAdoo, ‘Ph.D..
RN ) .. .',' ' Y n RN
: “As we review the jssues related to the qua1ity of life of B1acks'in‘the year '

2000, it is necessary to document the fami]y factors that have facilxtated mobi1-
‘{,’ ' 1tyland the matntenance of stab111ty in.the past These very factors that have.
been effective in the past few generations wil], in all 1ikelihood, be the most

‘valuab1e coping strateg1es in the year 2000 and beyond

.

. Aspirations for higher educational achievementarea‘prereouisite for almost.
the only roué;.of mobility open to the Black 1ndfvidua].‘ jhe iack of educational
achievement will only contjnue the perpetuatjon ot~a donnward spira{. It is im-
portait to document these factors begause of the growing ev1dence that school
achievement and scores on IQ tests aré directly refated, net to- ethn1c1ty, but
to th- sociocultural economic factors of parental occupation and education
(Coleman, 1966; Mercer, 1972; Chase,-1977)ﬂ Data on school ach1eyement,has con-
_ cisely'shown‘that when socioeconomdc' factors are equalized, there'are~no differ-
~-ences in measured 1nteiligenee~between ethnic/racial'groops:(Mercer, 1972; Maye-
ske, 1971). ' Therefore, to improve academ?t achieyement ?br a gronp, it is nec-
essary to 1mprove its economic status Remed1at1on alone given to a group stressed
with poverty will have only 11m1ted infpact when compared to ra151ng the genera1

.

economic ‘security of 'he fam11y

To ne]p ‘isolate the factors ‘that have been found most. support1ve for Black
*
mobilit/ a sample of parents of school- age qh11dren were selected who were
ab1e themse]ves to man1pu1ate the -educational and economic ladder. to reach middle

income socioedoncmiclstatus, " To find out how they fiad coped

cou]o lead researrhers and oolrcvmakers 1n ,the direction of formylating

" . policies re.ating to the family that wou]d be most supportive in prov1d1ng the

.3
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‘rgsddrces from the community agencies that will allow more children from minority
{ . ) o ' o .
fami]ies to seek and to achieve higher education.’ ; .'

In examfniné fhe Black -families in our counfry theré are several assumptions
. that must be made.  The first.1§ that the Black family is composed of a very plu- .
ralistic group of‘dbmestia units with-a great deal of diveks1ty. The second,is _‘ .
that withoﬁ£ a ;ertain level of financial stability, pafents wf]] not have the
reéoufces‘to meet the deve]opmenta1 needs of their children. And the third assump-

tion is that parenting is more difficult for Black and minority parents than for

parents from the majority group.

. ‘éarentfng has been defined as thé process by which the family soaializes
-the cﬁi]d into ‘the gender, cultural, and gco;omic roles that the parents agg/or
the society deem appropriate. The Black parent must guide the child through
conflicting deve]opmental tasks The child must assimilate tha dominant views
of our'society, and at the same time move te actualize his potential. Now a /
conf1ipt»occurs, because these very societal views are the very ones that pre-
vent his reaahing his potential. Thié‘sodietal preference for the majority
group haé been .operationalized into an environment that has foraed family units
to raly upon themselves, rather than upon the wider community educational in-w

stitutions.:

“This lack of value of diversity for non-majority groups had been shown in
the perpetuation of myths about the minority groups. /Two myths that have been
assim11ated into’ the mainstream of the society's thqﬁghts ‘have had profound
impact: 1) the belief in the 1nherent cogn1t1ve infériority of. Blacks, and 2)
the belief thzt compensatory programs have no 1mpact on later cognitive develop-
ment of minority children. These beljefs are firmly imbued into the society to

an extent that research findings consistent with this view are widely acclaimed,

2 ./ ’
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in spite of faulty or non-existent data and'sharp criticismzof proponents of these
views (Jensen, Moynihan, Shockley and Herrnstein, et al). lﬁeanwhile,data that~ref
fute these mythsiare not picked up by the media and are nof translated 1nto‘cprrent
folk-beliefs. Coleman (1966), Mercer (1972), Mayeske (197i); and Chase (1977)

have presented carefu11y designed, large-scale studies ano detailed reviews that .

have factored out the elements that are aCtuaIly connectEd with achievemenx TheéeA,

elements are basically the env1ronmenta1 press, the econom1c Tevel of the fam11v and
the provision of prevent1ve health services for ‘their chxldren

. Shipman (1977), and Gordan (1977), unlike most.researchers who‘gave up on Heao
Start when IQ differences were not immediatelv annarénf ‘in nar1v ﬂlﬂmﬂﬂtar" Sc“oo1.
have been some of the few researchers who have contvnued to monitor the ach1eve-
ment patterns of minor1ty children who were enro]leh in Head Start and compared
them with control groups who had not received this/extra help. Their fo]]ow-up
data have found profound long-term differences between the two groups. The dif-
ferences 1n achievement and p1acement in classes for the retarded are sign1ficant,
w1th the Head Start children perform1ng consisteﬁt]y better than the control.

Meanwhile, unfortunately, these pre schoo1 progfams have been systematically elim-

 inated and decimated atross the country.

These recent findings have not been consiétent with the prevailing societal
preferente for racial ab111ty d1fferentiat1onland the lack of remedxation impact.
Therefore,these results are not dwsS1m1natedlto become a part of the training of

the next generatjon of educational and soc1a) service professionals or to the

present policymakers, who are designing and [implementing programs ?or minority
fami]jes The lack of compensatory program and the be11ef of 10wered ability
have resulted in support for warehousing the e children in- school bu11d1ngs until

they are raleased, unskilled, to become nonfproductive adults, perpetuating the

-

]
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.. low-achigvement cycle.  Black family members have ‘had to agcept thereality that
shpport for the aspirations for high athievement éeldom'is found” 1n the Qub11c .
school. The fact that Black families have. continued to fupction at a]l despite

" overwhelming qdds, is: due to ‘the survival meghan1sms that have evo1yed over gen-_‘

" erations.

An examination of the research 11terature offered Titgle direction for the

1dentif1cation of antecedent ‘components: of B]ack family mobility. ' Theré is.a

‘. marked lack of awareness of how the Black fam11y functions,Hue to severa1 factors
~ The Black family is often ignored in the research literature, or if stud1ed only

the most prob?emat1c families are studied, such as families where the- qpther is

ceiving free medical aid (B1]11ngsley, 1968) C%A1ect1ng da'a in reporting the

but as far as its use in policy setting, it can be very dang ous.  The reason

it is r1sky'is_that data gathefed from these families, facing|the most severe

problems in our society, are then generalized to a11581ack fa iliesf The

other tendepcy is to igndre the stable family unit, both Black and white-

B i é ck families and i t h e meéans ! y- which
they become mébile have been igﬁored in the i}terature with gnly one steréo-.

-'type family type proJection be1Zg a]lowed Many &f the polic .ékers have ’

accepted the stereotypic view as the one view and have implem nted pelicies

. that have been found to be destructtve.

A close evaluatibn of literature from many sources points to the diversity

L “and the variety of what cou]d be considered valid Black expe 1ences It must

& be remembered that historicaily Blacks came from a variety o# cultural groﬁbs,

both on the Cont1nent and here in America. ' The slavery experience'lead to two
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. highly| differentiated family’structures that tended to Tead-to different mobility
T '~patterns., The oneﬂgroup fropm which most 1iteratu e,is‘tound;'and the one from which . -

" most stereotypes on the'dlack familylevolved"i the plantation system. The other

syst is the farm system, about which little is inown (Jones. 1965). . A slave

who ha been 1n the plantation system would have z different experience and a
o different family structure and family interaction patterns ‘than families who

were pﬂaced on 'the smaller |farms in the North and in~the South. . The plantation

-}F\’ system. of which Haley 3 (1976) Kunte Kinte was.an example, faced an ngersonal

economic organization'in which the master was the ead of all family uqits and
/-

the Biack male role was the most Vulnerable Howeyer, the economic aystem re-

; : quired a sUrplus of males; therefore an adequate !
e available for the ‘children 1n the family units On the farms brutality was also :5 :
found however because of the economic system evol ing there, the Black family '
tended to wark as an economic it of‘kin dEpendent upon.the'leadership of the
adult man" The7slave families tended to be patrice tal, with the male'recoénized ‘

as the head of household, From these two patterns, ouplEd with the diversity  ° Do

provided by the different cultural and religious grolps from Afrrca evolved a
: unique family form which was neither Africdan nor mai.stream It evolved 1nto

: the creation af Afro~American family life style.

In one examination of the plantation based»unit , Gutman did test Moynihan's

hypothesis (1976) Gutman felt that if a male absen household with a disorgan-
ized family was the modal f rm perpetuated as the res lt of slavery, then the

-structural form should be even more common during and innmdiately after slavery.

! l
’ He examined the b1rth death\ marriage records, slave\transferral records and
U.S. Census and found that data to ‘support Moynihan s hypothesis were not avail-

' able Indications of strong;fam)ly units were found dating from the middle of

K, . . & b L T \ -



https://turpl'us.of

Educational Achievement/Mobility
* H. McAdoo

thé's]avé period into‘the éar1y‘part of this century.

Lewis (1967) has pointed oyt that the tendency to analyze data by skin color
. rather-than by inéome level has added support to the "s]averj specific hypothesis".
Low income Blacks are routinely compared in }esearch with higher income whites,
providing significant family structural differences, interpreted as racial, that
are actually socio-ecqnomic'differences. These‘interpretations'only addéd faulty

' support to the "culture of poverty" hypothesis (Gutman, 1976).

%here have been several eﬁpirical stydies that have found Simi]ar results.
-but because of inherent bias within the soc1a] science 11terature, they are. not
widely known. Another historian found resu]ts s1m11ar to Gutman s for the Nine=
teenth Century. Lammermeier (1974) used the 1850-1880 U.S. Census, the vital
. s

recbrds, city directories and tax aséessments to obtain iwformation on 80,000

Blacks who Tived in seven cities‘along the Ohio River. He, too, found that the

predominant Black family iﬁt consisted of a mother and father, with the family

often extended by thé'pre nce of elderly or unmarried relatives. ’
-

In a recent study of 1651 Black families, randomly selected from 25 ‘metro-
politan areas, Heis (1975) summarized his findings on Ere Black families in this
manner: 1) the majority live in nuclear households; the Black are more 11ke1y ‘
to Tive in mu]ti-generational units; 2) a majority of Black children live in
families of six or more;.3) a relatively weak relationship between objective
. SES 1ndicatorsvand Black family structure; 4) most Black families are not female-
dominated, even ,in lower status groups; 5) mén who were brought up in female-
controlled homes are not feminine in tﬁeir.behavior; 6) the age of marriage is
late, 60% ofllﬁwer status Bléck women marry after age 18, while 60% of the men

marry after age 21.
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The most recent data on Black family structure is, found in the 1975 Census
data. The typieél Black family was found to be in two-parent household units
with stable marriages (U.S. Census, 1975), yet the stereetype of female-headed '

homes .continues to be disseminated via the media and professional training.

The data are clear on Black family structure. 'Furthefmore;the financial
vu]nerabi]ify of Black fami11es'that 1ih1ts educat%ﬁnal advancemgnt is becom-
ing even clearer. Blacks have experienced discrimination in the form of isola-
tion from the economic and educational mainstreaﬁ of our society. The sad facts

_of life are that without.adequate finances, parenis are Qnab]e to have the re-
sources available to meet the developing needs of their children. While a degree
of economic mobility may have-been occurring, over 62% of Blacks in the bnited
States in 1974 eafhed less than $10,000;, compared to approximately 30% of the
non-Blacks. Ten thousand dollars was the standard set by the Bureau of Labor
Statistics as the absalute minimum that an urban family of four could live upon
with any degree of security. In the majority of units, both poor and non-poor,

the husband is the main breadwinner. Both parents work in 84% of the fawilies,

but the wife earns only one-third of the total family income (Nat'l Urban Leé@ue. 1975).

Data have. repeatedly shown that educational achievement is related to [the family
income more than it is related-to any other critefia, whether it is sex, race,
length of.time in éhe éountry, or educational curriculum. Therefore, the lower
income would be'seen ag the strongest contributor to lack of Black educatibnal

attainment.

In 1974 the Black-to-white median income ratio was 58%, the same as in 1973.
In 1975 the Black male hééﬁ-of-househg]d earned a median income of $10,365, yet
the female head-of-household, representing 25-30% of the dwelling units, only

earned $4,465. Black males only now earn what white males earned in 1963 (U.S.

.~

7
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Census,.1975) The recent recession'wfped out much Of thevpfogress of the Tast ™
few years, result1ng 1n & decline in, the proportﬁon of middle 1ncome Black fam=
ilies. A decline a1so occurred in mu1t1p1e B]ack earners wh11e an 1ncrease
occurred among non-8lack ‘families (Hi11, 1976) ‘In other wbrds "as the m1dd1e
‘income white female was entering the 1abor market the B]ack female both m1dd1e
©and lower incomes was being 1aid off, demoted oc prevented f bm entering the

-

job market.

The breakdown of income in‘the United States of.race:x sew shows that the
Towest pa1d working group has consistently been the B1ack fema1e whether as
wife or as head of househo]d The sex d15cr1m1nation hurts Black families A
harder because, contrary to the stereot/ped they are more dependent upan the
two 1ncomes, based on the fact that the Black male is underpaid for comparable‘
education.and occupation. In 1974 wh1te female -heads of household had a median
income of $7, 019 wii 1e tHe BJack fema1e heads only earned $4,595, a ratio of 65 of
the non-Black one-parent family 1nco£e (Urban League, 1975) The econom1c

forces have resulted in a higher p;rcentage of Black families having homes

with single parents. DOuring the fecession 7ore'mothers:were forced to move

“in with thelr ch11dren or w1th,5e1at1ves By 1974, 33% of Black children
were 11V1ng in units headed by a relative ather than the father (Hi11, 1976).
This was part of the supportife fam11y network structures that have evolved

, over the’ centur1es that tend to offset the vulnerability of the. sing1e~parent
household f The.evo]xement-of fam111es in extended familism tends to increase
the farther the famt1y'is p]aced~from the Amer1can mainstream "The d1str1m-'
;ination'and racism;éxpe enced by some‘ethnic groups (Blacks,'dews,'recent
.mtgrants ) has continde-.to reinforce the‘necessity.of therfami1ies to support
each other. The extegded kih—he]p patterns are not unique to BTacks, but are

common in moSt minor ty groups. ’he kin-help patterns do tend to 1ntens1fy

10
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under. goorer economic conditions. : Y

>

" The mechanisms of kin-help patterns have been found'?nIMany forms: the ex-

‘ tendedtfami1y structure, the.e1ose interactibn betwéen domestic units, the equal-
itarian parent relationsh1p and the ‘kin-help system The Kinlhefp system has been
well documented by Stack (1974) and Bi111ngsley (1968) The fami{y is¢ seen asv |
providing one of the. screens of opportun1ty that have fac1]1tated educat1ona1 mo-

"—_pility as the kin and non-kin units have supported the domestic funct1bn1ngs of

/’theﬁfami1y. However, a conf11¢ting~ro]e of. the kin-neln exchange has been often
overlooked. A. Mcheen (1971) in his study oftwo?kfng class families in Wash-
ington, D.C., found that the individual who attempted to be upwardly mobile had

. to cut himself off. ~Stack (1977) fdund that the reciprocal obligations of the

kin-nelp system prevented stable narriages and‘often was a drain on the resources
of the individual. Stack found that her families did: not cut themselves off,

as in McQueen's study, however, the families did tend to participate in a.system
in which they gave loans to the other membérs, not expect1ng repayment. These
mobile families - thus created .. a n une q“; al situ-
ation in relatio n to the "16ane“ that ‘tended to stifle the.
unending requeet for money. By this process, the mobile individual may fulfill
past obligations and 1imit-ongoing ones, wh1]e at the same time prov1d\ng himself
with greater flexibility in seeking hob111ty goals. Yet this ind1v1dua1\had

still paid his dues to the kin help “1nsuﬁanee policy" tnat will prdvide a cushion

in case he, too, falls from this vulnerable position. .

This research attempted to test what patterns existed wlth1n the Black fam-
i]y after }his mobility ‘occurred. Even the midd1e -income families have a certain
vu}nerab111ty As they becoﬁe\mobale they have two c¢hoices: they can continue

the involvement in the kin-relp pattern, or dut themselves off, isalating ‘them-

11
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selves ?rom the family of orientat1on and the kin help network to concentrate ‘
the resources ‘on the fam11y of" procreation Interest and concern 1n this area
lead to. the design of the study 1n which we 100ked at the mobility patterns over
four generations, the family’ structure, the k1n he]p network and the sources of

educationa] and occupationa] aspirations

Data were collected independent]y from both mothers and fathers of school- .
age chjldren. The fathers were 1nter;iewed by’Black.males and the mothers by
Black females Each fam11y participated 1n a tota] of- five to seven hours of
1nten51ve‘1pterv1ews The subJects were 100 parents of school-age children be-

.tween the ages of 6 and 18, who were still in the home. This represented 60

domestic units, 42 fathers and 58 mothers. lA]l of the parents were over the age

of 25, and both parents had to haye had some college edUcation. The minimal
income for a single-parent family was $T0,000 and for two-parent families was
$14,000.- Comparable samples were selected from an urban and a‘suourban site-in

" the mid-Atlantic areal The suburban families nere randomly drawn from -a census 1
list of Black families and matching Census tracts of the urban families ‘were

~ found based on education and occupation.

Seventy-three percent of the parents were in two-parent units and 27% were
in one- parent units, a match of the U.S. Census breakdown. The incomes were
high for both groups, higher in the urban center than in the suburban stte, be-
cause both parents were professionals and both were working The urban median .'
income was $35,000, the average suburban was $28,000. Cons1stent with Urban League
(1975) finding from the U.S. Census of the inequity of ‘the financial rewards

given Black women, we found that Black womén were earning $9,090-Tess than the

' Black men, in spite of the fact that all were college educated and were well-

" trained.professionals.
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In Tooking at fhe mobility patterns over fouf generatidns, three points of
A:nd£111€y were available, aﬁsuming that'a11 chﬁldrem weré bprn in a middle 1ncomg
stétUS” S*x'different mObility patterns were found: upwardly mobile,ltwo patterns
of downward mob111ty, one pattern in which the families had been middle income
éver three generat1ons This was a highly mob11e group of individuals. Only 27%
were born dnto m1dd1e 1ncome status Seventy- three percent had reached this status
based’ upon their own educational and occupational efforts. Eighty-nine
percent of the fqpili!s hqd experienced some kind of mobility over tﬁéﬁthree gen-
erations. Because the income and the educational status that they had attained
éas'more_unusual;for Black &hn white citizens, we examined the source of their
drive for educational attainment and tried to find what had been the motivating
forces that they felt had contributed to their'reﬁghing the status that'they now,
.had. Tre parents gave very strong expression to the fact that the drive for highe}
j!F:~‘education was inse lled early by ihé\garents."They 1nd1cated‘the great sacrifices
_': - made by fam11y members to help them reach thi¢ status. Their mobility was not
- seen as an 1nd1v1dualistic ef}ort but rather as the result of a group effqrt and

L the cooperation of kin and non-kin. ; ' T (
!

t“ * . Anether point stronqu brought up by these parents. many of whom were in the

mid-30s to 40s in age, was the differences in thefr exper1en¥es as children com-

pared to the experiences their own ch11dren were having. Many of them had attended
Eegregated schools in the South and in the North. They felt that these schools

were QAstr?ng‘soﬁrce.of their higher aspirations. The teachers, who were all

Black, ha& made very&;trong demands upon those whom they felt had the ability to

. achieve and they felt their quest for higher education was strongly supported by

the teachers. They 1nd1cated a close tie existed between the home and the school, s

re?hforcing the belief that education was the only way out of poverty.

S . ) : Y
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A1l of the subjects' children now attended integrated'schools many oY them 'Q&
} . attending prestigious private schoois and "better" pubiic "schoals in the Hash-'
ington area. The parents felt that their children. were missing out on certain .
elements because of the integrated school system They felt ‘that the children
'were facing ‘lower expe?tations on the part of tﬂe teachers, in spite of the
awareness of the high educational achievement of ‘the parents The parents also .
.: ' fe1t that the children had reduced confidence in their ability because of the
;i ’ racism they were experiencing The parents feared that the stropg drive for
\ educational achievement was not being reinforch and, therefore, the children
‘wauld not have the motivation for higher education in spitd’of the parental ex-
fpectations. thereby preventing the children from becaming as welf’educated and
. as occupationaliy mobile as they themselves were. Overall the parbnts.did not

indicate'that the schools were adequately meeting the needs of their children.

_ We then went on to examine the continuation of the cultural pattern of kin
|'. help for the middle income parents. We found that the parents had not cut them-
selves off from their family of orientation:' Both during and afterunobility. 5
extéhsive help had continued._ The reciprocal obfigations feit vithin the family o
were not seen as oppressiue. The parents feit positive about the help received,
+ and they expected heip when they were in a situation t need its The] feit that )
this cultural pattern had!not been disrupted by mobility. Despite the high in- *~.
come Tevel of these pareats they were stiil receiving upport from tneir kin;
aid in the form of emotional support and money Continuino thr;uéh the.period of
striving to increase income and educatidn, and often mobility to suburban hdme
+  sites, the families had not removed themse]ves from their cuitural patterns.
They were giving more than they received! in fact,they had increased the pro-
vision of help more since.they had oeen mobile, rather than decreasing it, as
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Educational Achievement/Mobility
H. McAdoo

'was f0und in McQueen's study One d1fference was found between the parents in the
two sites: while parents in. the suburban and the urban center were all invo]ved,

'parents in the city tended to be more involved on an emotional devel w1th the
vprovisions of cQunseling and support, very frequent visiting, while the suburban

" parents were 1nvolved'ﬁore onAa material level. They provided emotional support, .
but the geographical distancé prevented frequent visitation, as was often common

in the -other families, therefore help was-more often, found in the provision of

maferial goeds. In spite’;f the different form, the involvement was 1nten§1ve

and extensive. The kin exchange was perpetuated and it was something that was

“viewed as'a very warm part of their family life.

In reviewing the responsee in the data from our fam#lies, as we tried to

factor out whetlthe factors were that were most related to the quality of family
life, we found that two strong elemehts continuously appeared. The first was ‘
the strong family support system,.and the second was the desire for an educat1ena1
- system thaf was supportive of the family drive toward higher educational aspira-
tions. These factors are closely related to the findings that achieyg@ggt was
greater when a'c]JEe rapport exists between home ;ng schoolzgnd when cultural.
expectations are mutually shared by both sources of significant influence on the
child's life. Prograhs that are atfemptinq to support mobility must be in ¢ [: ’
tural agreement, should be aware of the close involvement of kin and fictive kin
found in minority families,.and should attempt to eradicaée stereéotypes held s

about Black individuals, families, and$1es; economically secure persons in gen-

eral, in order that the quality of 1ife may be improved in the years to come.




.{3{ . Actual Fam{ly Incomes by Sex and Demography

Tnaividual Income ~ Family Income -
‘ Urban g Supurban -Urban ~ Suburb:
__Men Women Men ' Women ' e
e . . .
N 3 . 36 n 2 87 .23
Range 3,999- 3,000 9,500- 3,000~ . 11,000- . '§,500-
. 35,000 32,500 ' C:ooo 22,500 60,000 60,000
Mean 25,214 15,717 539 14,575 35,475 28,205
0 8,925 10,233 9,604 6,180 11,670 15,728
Group - t )
0iffarence -9,497 -7,270

-8,964




Teble 2

Frequency D'lstribut'lcn of Responses to '
"MoSt Help Received From ...

P

— Most Help Recefved Trem M
Fam/Fri Community AI13 - No .

Groups r_Z. e"d wa_Tp. ésﬂgs_ _cv_ﬂ}y. -O_ne_g.- Iotﬂ .

I 1098

Urban AN 6
Suburban. . 5
2

9

9
15
‘One parent 13 0 - : ' 16 iI
- Two parent n) 3 (4) . 84 (84
-y 1-parent . 117 0 < 0 - 6 (6)
U 2-parent .5(8 )
$ l-parent 4 -1 (10 0 - . 10 (10)
§ 2-parent : A (17) 1 (4) 23 (23

‘Total o n : , -12 100 (100) -

2 (3) - 61 (61

2
5
%
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- /Table 3 ' "
Frequency Distﬁbut‘lon of Amount z: Help . o

Received from Family and Fri

Urben — Tmrban otal .
5 A I 1 — 1 %
o ,/.'/ Help Receved from Family .- . - - :
" Very great deal . 20(3%) - |[s(i§) - 25[28) -
smt deal . 21 (31) © . [13.439) - - 34
Very 11 SO X1 AR 31 SR - %S;
ery. e | .6 .
Nene - tﬂ! e (T - | -8 (18) - 10 (10
$ - . ]
Total = - hoe7 00y '33 (99) - 100 (100)
" “Held Received from Friends
N .. : "
Very gmt dea'l = 29 (43) - .17 (52 46 (46
Great deal 21 (31 = g @ 29 (29
" Scme - 13 (20) . , 18 (18
Very 1ittle 2(3 5(5
. - None EE 2 (3) 0 - .24 ¢

Total ST 67 (100) . 33 (100) 100 (100)
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Table (4

| Frequency Distributipn of Help Given to-

Family and\ Friends and Help Received from Family and Fr‘ievfﬂ:

-+

‘ 1 Help Received
|

v . Urban  Suburb| Total . Urban  Suburd Total
nu}qux'u support 27 {251 M (19)’,' B8 (33) |, 8(8) (8) 13 (8)
- Emotignal support 27 (25) 16 (27)) 43 (d6) 42 (44) 22 (35) 64(40) -
. and| counseling ! ; o L - . : S A
Child care and 18 (17) s (15) -27 (16), 18 (18) M (18) 22 (18) |
care taking. . , ! e - S .
i N ) o x | M . ’ o -
Clothing, furniture, 8(8). 13(2) 21(33) - 4(s) [ 8(13) 12(8) -]
. a0 general gifis. e R o’ i
Gendrai halp 58 1@ s S 7 [afe) (D)
Libr assistarice $.8) 23 6 (8) & (477 s (10) 10 (6)
Nore - 1807 702 508 . 138 701 20 (13)°
Total 107 (101) 59 (Ido) 166 (101) - 98 (10{),53(101) 153 (109)
| Helo Given / ' ’
A% Fam*]z ‘ ‘ i [, Friends
- Urban Suburb = Total ~  .Urban  Suburb Total
Financial supporc 5 (28) 20 (27) 55 (28)° . 23 (19) 13 (19) 36 (19)
Eotional support .- 31 (25) 18 (24} 49 (25) 42 (34) 19 (28) 4 61 (32)
and c_ounsehng Y o e .
Child care and y 2 (7 8 (1) 28 (15) 17 /(14) 17 (16) 28 (15)
Cﬂ'! tlk'"'lg N A b . . ) 'Y v 5
| Clothing, furniture, . 15 (12) 18 (25) 38 (17) 12 (10) 13 (19) 25 (13)
| " and general gifts . , . o
General help ~  &(7) .. 1(1) 10(5) n(s 23 137
Labor assiszance $(1 3(8) t2de) 9 (M) 6(3) 15(8)
Nome §(5) _£(1 1) 9(7) 5(1) 18(7N
| tou 19 12s101). .7a(100)° 20001027 123(100) 630207) 152(707)
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