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ABSTRACT - This is a cross-cultural examination of aspects of 

selected social structures found in preliterate 

societies. It seeks a correlation between these 

structures and termination of marriage. The results 

were not conclusive but the paper suggests many 

further avenues of investigation, the most fruitful 

of which appears to be the degree of severance of 

women from their natal groups at the time of marriage. 

The sample is drawn from the HRAF. 
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CHAPTER I 

STATEMENT OF PROBLEM AND THEORETICAL POSITION 

In this thesis, my basic problem is to list the effect of a 

number of social and cultural practices on the stabi 1ity of marriage. 

Generally, it wi 11 list selected variables from comparative social 

structures in the light of the regular avai 1abi 1ity of termination 

of marriage. This I believe is a somewhat different approach from the 

usual sociological studies reviewed below. My interest in this 

area stems from the present concern with the increasing incidence 

of marital breakdown and the contemporary feeling that the world 

view of marriage and the fam; ly is changing. This feeling is 

strongly supported by Wi lliam Goode in his World Revolution and 

Fami ly Patterns (1963). 

Further, marriage as an institution has been repeatedly studied 

by -soc 1 0109i sts ,-often I ncorinecfi on with Ehefamrly and Tts attendant 

problems, from a "let us increase the chances for success·· orientation. 

However, more recently, it would appear that sociologists are genuinely 

concerned with the increasing lack of stabi 1ity of Western marriage 

and are seeking some answers. Perhaps one of the reasons for this 

is that ·fm]arriage, separation, divorce and widowhood are demographic 

events that influence the course of population growth (Laing and 

Krishman, 1976:217). This is a pattern that fits well with the 

sociological approach. 

c­,-
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Historically, our sociological beliefs were that a marital 

arrangement was contracted for life, and termination of marriage, 

under circumstances other than the death of one spouse, constituted 

a fai lure. This rationale derives from Western phi losophy and argues 

that life-long marriage is the only acceptable pattern. Many tradi­

tional sociological texts do contain a chapter on divorce, indicating, 

in some cases, that sociologists too, viewed divorce as fai lure or 

disorganization (W. J. Goode, 1963; H. T. Christensen, 1964). 

Tradi tional American sociologists were preoccupied with the 

structure and functibn of the fami ly, drawing heavi lyon the anthro­

pological IIkinship" concept, and with the IIsuccess ll of marriage. A 

prominent example of this is Talcott Parsons who organized his 

theories concerning the American fami ly - kinship - system around the 

structural-functional level of analysis (1955:v). 't'fhe process by 

which non-kinship units become of prime importance in a social 

structure, inevitably entai Is Iloss of function' on the part of 

some or even all of the kinship units ll (1955:9). He does not 

envision a IIdecline of the fami lyll, but rather a new type of fami ly 

structure. Loss of some of the functions of the fami ly implies 

changes in the concept of the fami ly as it was perceived and one of 

these changes is the growing acceptance of divorce and re-marriage. 

Classical American sociologists also made a concerted 

effort to preserve the IIj dea 1" form of ma rri age. Counse 11 j ng and 

courses relating to marriage were popular. Robert Winch in The 

Modern Family (1952), equated sex with love and stated that 
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lithe task of marital counselling is to train spouses not to frustrate, 

but to gratify each other" (1952:691). Winch also believed that 

lithe sociologist is in the practice of looking for causes of dissolu-

tion of social structure in its functions - especially in the decline 

and loss of its functions" (1952:699). He saw a utopian form of the 

fami ly in the early, largely agricultural farm fami 1y that came close 

to being a self-sufficient economic unit. A shift to working away 

from the home decreased the self-sufficiency and at least one func-

tion of the fami 1y was altered. Paul Glick, along with Hugh Carter, 

set out the important trends in "demographic aspects of marital 

behaviour in the United States in recent decades II in thei r Marriage 

and Divorce (1970). This is intended to be another guide for marriage 

counselling. 

Cou.rses in "marr i age and the fami lyll stressed the Iisuccessfu 111 

aspects of the institution as mentioned above. Two typical examples 

of the texts are Robert Blood's Anticipating Your Marriage (1955) 

and Paul Landis' Making the Most of Marriage (1955). Bredemeier and 

Stephensen summed up the main focus of the American sociologists' 

orientation as they understood it and as they taught it (1962:208): 

In general, studies of marital 'happiness', 'adjustment', and 
production of marital 'success' are in accord with the factor 
of homogeneity, socioeconomic positions, length of courtship, 
and age of marriages. 

Some sociologists were, however, realistically facing the 

changes in the American attitude toward marriage. One of them was 

William Goode who quite simply stated that marriage "caused" divorce 

(1960:403). He recognized that " .•• although a raise in our divorce 
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rate cannot be viewed as a simple index of social pathology or even 

personal disorganization it is without a question an index of social 

changes" (1960:404). He saw divorce '~s a large-scale solution for 

marital conflict ll that was a IIrelatively recent" phenomenon in 

Western society (1960:405). Here was a new perspective for American 

sociologists - how to deal with all the complications, inherent in the 

fami ly and the kinship system, that marital conflict and divorce bring 

with them. Goode concentrated on the problems arising from marriage 

termination, notably in his publication After Divorce (1956). Works 

such as this, plus Paul Bohannan's Divorce and After (1968) and The 

World of the Formerly Married by Morton Hunt (1966), pointed out the 

American lack of guidelines for, and the lack of assimilation of, 

the role of divorce. 

Further guidelines have been appearing more recently in 

connection with remarriage. The author of one such study is Godfrey 

Ellis o He sees marital instability lias an important area of concern 

in social science and, consequently, new books which provide some 
--

measure of understanding or guidance are to be encouraged" (1978:436). 

The problems arising from the high incidence of remarriage 

and the difficulties encountered in trying to define the emerging 

fami ly roles has intrigued one very recent writer, Davidyne Mayleas. 

In her timely book, Rewedded Bliss (1977), she applies the term 

"synergi stic" to the new form of the fami ly. Her new concept of the 

fami ly is the result of marriage, divorce, and remarriages. She 

uses the term "synergistic" for this evolving type of fami ly because 

the tota 1 is greater than the sum of its pa rts. "The synergi st i c 
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fami 1y is a fami 1y formed after divorce and remarriage, where one or 

both partners already have chi 1dren and one parent is not the biologi­

cal parent of the other's chi 1dren" (1977:9), The book also offers 

practical counselling for people considerihg remarriage. 

From the foregoing it does not appear that marriage, as the 

basic unit of organization for procreation, among other functions, 

is disappearing, but that marriage to the same spouse for life is 

disappearing. In the centre of this arena we must deal with divorce. 

Subsumed under all of the above is, of course, the North American right 

to happiness and to the free choice of a mate fostered by the concept 

of "romantic" love. 

Empirically there is little adherence to the rule of one 

marriage per individual terminated by death of a spouse, Increasingly, 

couples are ending their marriages whi le sti 11 paying lip-service to 

the normative rule. 

In summary, then, sociologists see divorce as a fault in our 

social structure. Western rules and expectations are changing over 

time, but the inherent feeling that something is wrong is sti 11 

apparent in sociological studies. 

Studies of divorce by anthropologists are relatively rare 

and the approach is somewhat different. Margaret Mead feels that: 

"[t] he American marriage ideal is one of the most conspicuous examples 

of our insistence on hitching our wagons to a star"; further, she goes 

on to state, that "tOt is one of the most difficult marriage forms 

that the human race has ever attempted, and the casualties are surpri­

singly few, considering the complexities of the task" (1972:324). 
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The sociologists are trying to find out what has gone wrong. At least 

one prominent anthropologist believes that it was never right. 

However you choose to regard it, II [t]he stability of marriage 

- - how frequent divorce is and how it affects the transaction and 

other re 1 at ion s between a husband and wi fe I s groups isanimpor-

tant variab1e" (Keesing and Keesing, 1971 :195). In the early twenties 

Edward Westermarck in his exhaustive work, The History of Human Marriage, 

wrote the following: 

It is a widespread idea that divorce is the enemy of marriage 
and, if made to easy, might prove destructive to the very 
institution of the fami 1y. This view I cannot share. I look 
upon divorce as the necessary remedy for a misfortune and as 
a means of preserving the dignity of marriage, by putting an 
end to the unions which are a disgrace to its name (1922:377). 

The investigation of other societies may indicate my empathy 

with Westermarck. E. Adamson Hoebe1, in his examination of Man in the 

Primitive World, concludes: IIOn1y a small proportion of marriages among 

primitives are for 1ife ll (1958:313), and Pitts pointed out that IIMur-

dock (1950) mentioned that more than half of the primitive societies 

fO-r -whi-eh -hehad--data seemed t-G slJrpass th%lJniteEl-~ta-t-e-s in-d-i ver-Ge-

rates II (1964:77). Nevertheless, one must be realistic about the 

Western institution of marriage. Paul Bohannan agrees with Wi 11iam 

Goode that II[iJn American society, divorce is always considered an 

admission of fai 1ure" (1963:114). Divorce is not necessari 1y seen as 

a fai lure in other societies. Hoebe1 feels that in general I~ivorce 

does not entai 1 such difficulties among the primitives as it does 

with US II (1958:314). And Bohannan adds: IIWhen a society copes with 

marital conflict by changing the structure of the relationships 
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divorce becomes an institutionalized element " (1963:114) and termina­

tion of individual marriages may not indicate social disorganization. 

Anthropologists study the institution of marriage in all its 

different forms and in contrasting social structures. This should 

enable them to hypothesize about the stability of the different forms 

and their relationship to other social practices within the society. 

In comparison, sociologists usually restrict themselves to the study 

of one form of marital union (monogamy), and in a very general way, 

to one society (the Western "melting pot"). 

I believe that the stabi lity of marriage is affected by the 

rules of the social structure and the cultural practices of a society. 

I intend to test certain of these rules in connection with divorce. 

Some sgcieties allow, and do not dondemn, divorce. What other fea­

tures do these societies have on common? 

The purpose of this thesis wi 11 be to discover which features 

of the social and cultural patterns in other societies, are found in 

conjunction with the legitimate possibi lity for termination of marriage. 

My belief is that these features-in-common may help us to view present­

day termination of marriage from a wider perspective. 

In order to accomplish this task several steps are necessary, 

and to this end I present an outline of the rest of the thesis. 

Briefly, in Chapter I, I shall present my theoretical and logical 

arguments ending with a statement of hypothesis. Chapter I I describes 

the operations I have devised to test these hypotheses. Chapter I I I 

is devoted to my analysis of the data and Chapter IV will contain my 

conclusions. 
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In more detai 1, Chapter I proceeds as follows: First 

wi 11 review the theoretical position on marital stabi lity, as stated 

by Evans-Pritchard and Gluckman and subsequently argued by Schneider 

and Leach. Then I wi 11 present the rationale implicit ih these 

theories. Second, I will review other structural and cultural considera­

tions from theoretical and empirical positions in an attempt to illus­

trate that certain practices may lend themselves more readi ly to termina­

tion of marriage than others. 

The most widely used cross-cultural set of survey materials 

is the Human Relation Area Fi 1es, and the standard base line for its 

use is George Peter Murdock's Social Structure (1949). "From these 

files it is Jnssible to secure practically all the existing informa­

tion on particular topics in any of the socities covered in an insigni­

ficant fraction of the t:ime requi red for comparable library research" 

(Social Structure. Paperback Edition 1965:vii). Murdock, in his pre­

face to Social Structure, says: "It is the result of a conscious 

effort to focus several disciplines upon a single aspect of the social 

life of man - and his fami ly and kinship organization and their rela­

tion to the regulation of sex and marriage" (1965:vii). Because I will 

ultimately make use of this excellent material in testing my hypotheses, 

I will include in each section a review of Murdock's definitions and 

positions on the different social practices. 

Finally, I will present a summary of my contentions so far, 

and suggest a series of hypotheses stipulating a relationship between 

certain aspects or practices of the soci~ty and the avai 1abi 1ity of 

termination of marriage. 
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Part I 

Some clarification of the theoretical position on marital 

stabi lity resulted from a lengthy and complicated exchange of corres­

pondence among David Schneider, Max Gluckman and E. R. Leach. Generally 

the debate involved resolving different conceptual taxonomies, different 

levels of analysis and different cause-effect relati6nships. As it 

relates to my problem, it is outlined below. 

In Apri 1 of the year 1953, a letter, written by Schneider and 

printed in the journal Man, initiated an exchange of opinions that con­

tinued at least until 1961. In his initial letter, Schneider attacked 

earlier statements attributed to E. E. Evans-Pritchard (1934; 1951) 

and accused Gluckman (1950) of possibly perpetuating the same fundamental 

difficulties. The exchange began with the subject of marital stabi lity 

and the influence of the social practice of the transfer of bridewealth 

in relation to kinship. Originally Evans-Pritchard appears to have 

made two conflicting statements in discussion of the Nuer society: 

(1) bridewealth has a stabi lizing action on marriage, and (2) payments 

do not give stability - L.e., they are "recognition of stabilityll. 

Evans-Pritchard also seems to have concluded that the fear of repaying 

bridewealth is not a very powerful sanction on marriage, and stabi lity 

does not rest on bridewealth but on Ilaffection il between spouses and 

families. 

At this time, Gluckman replied to Schneider re-stating only 

his own position on the above observations. Leach entered the contro­

versy later in an attempt to bring the taxonomy under tighter control. 
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Gluckman a 1 so took except i on to Leach's rema rks • I n June, 1954, in 

a further letter to the journal, Leach explained that he was merely 

trying to clarify the descriptive terms used by Gluckman in order to 

make a comparative study of the subject feasible. After what appeared 

to be a personal exchange with B1uckman, Leach attempted to sort out 

the differing positions in his book, Rethinking Anthropology (1961). 

The following is an outline of the pertinent points of the exchange. l 

Primari 1y, Schneider pointed out that marriage is not only a 

conjugal relationship (spouse to spouse), but it also has affinal impli-

cations, i.e., kinship expectations must be met. Evans-Pritchard's 

error seemed to be with his conclusion that it is the inhibitory action 

of "moral values" sanctioned by censure that gives stabi 1ity to marriage. 

Schneider took exception to Evans-Pritchard's statement because there 

appeared to be no distinction between jural and conjugal relations (no 

divorce) but weak conjugal relations (considerable separation). There-

fore, in this case, "stable marriage" cannot refer to both jural and 

conjugal relations. It would seem that Evans-Pritchard is saying that 

his term "stabi lity refers to the jural bonds because they are stable 

and divorce is rare, and that broken conjugal relations are quite 

apart from the question of stabi lity. Also, the bridewealth payments 

would appear to inhibit divorce as a jural element. The result appears 

Unti 1 I come to Leach's book the page references are all from 
the journal Man where the earlier references to the works of Evans­
Pri tchard andGl uckman may be found. The numbers in til e Bib 1 i ography 
indicate the specific letters in the "Correspondence" section of Man. 
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to be that Evans-Pritchard ignored the conjugal relations. A further 

aspect to be considered, according to Schneider, is that " s tabi1ity" 

may also mean that the rules remain unchanged over a long period of 

time or "stabi lity" may refer to the unchanging nature of the expec­

tations (1953:55). I use the term "stabi 1ityJ' hereafter to mean the 

absence of divorce. 

For Schneider, the di lemma is how, in the same population 

(Nuer) ~ one may have (1) stable conjugal with stable jural relations, 

(2) less stable conjugal with stable jural relations. He feels that 

Evans-Pritchard's error is that he is confusing the "actor" with· the 

" s tructure". The "ac tors" perform di fferently but the " s tructure" 

remains the same. The "actor" is equated to "affections", "goodwill", 

and kinship. The structure refers to the rules. Therefore, if bride­

wealth is not a factor, but affection between spouses is, then Evans­

Pritchard solves a structural problem by using the motivations of some 

actors. What about the other sets where conjugal relations are broken? 

Nevertheless Schneider concludes, in this case, that bride-wealth is 

important because the jural bonds are fixed by the nonreturnabi 1ity 

of bridewea1th or that something else, not covered, inhibits divorce 

(1953:56). 

I n summary, " s tabi 1 i ty" may be taken in terms of the rate of 

change in " ru 1es" or "expectations" are conformed to. Stable marriage 

may mean stable jurally, stable jurally and conjugally, or stable 

only conjugally. Schneider believes that American sociologists equate 

stable marriage to conjugal stabi 1ity (happy marriage versus broken 
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home). He accuses Gluckman of equating stable marriage to jural stabi llty 

only and ignorning the conjugal aspects. Therefore, low divorce rate 

is a stat i st i c; "some do" and "some do not". When cons i der i ng on ly the 

jural aspects of marriage, you must account for the rate, Divorce rate 

is a consequence of persons' actions and cannot flow directly from the 

social structure. But the rate does not equate with emotions. As 

soon as it becomes a "rate" emotions become irrelevant, but the problem 

is not exclusively with the structural relations. There are two considera-

tions involved: motivations (actors) and structure (in which they act). 

Therefore, in order to clarify a position, the problem might be restated 

as a "structural" problem: What structural considerations bear on the 

divorce rate? Schneider thinks that Gluckman took this approach. Specifi-

cally, Schneider concludes that it is insufficient to say that "bride-

wealth" stabi lizes marriages or that listable marriage permits bridewealth" 

because: 

(1) both are true under certain conditions 
(2) neither are true generally 

-( ~) -G0 REI i-t-i-OB 5 f-E> r -ea &A afe A E>-t -ad eql:la-t-e 1'1 - s pee i-f i-e-d .- ( 1-953-: 5,) • 

Gluckman, in his defense, presented his hypothesis for the 

Zulu and Lozi only, from his study of their kinship systems. He pointed 

out that these were societies with a peasant subsistence economy. From 

his observations, the Zulu appeared to have an absence of divorce and 

the Lozi had a high divorce rate. One difference he discovered was in 

their lineage (descent) systems. The Zulu had an agnatic lineage sys-

tem (descent through the male only); where there was complete and final 

transference of a woman into her husband's group and from whence her 

chi ldren obtained all their legal rights. Gluckman describes this 
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practice as "Marked Father Ri ght" whi ch in essence means strong patri-

1inea1ity. The Lozi, meanwhi 1e, had a cognatic or bi lateral lineage 

system where the wife remained a member of her natal group and from 

whence came the legal rights of her chi 1dren (1953:141). What appeared 

to Gluckman to be the structural difference acting on the divorce rule 

was a difference in descent. Divorce was found in conjunction with 

a descent rule that continued to recognize a wife's natal bonds after 

the marriage. 

Gluckman further stated that he was quite aware of the differ­

ences between conjugal and jural stabi 1ity, even if he did not make 

himself clear. He intended to deal only with jural stabi 1ity. This 

was made easier simply by his choice of examples. The Zulu had neither 

jural divorce nor breach of conjugal relations (members of a legal 

family always lived together). The Lozi had high instability both 

jurally and conjugally. Here personality factors were not a compli­

cating element. However, he insisted upon distinguishing between 

the two rates bearing on marital stability: the rate for ju~a1 

divorce and the rate for conjugal separation (1953:142). 

In reference to Evans-Pritchard's simple formulation that 

IIbridewea1th stabi lizes marriage" , Gluckman felt that the hypothesis 

needed more testing. He stated that the amount of goods transferred 

and the divorce rate tend to be directly associated (1953:142), but 

both are rooted in the kinship structure, i ,e. whether the wife joins 

the husband's group exclusively and her children obtain their legal 

status there or whether the wi fe keeps her nata 1 ti es and the c hi 1dren 
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obtain their jural status through the mother. All of these struc-

tural rules are related to bridewea1th or the absence of bridewea1th 

payments. The bridewealth rules Gluckman hypothesized as follows: 

It is rare divorce which allows high marriage payment, rather ~han 

high marriage payment which prevents divorce. 

Gluckman made it clear that he was looking at 'what struc-

tural considerations bear on the divorce rate" and that this requires 

a consideration of several societies (1953:142). Also, in a later 

rejoinder to Leach, he made it clear that what he set out to do was 

"a comparative analysis of divorce rates among the Zulu and the Lozi". 

He "set out a hypothesis that divorce would be rare in patrilineal 

societies and more frequent in bi lateral and matrilineal subsistence 

societies" (1954:67). Using the comparative method, Gluckman be-

lieved the correlation of marriage payments and marriage stability 

to be wrong. However, 'Iany set of events can be classified together 

if it helps solve a problem" (1954:67). 

Edmund Leach (1961), in his attempt to clarify Gluckman's 

three hypotheses, laid them out, with Gluckman's approval, as 

follows (1961: 115) : 

(1) Divorce is rare and difficult in societies organized on 
a system of marked Father Right and frequent and easy 
to obtain in other types. 

(2) The frequency of divorce is an aspect df the durabi 1ity 
of marriage as such, which in turn is a function of the 
kinship structure. 
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(3) (And quite subsidiary to (1) and (2)) The amount of goods 
transferred (in bridewealth payments) and the divorce 
rate tend to be directly associated, but both are rooted 
in the kinship structure, Leach interpreted (1) to mean 
"that as we moved a long thi s sea 1 e from Marked Father 
Right to Extreme Matri liny the probabi lity of frequent 
and easy divorce increases whi le the probabi lity of 
quantitatively large bridewealth payments decreases, 
the causal factor being the type of descent structure", 

Gluckman's final word is footnoted in Leach's book: 

I do not believe that the kind of bridewealth is simply related 
to agnatic descent, since it is affected by so many other fac­
tors, What I do believe is that it is unusual for there to be 
high marriage payment in a system with unstable marriage, and 
therefore, high marriage payments are unusual in non-agnatic 
systems (1961 :115), 

Also, "in any reformation of his hypothesis, he (Gluckman) 

would avoid the expression lFather Right'", 

Leach's own work focused on descent and covered three Burmese 

societies with a large number of significant variables in common. 

From his work, he concluded that it was the particular differences 

that then became the functionally discriminating factors and that 

"two entirely different categories of unilinea1 descent systems" 

. --5A0101-1 8-ee -r-e€0~n-i-recl-. -"Ffte-fi-rs~ea-t-egefyi-~~ne -i11-wh j-ch- lJtheon-

going structure is defined by descent alone and marriage serves 

merely to create 'a complex scheme of individualization' within 

that structure", The second category cons i sts I'of those soci et i es 

in which uni lineal descent is linked with a strongly defined rule 

of 'preferred marriage',. In this latter case, "complementary 

fi 1iation" may come to form part of the "in-1aw" structure, Leach 

fe 1 t that in the past there has perhaps been an "exaggerated 
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emphasis upon the principle of descent as the fundamental principle 

f . 1 .. . 11 1 . 1 'h , .. 11 o socia organizations In a re atlve y omogeneous societies 

(1961 :122) 0 

Concerning Leach's own observations, as they relate to 

marital stabi lity, he is citing '~n exemplification of Professor 

Gluckman's second hypothesis"(1961:120). Looking at the divorce rate 

as an aspect of the durabi lity of marriage related to the kinship 

structure, he found that where the wife's sibling link was never broken 

and where the affinal link (marriage) became ineffective the couple 

divorced. Where there is no divorce, i.e. the marriage is deemed 

unbreakable, the wife's sibling link becomes ineffective (1961 :120) 0 

In summary, it would appear to me that even the anthropologists 

are only looking at stable marriage and that the incidence of divorce 

is simply a measure of that stabi lity. Divorce is a concept the same 

as marriage is a concept and it is not merely a statistic or a rate 

by which to measure the stabi lity of marriage. This concept is in-

social structure and the details are spelled out. As Leach pointed 

out, unfortunately" [tJhe 'structural' ties deriving from marriage 

between members of different corporations have been largely ignored 

or else assimilated into the all-important descent concept" (1961 :122). 

Some of the rules bearing on the structural ties deriving from marriage, 

and divorce, include rules for regulating bridewealth, rules for 

location of residence, and rules for the division of labour. intend 

to test these structural ties relating to marriage and divorce, 
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plus certain other features that appear to be related to the prob-

lem but not mentioned in the initial argument. 

A word of caution from the past should be inserted here. 

The message comes from Westermarck: 

The existence of marriage does not depend on laws ••• if 
marriage is not an artificial creation but an institution 
based on deep-rooted sentiments conjugal and paternal, it 
will last as long as these sentiments last. And should 
they cease to exist; no law in the world could save marriage 
from destruction (1922:377). 

However, let me make it clear once again. I am looking at 

jural practices at this time, whi 1e sti 11 being fully aware that 

there is another dimension to the problems of marriage and divorce; 

conjugal practices. From the data avai lable and from the restrictions 

I have placed on this investigation, jural practices only, wi 11 be 

considered. The area of conjugal relation requires further data and 

further interdisciplinary study. 
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Part 2 

The structural features noted above have been thoroughly 

discussed by George Murdock in his text Social Structure (1949; 1965) 

and have been coded by him in his Ethnographic Atlas (1967). A 

review of the literature would be incomplete without some considera­

tion of Murdock's position. The Murdock references are drawn entirely 

from these two well-known sources. Murdock's work began in the 1940's 

although, in some cases, the final compi lation and presentation of data 

came much later. This puts him chronologically earlier than the 

other authors quoted below. It is necessary to keep this sequence 

in mind, disregarding his publication dates, in order to do justice 

to Murdock's tremendous groundwork. One of the structures he dis­

cusses thoroughly is the consideration exchanged at the time of 

marriage: bridewealth • 

... BRJD.E.WEALTH ___ ModeofQQta in Ln.9.S1. \rtLf~ .. 

In his definitive work, Social Structure, Murdock discusses 

the "mode of obtaining awife". This is the rule by which a man 

acqui res the rights of a woman. Murdock himself divides the modes 

into "two major classes: those with and those without consideration" 

(1965:19). Those "with consideration" include the paying of bride­

price, bridewealth and bride service from the male kin plus dowry 

from the female kin. He does not concern himself with the classic 
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argument of whether a woman is purchased as a man would purchase a 

cow, nor with the relative amount of exchange. What I would ask is 

how many societies, normatively, require some form of exchange for 

the rights in a spouse and how many do not? 

It is necessary that we understand the Iitrue function " of 

brideprice as defined by Murdock. Here, brideprice is the cover 

term used to indicate any form of consideration. I~ brideprice 

is more than a compensation to parents for the loss of a daughter 

who leaves the home when she marries. It is commQn1y also a guaran­

tee that the young wife will be well treated in her new home " (1965: 

21). In many societies women may return to their parents if not 

satisfied with the arrangements and males may have to forfeit thei r 

financial investment. This would appear to constitute termination 

of mar ri age. 

"In the primitive world the formal exchange of goods of 

value for the offspring a woman is expected to produce is the nor-

ma-l, Ol"-ffios-t usuaJ ,-met-~odof-gettil'lg a--wi-f-€I'{I-\nege-l ,19~g8Q2.~--. 

Brideprice (bridewealth), bride-service, and dowry are often con­

siderations necessary to obtain the rights in a woman. The main 

distinction to be made here is that brideprice and bride-service 

indicate that the male or the male's kin, pays, while dowry is the 

reverse: the female, or the female's kin, pays. Jack Goody feels: 

Iltt is rather dowry •• 0 that one would specifically associate 

with restrictions on polygyny, divorce and remarriage, for it is 
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this transaction that would tend to complicate the dissolution of 

a conjugal union" (1976:92). 

Goody's research led him to believe that dowry was associated 

with monogamy and a premium on low divorce because the type is diffi­

cult to duplicate and difficult to dissolve. This is at least repre­

sentative of Africa. In Europe and Asia there was high polygyny 

along with brideprice. In such societies, where divorce is common, 

affinity is temporary and fragi le (1976:61-62). 

The literature presents a number of possibi lities for the 

investigation of the .. relationship between brideprice and divorce. 

Evans-Pritchard says that bridewealth does and does not reflect the 

stability of marriage. Gluckman observed that high bridewealth 

linked to strong patrillneality prohibited divorce. Conversely, matri­

lineal descent allowed for the possibi lity of divorce. Leach splits 

the hairs a little finer. He agreed that with patri lineality 

(agnatic descent) there was a prohibition on divorce, but under 

-bi-l a-ter-a-l --(-eo~nat-i-c-deseen-t-) whe-re -the-wife-' s-nata-l-grouprema-j-n ed­

a strong influence, divorce is allowed. Murdock, I believe, feels 

that the possibility of having to return bridewealth prohibits 

divorce. Goody would like to distinguish between who pays the 

bridewealth in order to anticipate the possibi lity for divorce. 

When the female's kin pays (dowry) in association with monogamy, 

the likelihood of termination of marriage is less because the pay­

ment may have to be returned. This is close to Murdock's position. 
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How these considerations, or the lack of them, affect the 

stabi 1ity of marriage have been prominent in the discussions in the 

literature for some years now. The discussions revolve around matri­

linea1ity, patri1ineality, descent, and degree or amount of payment 

made by whom. It therefore becomes obvious that brideprice is 

thought to have some effect on the stability of marriage and it 

would be useful to find out simply whether marital stability is 

affected when there is no consideration of this type connected with 

the contract. 

I believe that the evidence is weighted in favour of some 

restriction on divorce in conjunction with the practice of bride­

wealth. If this is on a sliding scale, from high to low payments, 

relating directly to no divorce at one end and towards easy divorce 

at the other, then no consideration at all at the time of marriage 

would indicate the possibi 1ity for frequent and easy divorce. 

also feel that the form of the union (composition of the fami 1y) is 

·cm--hnpu,tant var1-ab-1-e on i-t~ owlr.- -Gooay-'s--theorynon-aowry as -i~ 

relates to monogamy leads directly into such an examination and 

adds another dimension to the problem of divorce. 
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COMPOSITION OF THE FAMILY - Form or type of union 

In considering the composition of the family, it must be 

recognized that marriage "is a complex of customs centering upon 

the relationship between a sexually associating pair of adults with-

in the family" (Murdock, 1965:1). According to Murdock, it "defines 

the manner of establishing and terminating such a relationship, the 

normative behaviour and reciprocal obligations within it, and the 

loca 11 Y accepted restri ct ions upon its personne 1'1 (1965: 1) • 

Speaking of marriage in general, Hoebe1 said, " ••• marriage 

is the institution that defines the interpersonal relationships that 

determine the form and pattern of the mating pair in the association 

we know as the fami ly" and "marriage is, therefore a culture com-

plex" (1958:301). 

The composition of the basic marital unit may be either 

monogamous or polygamous. This is a very neat division for 

investigation. Monogamy is the pattern of the Western world. Poly-

gamy has two main variations: polygyny - one male with two or more 

females and polyandry - one female with two or more males (rare). 

As pointed out above, Margaret Mead feels that monogamy is a very 

difficult form to practice. Ester Boserup lists some of the 

features of the monogamous option in agricultural societies that 

may help in making some predictions regarding the availabi 1ity of 

termination of marriage. Monogamy is usually found with male 

farming, with plough CUltivation, where women do less work than 

men and dowry is paid by the wife's family. The wife is entirely 
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dependent on the husband for economic support and he is obligated 

to support her and the chi 1dren (Goody, 1976:34). Goody states 

that monogamy is rare unti 1 you get to the more advanced societies. 

It is di ffi cu1 t to repeat these IIfunded ll marri ages because lithe 

spouses have to commit thei r property in order to get a partner of 

high standing ll (Goody, 1976:51). 

On the other hand the polygynous form of polygamy was much 

more common. l~lear1y the divorce of a wife in order to secure an 

heir by a second spouse is unnecessary where polygyny or concubinage 

is allowed, since one can simply add to one1s holding of women with­

out having to discard any of the existing complement ll (Goody, 1976:72). 

Hoebel felt that the case for polygyny could be found in social and 

practical motives: higher status, richer, better clothes and food, 

and more production of crafts especially if they were marketable 

(1958:325). Also, II[tJhe biological factor of chi ldbearing and 

child nursing. 0 • contributes to polygynyll (1958:330). This leads 

_il5_ tD_ ~escrJ_~tJnn nJ -PO l-¥-9'ftl~ -£rom-Es-tBr--BosBr-up Is-wor--ko-l-Ie+B -we 

find female farming. With shifting farming, most of the work is done 

by women and the bridewealth is paid by the husband. The women are 

hardworking, receiving limited support from the husband. They 

have cons i derab 1 e freedom and some economi c independence (Goody, 1976: 

34). 

Jesse R. Pitts interprets Murdock1s sample of societies (1949) 

rather differently. He concludes that although the greater portion 
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of marriages permitted polygyny (193 out of 238) there was less than 

20% incidence of the practice. "In general, since the sex ratio is 

close to 1:1 (except in war-like tribes) and because most men find 

the breadwinning for one woman and her chi ldren quite enough to 

occupy their time, monogamy wi 11 be the dominant form of marriage, 

even in societies which make of polygyny the preferred form" (1964: 

69) • 

Monogamy versus polygyny - which form was preferred and which 

form was practiced? It would appear that monogamous unions were 

difficult to terminate; however, it would also appear that termina­

tion of polygynous unions was not necessary to fulfi 11 the basic 

need of acqui ring heirs. 

I feel that with the polygamous form of union the loss of a 

member through divorce would be less disruptive than it would be in 

the monogamous situation. Although with polygamy the termination 

of marri age may not be Iinecessaryll, the vacated port i on of the ro Ie, 

husband or wife, could be assimilated by other labour already pre­

sent. What appears more important from this portion of the litera­

ture is the linking of monogamy, dowry, advanced technology, less 

female labour and less female independence with a prohibition on 

divorce; the type is difficult to repeat (Goody, 1976:51). On the 

other side of the picture we find in combination: polygamy, male 

bridewealth payment, simpler technology, more female labour and 

more female independence. Do these variables lead to a greater fre­

quency of the possibility of divorce? I wi 11 investigate the level 
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of technology (subsistence) and the rules for the division of labour, 

but first I wi 11 examine the household in which the spouses operate. 

The other variables follow from the domestic organization. 

DOMESTIC ORGANIZATION - Household 

The two types of fami 1y composition are arranged into two 

major forms of domest i c organi zati on: independent (nuc1 ear). or 

extended. The independent household stands alone whether it be 

monogamous or polygamous. The extended household includes more 

than one generation (excluding dependent children) or more than one 

"fami 1 y" whether it be monogamous or po 1ygamous. Murdock prefers 

the term I nuc 1ear" to independent. Our terms may be different but 

our definitions coincide: '~he 'nuclear fami 1y', consists typically 

of a married man and woman with their offspring" (1965:1). Here 

the referent is the family of procreation that does not include in 

its form other generations or other kin of the married pair. The 

__ extended __ faro i 1)L QI"- househoLd or gan Lzatlon-C!oe5- Lnc 1 ude COt"lSEn gu-in-LaL 

kin other than dependent chi 1dren. This larger group operates as 

a family domestic unit. 

Christopher Lasch, writing for the New York Review of Books 

(1975), has the feeling that sociologists have been working on a 

conception of the fami ly that suggests lithe transi tion from the 

extended fo the nuclear fami 1y"; specifically, the monogamous 

nuclear family (November 12, 1975:33). This approach, he believes, 
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is inadequate and should be avoided. Both forms have been around 

for a very long time. Pitts found the small independent family 

equated with simpler hunting and gathering. This same form resembles 

the modern industrial family in that it has a Illimited need for 

fami ly 1abour ll and a IIcommon physical mobi1ity ll (Pitts, 1964:101). 

The following pertinent observation is from Paul Bohannan: 

It is obvious that the form of the household may have 
important bearings on the degree of trauma experienced by 
the children of divorcing parents. In American society, 
with its monogamous marriage and with its domestic group 
based on the nuclear fami 1y, the trauma is considerable. 
Where households are based on extended families, the trauma 
is less devastating; so it is among polygynous families. And 
it can be relatively slight in large extended polygynous 
fami 1 i es (1963: 117) • 

The argument of numbers holds for household organization as 

well as for the composition of the fami ly unit. The loss of one, 

from many, is less disruptive than the loss of 100% of a specific 

role. For example, the loss of the woman in an independent family 

situation leaves the role vacant. In the extended fami 1y situation 

i1yo I agree with Bohannan that the trauma of divorce could be 

relatively slight in extended polygamous fami lies. Therefore the 

possibi 1ity for termination of marriage could be expected to be 

higher when the type of union is polygamous and the organization of 

the household is extended. 

Other members of the kinship network supplying support, may 

not be entirely within the household but nearby. It has been hinted 
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above that where the female maintains her natal bonds the likelihood 

of divorce is greater. This introduces the question of where the 

couple wi 11 reside after marriage. I sense that the rules for post-

marital residence may have some bearing on the possibi lity for a 

termination of marriage. 

POST MARITAL RESIDENCE 

agree with Murdock that: I~ules of residence reflect general 

economic, social and cultural conditions ll (1965:17). The rule brings 

together, in one locality, a group· of related people for mutual 

support. INeolocal residence is the rinly rule that definitely 

militates against the development of such large aggregates of kins-

men ll (1965:18). Residence rules are important because the spouse 

who does not have to relocate his family of procreation has the 

advantages of familiar "physical and social surroundings", 'I"fhe 

other spouse, however, must break with the past in some measure, 

and establish new social tiesll(L~62:1m. 

Where a couple resides after marriage is important to the 

stability. of the marriage. We are all fami liar with our indigenous 

mother-in-law jokes. But in a subsistence economy the proximity of 

parents may have an entirely different effect. For instance, Pitts 

reported, following Murdock, '~hat brideprice is much more frequent 

when the rules of residence for the new couple are patri local, 

especially when the bride is removed from her local community'l (1964: 
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67). He also stated: "When marriage is patri linear and patri local, 

the integration of the inmarrying wife with the husband's family is 

more complete and more exclusive of her ties to her fami ly of orien­

tation ••• II (1964:82). Roger and Felix Keesing take this one step 

further: "When a girl's tie to her natal (birth) group is severed 

or greatly weakened when she marries, divorce is uncommon ". 

Conversely, they state: '~hen her affiliation to her natal group 

remains strong, she may enter into several successive marriages" 

(1971 :195). Does this mean that a society that maintains strong 

parental ties to their daughters is more likely to allow termination 

of marriage? Does this security and proximity of female kin really 

have a bearing on the stabi lity of marriage? It would appear that 

there is some indication here that the iocation of the post-marital 

residence has an influence on marriage termination. 

There are several indications that when women remain closer 

to their families of origin, divorce is available in the structural 

ru1es-.-Wnere-tne--posr-maf'I'LC:l-l- feslaencel-s pan-nocal~· eli v6F-ce IS 

rare Q Therefore, a termination of marriage would be found in 

conjunction with matrilocal post-marital residence. Is this resi­

dence shifting or nomadic or is it found within a relatively perma­

nent settlement? This, of course, depends on the type of subsistence 

and can hardly be discussed separately. This takes us beyond the 

kinship variables. 
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SETTLEMENT PATTERN - Subsistence 

Murdock uses the sociological term "community" when 

discussing the organization of social groups into settlement pat­

terns. The concept of Ilcommunity" defines for us lithe maximal 

group of persons who normally reside together in face-to-face 

association ll (1965:79). People rarely, if ever, choose to live 

in IJisolated families". The organization of community offers 

certain advantages. Murdock lists some of these advantages such as 

gratification through social intercourse, cooperative food gathering 

techniques, insurance against temporary incapacity, protection 

through numbers, specialization and division of labour (1965:80) 0 

Few, if any, fami lies were totally self-sufficient regarding social 

or moral support or provision of subsistence. 

The type of settlement pattern is related to the ecological 

offerings of the area. The following examples of settlement adap­

tations are explained by Murdock. Gathering, hunting or herding 

. --eG0A0mies- tlstla-l-l y-reEftli-re- a-mi-§l"-a-i:-e-r-y- eemmttn-i-t-y---olga-n-i-zation -ref-erred -

to as a Ilband ll
• Agriculture, however, may be practiced in a more 

permanent location unless, or unti 1, the land becomes exhausted. 

IIFixed residence is also consistent with a fishing economy and even 

with a hunting economy under exceptional conditions where game is 

plentiful and non-migratoryll (1965:80). The more fixed settlement 

patterns may form a "vi llage ll or at least a Iinei ghbourhood ll wi th 

some focal point. 
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Settlement patterns and the type of subsistence activity are 

generally inseparable. Simplistically, hunting, gathering and pastoral­

ism (herding or animal husbandry) require a nomadic or semi-nomadic 

settlement pattern while the activities of fishing and agriculture 

lend themselves to more permanent arrangements. The type of subsis­

tence activity practiced by a society sets the pattern for other aspects 

of the social structure. Hoebel wrote to this effect: I~n elemental 

feature of every culture is a complex of techniques for production, 

consumption and distribution of food" (1958:198). "Collecting and 

gathering is the rudest and the most primitive technique for the 

acquisition of food (1958:180). Whi le "[hJunters always rely to 

some extent upon berries, nuts and roots to round out their diet. 

they are distinguished from collectors or gatherers in that they are 

predominantly predatory carnivores in their subsistence habits" (1958: 

184). Hoebe1 does not deal with fishing specifically, but he does, 

however, classify whaling with hunting: hunters of the waters. 

_Hun1:£r s_._ gatharers ;~n d -peap le_JoJ JowJn-g-a--paS-to r-aJ -ty-p6--oLexLstence­

tend to be nomadic while fishermen are more sedentary. In this 

respect, they resemble agriculturalists. 

Hunters and gatherers often live in bands, each "exploiting 

a territory". These "loosely knit clusters of fami lies are able to 

organize up when necessary" (Keesing and Keesing, 1971 :134). Thei r 

main feature isflexibi lity; being able to cope with changing seasons, 

organizing to hunt large animals, but still being able to forage 

individually. 
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IJPastora1ism", on the other hand, "is an adjustment to 

ecological factors on the part of advanced primitives " (Hoebel, 1958: 

180). As man became food producer, IJ[h] e radi ca 11 y transformed hi s 

environments and his relations with them " (Keesing and Keesing, 1971: 

138). Keesing and Keesing equate pastoralism with "shifting cu1tiva-

tion" as examples of "modes of ecological adaptation". In the 

Keesings' ordering of subsistence activities, they put pastoralism 

closer to incipient agriculture in the light of man's degree of con-

tro1 over his food production although the settlement pattern of 

technology, makes "a more sedentary mode of life possib1e 'l (1971 :141). 

Agriculturalists are able to maintain more elaborate and permanent 

homes. 

The Keesings are very concerned with the relationship between 

the types of food-producing technologies and man1s degree of control 

over this commodity. liThe technologies of ••• hunters and 

gatherers are highly limited in terms of the control they give men 

_uv£rthaLr £1'1 v-i ronmen-t-and- -t-l:le-e-f-f-iG-i-BI'1Gy-wit-l-l-wI-J-i-GI-J -i-flve-s-tmefl-ts---o-f-

energy yi e 1 d a return ". Man adjusts to an envi ronment Ilchangi ng hi s 

patterns of living to follow the cycles of an ecosystem'l (1971 :136). 

'ILee and DeVore (1968) usefully summarize the social and political 

implication of ecological pressures among hunters and gatherers. 

The relationship of men to resources is very fragi 1e and largely 

beyond direct human contro1 1
' (in Keesing and Keesing, 1971 :137). 
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Hoebel does not contradict the Keesings' ideas concerning 

degree of control: 

People who subsist by collecting and gathering roots, 
berries, seeds, and insects are for the most part directly 
dependent upon 0hat the natural environment offers for the 
taking. People who have acqui red the techniques of planting, 
cultivating, and harvesting crops, or the husbandry of ani­
mals and Who have mastered methods of cooking or otherwise 
changing the chemica-physical substance of natural products, 
so as to make them more useful or more desirable as foods 
are less directly dependent upon the natural offerings of 
their physical environment (1958:177). 

Although this variable is not specifically linked to 

divorce in the literature presented, there is a rationale for the 

. choice. It was alluded to above, under Composition of the Family, 

and wIll be emphasized below under Division of Labour. The settle-

ment pattern is directly related to the type of subsistence and the 

division of labour is related to both. 

Monogamy is rare until you get to the more advanced societies 

possessing agriculture and advanced technology (Goody, 1976:51). 

l'he men perform most of the subs i stence act i vi ty I n a s i tuat I on 

It is agreed that men do almost all of the hunting in that type of 

society but the subsistence 15 rounded out and guaranteed by the 

gatheri ng of berr i es, roots, etc., by the women 0 

Obviously it is difficult to separate these variables but 

Murdock has provided the data for just such a breakdown in his 

Ethnographic Atlas andJintend to test them separately because 



33 

fishing and herding (pastoralism) present particular problBms. Hun-

ting, gathering, and herding are more typically found with shifting 

settlement patterns. Fishing and agriculture lend themselves to 

more permanent arrangements. However, when looking at the degree 

of control over the source of subsistence, the activity of fishing 

is closer to hunting and gathering in that they have less control 

over the source. Herding is then aligned with agriculture, having 

more cont ro 1 • 

Given what we have already discovered in connection with 

the type of technology, it appears that as the technology became 

more complex the tools shifted to the hands of the men and women 

became more dependent. Also, the location of the household became 

more permanent. Along with the above, the possibi 1ity for termina-

tion of marriage decreased. Permanent settlement patterns and 

advanced technology are also associated with monogamy and dowry in 

the literature. With this evidence, I assume that where the settle-

for divorce are greater. And when the subsistence activity exerts 

less control over the environment, the chances for divorce are 

increased. None of the above, however, can be disassociated from a 

consideration of the division of labour. References to who performs 

the greater part of the subsistence activity appear again and 

again. 
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DIVISION OF LABOUR - Subsistence 

"Since cooperation, like sexual association, is most readily 

and satisfactori ly achieved by persons who habitually reside to­

gether, the two activities, each deriving from a biological need, 

are quite compatible" (Murdock, 1965:7). 

"A division of labour between the sexes has long been recog­

nized by economists, sociologists, and other behavioural scientists 

as (1) the original and most basic form of economic specialization 

and exchange, and (2) the most fundamental basis of marriage and the 

family ••• " (Murdock and Provost, 1973a:203). And insofar as 

it is fundamental to the basis of marriage, so should it be funda­

mentally related to the dissolution of marriage. 

Among the basic functions of the conjugal family is the 

cooperative division of labour between the male and the female 

(Hoebel, 1958:318). Of particular interest is the division of labour 

as it relates to subsistence activities. Briefly, referring to 

. .£o.od.y .. 's-ma.tarJ aJ -,-.'fD1LwLLLxeca.U-tbat-mol'"e-com.p-l.ex-ag.J".i-cul-:I;.ure ,.i. e.-· 

plough cultivation, is men's work, while simpler agricultural systems, 

i.e. hoe cultivation and shifting farming often involve more women's 

work (1976:64). Murdock and Provost drew simi lar conclusions from 

their studies: '~here agriculture is simple or extensive, these 

operations and the associated tasks, such as pottery making, tend 

to be performed by females, but with the increase in complexity or 

intensity they tend to be assigned increasingly to males" (1973a:215). 

The development of technology appears to make the difference. 
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Hunting we take for granted as part of men's domain, and 

Murdock and Provost reinforce this belief. Listed among the strictly 

masculine activities were hunting large aquatic fauna, hunting large 

land fauna and trapping (1973a:208). On the other hand, gathering 

is women's work and the gathered food supplements the hunters' diet. 

Recall that Hoebel states that hunters round out their diets with 

gathered foods (1958:184). And the Keesings informed us that I'roots, 

fruits, nuts and other vegetable foods collected by women provide 

the staple base needed for survival" (1971 :136). 

Judith Brown states that, due to childcare responsibi lities: 

I~omen are most likely to make a substantial contribution when sub­

sistence activities have the following characteristics: the parti­

cipant is not obliged to be far from home; the tasks are relatively 

monotonous and do not require rapt concentration; and the work is 

not dangerous, can be performed in spite of interruptions, and is 

easi ly resumed once interrupted" (1970:1074). 

__ Geor~_k_Ll::lol]laD~Ln The Human Group look~J!9~j:~LgJc~Jly_ 

at the pre1iterate or oldfashioned division of labour. He claims 

that the emotional tie between husband and wife is fi rmly founded on 

the activities they contribute to the common enterprise (1950:277). 

Howeve~, divorce was not unknown, even under these idyllic conditions. 

It appears that where the society has less control over food 

sourc~ as in gathering societies and in those with shifting or 

incipient agriculture, the women do the greater part of providing 
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for subsistence. And with the other less complex activities - hunting 

and fishing - the subsistence is rounded out by female activities. 

Only with the more advanced technology of agriculture and perhaps with 

herding, do the men provide the greater part of the nourishment. 

From what I have 1 earned so fa r, ! assume that ",,~,th·the. fi rst group 

(simpler technology and less control over the food base) the chance for 

termination of marriage is greater. But I would be remiss if I limited 

my investigation to terra firma. What cultural influence on the prob-

lem of divorce stems from the interaction with High Gods? Finally, 

but not without merit, some consideration of the role of religion 

should be undertaken. 

HIGH GODS 

Murdock does not discuss religion or apparent religious prac-

tices in his Social Structure. This is understandable as religion is 

in the realm of culture and this area of non-empirical knowledge 

cannot strictly be classed as a feature of the social structure. 

However, Murdock does provide us with a definition of a High God 

in his Ethnographic Atlas: 

A High God is defined, following Swanson, as a spiritual 
being who is believed to have created all reality and/or 
to be its ultimate governor, even though his sole act 
was to create spirits who, in turn, created or controlled 
the natural world (1967:52) Q 

At least throughout our recent history, religion has played 

a very visible role in the instLtution of marriage. John Saliba 

observed: 'tenerally speaking anthropologists see five major functions, 
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or needs, which religion serves, namely, explanatory, emotional, social, 

validating, and adaptive" (1977:181). Accordingly, religious beliefs 

and practices are related to social solidarity and social control, 

and the support of basic institutions (Saliba, 1977:183). Looking 

at the institution of marriage in relation to other social structures 

that are concerned with social solidarity and social control, brings 

the religious practices of a community into focus. Robert Nisbet 

relates the "sacredness of marriage ll to both adaptation and val ida-

tion: '~he sacredness of marriage arose from its relation to mankind's 

survival need of high birth rates • and as a result, marriage 

became a major element in most of the wor1d ' s religions" (1970:256). 

However, the question remains whether " re 1igion is something 

'sui generis ' , consisting of attitudes, beliefs, and practices which 

are uniquely different and above the rest of human life, or whether 

it is just one dimension of life, engulfed and inseparable from, 

the rest of cu1ture " (Saliba, 1976:186). If "separate and above", 

does this have a different effect on the stability of marriage than 

if it is "just one dimension of 1ife"? Gods which were placed "above" 

would appear to be less active in human affairs, although not 

necessarily absent, while Gods which were "inseparable from the 

rest of cu1ture" wou 1d appear to be very active in human affai rs. 

"In times and places where human communities badly needed 

chi 1dren for the adults they would become, a broken marriage had 

implications only too obvious" (Nisbet, 1970:256). Nisbet's 

studies led him to conclude that there was an '~ncient and sti 11 
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widespread abhorrence of divorce" (1970:256). Nevertheless, he was 

forced to admit, in spite of his ethnocentricity, that it was not true 

that divorce was unknown in ancient societies as well as among 

primitive people today. "Divorce rates among the latter can be very 

high. But so are the rates of remarriage and remating" (1970:256) 0 

Despite Nisbet's notion of widespread abhorrence of divorce, the 

"sacredness of marriage" was violated. 

In which instance was it most readi ly violated: when the 

Gods were IIsu i generi s" or when the Gods were an act i ve part of 

everyday life? I see some indication for the assumption that where 

High Gods are absent or not active in dai ly life of the society, the 

possibi lity for termination of marriage is greater. 



Part 3: Summary 

It is my contention that the social structures or cultural 

practices of differing societies have a bearing on the stability of 

marriage considered as a set of jural relations. From the spade­

work of others, I have selected certain practices that I feel bear 

testing. The termination of dissolution of marriage is permitted 

in some societies and not in others. What observations can be made 

from a comparative study of social structures in relation to their 

rules governing tetm ination of marriage: 

chose to put to the test the following independent kinship 

vari ab les 

(1) The rule for obtaining a wife: are goods or services 

exchanged or not? 

(2) The rule for type of union: monogamous or polygamous? 

(3) The rule for domestic or household organization: indepen-

dent or extended? 

(4) The rule for post-marital residence: patrilocal, ambi local, 

neolocal or matri local? 

In addition to the kinship variables, I am interested in 

three general background variables related to marital termination: 

religious practices, division of labour, subsistence activities, 

and settlement patterns o 
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Hypotheses: 

Obviously, sociologists see marital breakdown as disruptive 

and anthropologists are most interested in what promotes stability. 

I am interested in the concept of divorce. It is not always regarded 
! 

as disruptive and many, many societies provide for divorce in their 

social structures. The question is: in conjunction with what 

other social practices? What aspects of some social structures allow, 

comfortably, for a realignment of spouses? 

At this point I hypothesize that termination of marriage 

(divorce) is more probable where: 

(1) there is no consideration in connection with marriage 

(no bridewea1th payment). 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

the type of union is polygamous. 

the household is extended. 

the post-marital residence is matri local. 

the settlement is impermanent (shifting, migratory or 

nomaatc) .--

(6) the control over subsistence is less (simple technology). 

(7) the women perform the greater portion of the subsistence 

activity. 

(8) the High Gods are neither present nor active in the dai 1y life 

of the society. 



CHAPTER II 

OPERATIONALIZATION OF MAJOR CONCEPTS 

From the literature reviewed in Chapter I, I formulated cer-

tain hypotheses concerning the relationship between marriage termina-

tion and the payment of bridewealth, the tYJ:B of union, the organiza-

tion of the household, the location of the post-marital residence, 

the level of subsistence, the settlement pattern, the division of 

labour, and certain religious practices. In order to test these 

hypotheses, I have taken a quantitative approach that requires a body 

of cross-cultured data. First I will present my reasoning for the 

application of quantitative analysis to this problem, and they 

will describe the cross-cultured data retrieval system - the Human. 

Relations Area Files, from whence I obtained the necessary data for 

this. investigation. 

When analyzing the quantification method of research, J. 

Clyde Mitchell made two astute observations: 

The 'anthropological method' has tended to be taken as synony­
mous with the intensive study of small communities through 
participant observations without the use of quantitative 
methods. 

By contrast, sociological methods are assumed to involve 
schedules, questionnaires, and statistical procedures (1967:17). 

Therefore, as has been becoming more popular, I chose to use the 

41 
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sociological method and to apply it to anthropological data. Accor-

ding to Mitchell: '~he value of systematic quantification is that 

it insures that the Inegative l cases, which are important in any analy-

sis, are not overlooked" (1967:21). Of specific importance to this 

study are Mitchell IS comments, Quantification, he points out, has an 

important part to play when honing hypotheses, e~pecially in connection 

with certain aspects of the social structure (1967:23), 

We can illustrate this by referring to Gluckmanls well-known 
hypothesis linking marriage stability with patri liny and low 
stabi Ii ty with matriliny and bi laterality (Gluckman, 1950). 

When Gluckman made his observations, he did not test his hypothesis 

against quantitative data. As John Sirjamaki has already pointed 

out, II. the established practices by which societies control the 

association of the sexes in marriage and the family •• , " lend 

themselves very well to cross-cultural studies (1964:33). The situa-

tion is summed up by Sirjamaki as follows: sociologists and anthropolo-

gists "employ the comparative (institutional) method to invest their 

fami ly studies with cultural content and historical meaning" (1964: 

48). And simply, J. A. Barnes, specifically studying the frequency 

of divorce, chose the quantitative method as he felt it was better 

expressed in this manner (1967:47). 

After proceeding with this approach to my problem I discovered 

that Charles Ackerman-had already taken a similar approach to differen-

tial divorce rates in 1963. These rates, he observed, had been sub-

jected to both anthropological and sociological research. He, too, felt 

that '~nthropological research has emphasized various aspects of kinship 

t 
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structure, and sociological research has been largely concerned with 

homogamy and assortive mating " (1963:13). He also used the HRAF for 

his cross-cultural data. Here we go our separate ways. Ackerman 

organized hi s social structures into two groups that he saw as repre-

sentative of "conjunctive" and "disjunctive" affi1ations. The social 

structures and cultural practices I have chosen to examine stand alone 

with no attempt made to infuse them with further meaning. 

The data required for a quantitative and comparative analysis 

of social structures has, in part, been coded and made avai lable by 

Murdock. With these data Murdock claims: "By simple counting he 

[the researcher] can ascertain the approximate incidence and distri-

bution ••• of social and cultural phenomena in which he may have a 

special interest" (1967:3). 

Collected in thesi Files is a wide range of literature per-

taining to the selected representative cultures. The actual pages 

from the books, articles, manuscripts and theses have been fi lmed and 

transferred to 4" x 6" microfiche cards. These cards are arranged 

systematically by culture and then by culture trait or subject. 

The literature itself is derived from many original sources. 

Each File bears a letter from A to Z indicating this source. For 

example, E stands for "ethnologist", while Z indicates that the material 

was gathered by a sociologist. In between there are missionaries, 

travellers, historians, etc. Each of these letters is followed by 

a number from 1 to 5, assessing the quality of the data. These 

evaluations were not taken into account for this research. 
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The HRAF are specifically intended for application in cross-

cultural studies. The system is examined in The Nature and Use of the 

HRAF By Robert O. Lagace (1974). Irrhe cross-cultural testing of hypo-

theses is essential for the development of valid general theory ..• II 

(Lagace, 1974:6). 

Initiated in 1937 as part of the Institute of Human Relations 
at Yale University, the Cross-Cultural Survey has bui 1t up 
a complete fi 1e of geographical, social, and cultural informa­
tion extracted in full from the sources and classified by 
subject, on some 150 human societies, historical and contem­
porary as well as primitive (Murdock, 1965:vii). 

From these roots the HRAF evolved, Each culture or cultural 

unit is defined in the Outline of World Cultures (OWC. Murdock, 1972 

revised). These cultural units are only a sample of the total cu1-

tures of the universe and were selected on the basis of maximum geo-

graphical dispersal and adequacy of literature (Lagace, 1974:25). 

The cultural units are arrived at in the following manner in the 

OWC: 

1. The world is divided into eight major geographical regions 
or areas. 

2. These are subdivided, usually on a political basis, into 
subregions with thei r component cultural units. 

3. Within these subregions specific cultural units are defined. 
These units may be countries, or culture-bearing population 
units; cultures, societies, tribes, ethnic groups, etc. 
(Lagace, 1974: 25) 0 

Thus, we arrive at the individual Files, each representing a country 

or a culture-bearing population unit. "Each File contains a complete, 

page-order, text copy of every source included in that File, plus 
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a series of numbered category divisions within which all pages dealing 

with a particular subject are brought together ll (Lagace, 1974:1L 

The numbered category divisions are defined and classified according 

to a system which is explained In the Outline of Cultural Materials 

(OCM. Murdock, 1971 revised). Marriage termination is one such 

category division. 

Murdock is also responsible for the Ethnographic Atlas (1967) 

in which some of the data are available in an alphabetically coded 

form. Murdock's Atlas was initiated in 1962 as a regular feature of 

the journal Ethnology and the entries were subsequently compi led under 

separate cover. Herbert Barry III, in associ at i on wi th Murdock, Robert 

Textor and Jerome Lisovich, took these data, plus the data on 307 other 

societies for which the data had been compiled, and made this informa­

tion available in punch card format for use with machine calculations. 

I used all of the sources described above and the difficulties with 

these materials will be discussed below. 

-I--thi-nk --i t DI"'I-Ly -£a-il' :to -po-i-nt--G61-t---t-f:la t- -s-i-nG € my- b @-si-G~@sBaFGR - -

was completed, McMaster University has acquired (Summer, 1978) con­

siderably advanced materials that should enable any future research 

I'to test out, in at least a preliminary fashion, a very wide variety 

of hypotheses l
' (Textor, 1967:viii). George O. Spindler, in his 

foreword to Textor's volume, says: 



Textor's volume permits a scholar to check many of his hypo­
theses with impressive ease. There will no longer be any 
excuse for loose statements about the association (or lack 
of it) between, for instance structural complexity and 
independence training, ..• matri lineality and frequency 
of divorce ••• (1967:vi i i). 

It would seem that the data on marriage termination have been coded 

by Textor. This material was not avai lable to me, (See Appendix A.) 

I used Murdock's Ethnographic Atlas for the more detailed definitions 

of the various categories of each coded variable relating to the different 

social structures. 

Nevertheless, even without Textor's Summary, these data 

have much to offer the researcher and with these data sources I tested 

my hypotheses. Chapter I I contains my presentation of the operations 

I have devised in order to perform these tests. It continues with a 

design of the inquiry, the method of gathering data along with some 

criticisms of the data, a description of my sampling procedure and 

my working hypotheses. 
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Design of the Inquiry 

The format of the inquiry is relatively unsophisticated. By 

simply setting up cross-tabulations, where possible in two by two 

tables, I intend to count the number of societies presenting a specific 

social structure and then to examine the correlation with their rules 

for termination of the marriage. Harold Driver believes that statis­

tical tests designed for simple random samples can be used for non­

random,. judgmental samples (1973:337). This type of quantification 

should present some answers to the problems bandied about in the 

1 i terature. 
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Method of Collecting Data 

The data for the independent variables to be tested in con-

junction with marital stabi lity are available on computer tape. The 

information is taken from the HRAF, originally coded by Murdock in 

the Ethnographic Atlas. Further societies were added by Barry, 

bringing the total to 1170 societies with information accessible on 

computer tape. This, of course, is all done in coded form. Barry pro-

vides a brief description of the variable categories in his Code Book 

that accompanies the program. Murdock's complete definitions, as pre-

sented in his Atlas, made it possible for me to collapse or recode where 

it was necessary for my purposes. 

The problem with working back and forth from the Atlas material 

and the HRAF, where the marriage termination data are avai lable but 

not coded, is in the different designations of the societies. Murdock 

originally classified the societies by region, giving them one upper 

HRAF designate the individual societies by two upper case letters and 

a number. 1 The punch card system simply uses a four-digit number. 

It is necessary, therefore, after ascertaining the societies desired 

for the sample from the punch card system, to correlate the societies 

by name with the HRAF. By going through all the HRAF, I was able to 

For example: The Kung Bushmen are listed as Asl in the 
Atlas, as FI21 or FX10 in the HRAF, and as society #0001 in 
the punch card system. 
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ascertain which units had marriage termination data avai lable. This 

was indicated on the top of the microfi 1m card by a category number. 

According to the Outline of Cultural Materials, a #586 means these 

data are present. 

All the data in the Files are taken from original sources 

and, as already mentioned, the sources vary in their reliabi lity. It 

is possible to rate the reliability of the source if it is desired. 

Ackerman recognized this weakness with the data: I~he researcher can 

only use the data as given - or stop his research". He continued in 

lithe hope that the ethnographic data are neither wholly meaningless 

nor wholly incomparable" (1963:15). I must do the same. 

However, greater difficulties than these persist with the 

data. The societies included by Murdock are understandably limited to 

those that are reasonably well documented. lilt is impossible to draw 

a sample from all human societies as no such list exists" (Drive, 

1973:333). And Murdock's selection is biased as he readily admits. 

The smaller representation from the Circum-Mediterranean region, parti-

cularly Europe, is in part due to Murdock's limitations: liThe author 

acknowledges no special competence in this area and has included only 

a small and unrepresentative fraction of the many adequately described 

societies. II (Murdock, 1967:2). As Driver points out, if you 

select a sample from all the societies adequately described, it is 

at least operational (1973:333). 

The coding of the categories also presents a judgmental 
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decision, but not entirely on Murdock's part. Much of the coding 

was done by others and a consensus was required before it was accep­

table. This leaves us with the problem of the ethnic units (societies) 

that are inevitably counted. I~he classic objection to this method is 

that one is counting a mixed assemblage of cherries, olives, applies 

and pumpkins" (Driver, 1973:330). A common answer to this criti­

cism, according to Driver, is that all the things counted are plant 

foods and are comparable on this general level (1973:330). Anthro­

pologists and social scientists are sti 11 not happy with ethnic units. 

However, if we accept the wide variation that everyone knows exists 

in ethnic units and add variables describing the most obvious kinds 

of variation, Driver feels that we can proceed. 
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Sampling Procedure 

I selected from the total 1170 societies the number having 

simi lar jurisdictional levels. Such use of a variable is suggested 

by Driver. Murdock defines jurisdictional levels as the "areas over 

which power is extended " ; The coding indicates the number of juris-

dictional "levels" or areas over which power extends beyond or trans-

cending the local community for each society (1967:52). This pro-

vides a measure of political complexity ranging from stateless 

societies through petty and larger chiefdoms or their equivalent, 

to larger states. The data is coded as follows: 

1. no levels beyond the local community. 

2. one level beyond the local community: parish. 

3. two levels of jurisdictional hierarchy beyond the local level: 

district. 

4. three levels beyond the local level: province. 

These are, in future, referred to simply as levels. 

Because I wish to exclude, as far as possible, Western 

influence, my sample includes only those societies that were relatively 

unorganized when reported. My assumption is that they were also pre-
, 

literate. This portion of the sample was therefore limited to socie-

ties having a jurisdictional level of one or two. They were organized 

only so far as being classed as a parish. The total was 442 societies. 
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The other necessary criteria for a society to be included in 

the sample was the avai labi lity of marriage termination data. This 

data, as mentioned above, was not available to me in coded form. This 

was probably a blessing in disguise. John Roberts made the observation 

that fo 1 lows : 

If a researcher uses data previously coded by another comparati­
vist for one variable and then correlates it with a second 
variable newly coded by himself ••• the relationship is likely 
to be less biased than if one person did all the coding 
(quoted in Dri ver, 1973 :448) • 

Initially I listed all the societies from the HRAF bearing a 

code #586, This meant that marriage termination data was avai lable. 

These totalled 183 societies. then compared the two lists, 

checking the societies by name, If more than one society from the 

coded computer list (selected on the basis of levels) was represen-

tative of the same culture area or culture type and marriage termina-

tion data was available for both, I selected the first name. 

Societies representative of similar culture types are indicated in 

the HRAF. This procedure eliminated, to some extent, the inclusion 

of simi lar or very closely related cultures. Comparison of the two 

lists produced 86 societies that fit my basic criteria. What re-

mained to be done at this point was the coding of the marriage termina-

tion data, if adequate, relating to these specific societies. 

Coding from original texts is a very time-consuming business. 

I read all the records pertaining to marriage termination for each 

society and then made a decision, where the information appeared to 
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me to be adequate, as to whether or not termination of marriage was 

practiced. If an ethnographer reported that divorce was no longer 

allowed since the arrival of priests or some form of Western influence 

I assumed that divorce had been practiced prior to contact. In many 

cases it was reported that divorce was prevalent in the first few years 

of marriage (among the young) or prior to the arrival of chi 1dren. 

These societies I classified as allowing marriage termination. In the 

cases where divorce was reported as "rare", or some such equivalent 

term, I classified the societies as not allowing divorce. The final 

sample totalled 74 societies with the proper jurisdictional levels 

and marriage termination data that I could adequately and honestly code. 

The ultimate coding resulted in a Ilyes" or Iinoll in regard to their 

marriage termination preference. This information I then punched into 

an empty column in Barryls punch card system and it then became avail-

able for cross-tabulation. 

Murdockls division of the world into eight major geographical 

regions or areas plus my elimination of societies with similar cul-

tures resulted in a sample that is fairly representative of a world 

population. The weakness of Murdockls Circum-Mediterranean data is 

of little consequence due to the high jurisdictional levels of most 

of these areas. The final 9ample appeared as follows: 

Afri ca 12 societies 
Circum-Mediterr.anean 4 societies 
East Eurasia 14 soci et i es 
Insular Paci fi c 13 societies 
North Ameri ca 13 societies 
South America 18 soci et i es 

For a complete description of the boundaries of each area, see Appendix C. 



Working Hypotheses 

After collecting and coding the data on termination of marriage, 

it was necessary to recode Murdock1s cumbersome variables to suit the 

simplicity of this study. His variables pertaining to the social and 

cultural features that I am interested in are far too complex and 

detai led. In all cases it was imperative that I define the taxonomy 

and realign the categories under more general headings. His explicit 

definitions are found in the Ethnographic Atlas. Once these are 

recoded it is not difficult to transfer the recoding to Barry1s punch 

card system for use with a computer program. 

Murdock1s classification of the variables are coded by upper 

case letters. The punch card system data are identified by a numeral. 

In the following presentation of the independent variables, the first 

page reference in the bracket may be found in Murdock1s Atlas. The 

second page reference within the bracket is directed to the Code Book 

accompanying the punch card system by Barry. Each heading under the 

Working Hypotheses is my designation of the variable. If different, 

Murdock1s classification follows. The fi rst set of categories listed 

under the variable headings are Murdock1s complete definitions which 

enabled me to justify my recording. The second set of categorJes 

uses the coding description taken from the punch card system. It is 

obvious that these do not contain enough information to recode 

directly from here. It is absolutely necessary to seek out Murdock1s 
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original intention. The punch card system variables, as presented, 

have already been realigned in order to show clearly the reorganiza-

tion of the variable. 

Presented here are Murdock's categories for the variables 

have selected plus'the punch card version and my recoding. 

Bridewealth: Mode of Marriage: the prevai ling mode of obtaining 

a wife (47,3). Listed are Murdock's possible approaches to the 

question of bridewealth in the order in which they appear in the 

Atlas: 

B Brideprice or bridewealth, i.e. transfer of substantial 
consideration in the form of livestock, goods, or money 
from the groom or his relatives to the kinsmen of the 
bride. 

D Dowry, i.e. transfer of a substantial amount of property 
from the bride's relatives to the bride, the groom, or the 
kinsmen of the latter. 

G Gift exchange, i.e. reciprocal exchange of gifts of subs­
tantial value between the relatives of the bride and groom, 
or a continuing exchange of goods and services in approxi­
mately equal amounts between the groom and his kinsmren and 

··-fhebrTde'S re rat i v-es::-

o Absence of any significant consideration or bridal gifts 
only. 

S Bride-service, i.e. a substantial material consideration 
in which the principal element consists of labour or other 
services rendered by the groom to the bride's kinsmen. 

T Token brideprice, i .e. ~ small symbolic payment only. 

X Exchange, i.e. transfer of a sister or other female 
relative of the groom for the bride. 
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My concern is with whether some form of bridewealth is paid 

or exchanged and conversely with when the practice is absent. There-

fore the following recoding of the categories is necessaryo Recall 

that the numerals refer to the punch card system that-was actually used 

with the computer program. The letters are from Murdock's Atlas. 

1. Brideprice or bridewealth 
2 Brideservice 
3 Token Brideprice 
4 Gift Exchange 
5 Exchange 
7 Dowry 

6 Absence of any consideration 

B 
S 
T 
G 
X 
D 

o 

The recoded independent variable pertaining to the practice 

of bridewealth then appears as follows: 

1 (1 ,2,3,4,5,7) Some form of cons i derat i on 
2 (6) Absence of any significant consideration 

Household Organization: Fami ly Organization: the prevai ling form of 

domestic or fami lial organization (47,3). Note here that the cate-

of union. This is not so for the extended situation which will be 

dealt with later under the heading Type of Union. For the moment, 

I am only interested in the data pertaining to the household organi-

zation. The punch card system denotes this column as the prevailing 

form of domestic organization. 
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E Large extended families, i.e. corporate aggregations of 
smaller family units occupying a single dwelling or a number 
of adjacent dwellings and normally embracing the fami lies of 
procreation of at least two siblings or cousins in each of 
at least two adjacent generations. 

F Small extended fami lies, i.e. those normally embracing the 
fami lies of procreation of only one individual in the senior 
generation but at least two in the next generation. Such 
families usually dissolve on the death of the head. 

G Minimal extended or Ilstem ll fami lies, i.e. those consisting 
of only two related families of procreation (disregarding 
polygamous unions), particularly of adjacent generations. 

M Independent nuclear fami lies with monogamy_ 

N Independent nuclear fami lies with occasional or limited 
po lygyny. 

o Independent polyandrous fami lies. 

P Independent polygynous fami lies, where polygyny is general 
and not reported to be preferentially sororal and where co­
wives are not reported to occupy separate dwellings or 
apartments. 

Q The same as P except that co-wives typically occupy 
separate quarters. 

R Independent polygynous fami lies, where polygyny is common 
and preferentially sororal, and where co-wives are not 
reported to occupy separate qllarter~ .. 

S T~e same as R except that co-wives typically occupy separate 
quarters. 

The realignment of this variable based on the punch card sys-

tem appears as follows: 

1 
2 

3 

Independent nuclear fami lies with monogamy 
Independent nuclear families with occasional 
or limited polygyny 

Independent polyandrous families 

M 
N 

o 
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4 

5 

5 

6 
7 
8 
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Independent polygynous fami lies (a-d) 
(a) Preferentially sororal, co-wives occupy 

separate dwellings 
(b) Not preferentially sororal, co-wives do not 

occupy separate dwellings 
(c) Preferentially sororal, co-wives do not 

occupy separate dwellings 
(d) Not preferentially sororal, co-wives occupy 

separate dwellings 

Minimal extended (stem) families 
Small extended fami lies 
Large extended fami lies 

s 

p 

R 

Q 

G 
F 
E 

This variable, in regard to household organization, divides 

itself very neatly: 

2 
(1 ,2,3,4,5) 
(6,7,8) 

Independent household organization 
Extended household organization. 

Type of Union: Family Or~anization (47,3). 

As mentioned above, the categories for the type of union 

in the independent situation are included in Fami ly Organization. 

However, in the punch card system these data occupy separate columns 

and are re-numbered as follows: 

2 
7 

4 
6 
3 
5 

With occasional polygyny 
Polyandrous fami lies 
Polygynous fami lies (a-d) 
(a) Preferentially sororal etc. 
(b) Not preferentially sororal etc. 
(c) Preferentially sororal etc. 
(d) Not preferentially sororal etc. 

Therefore, in the independent situation we have: 

1 (1) monogamy 
2 (2,7,4,6,3,5) polygamy. 

-M 

N 
o 

s 
P 
R 
Q 
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it is necessary to examine separately the type of union in 

the extended situation and then recombine the two in order to provide 

the data on the type of union for the total sample. The punch card 

system provides these data separately defined as the '~arital compo-

sition of the component fami lial units in extended families": 

Monogamy M 

2 Occasional or limited polygyny N 
3 Preferentially sororal polygyny, co-wives do not R 

occupy separate dwellings 
4 Preferentially sororal polygyny, co-wives occupy S 

separate dwellings. 
5 Preferentially non-sororal polygyny, co-wives Q 

occupy separate dwellings 
6. Preferentially non-sororal p~1ygyny, co-wives P 

do not occupy separate dwellings 
9 Polyandry (one society EE4:239, Tibetan) or 0 

no extended family 

No\·! in the extended situation we can ascertain the same 

information for the type of union as was avai lable for the dependent 

families. Regarding the type of union in extended families, we have: 

I (1) monogamy 
2 (2,3,4,5,6) polygamy 

Post-Marital Residence: Marital Residence: The prevailing profile 

of mar i ta I res i dence (48,4), Thi sis referred to as the "preva lent 

marital residence" in the punch card system o The following are 

Murdock's Atlas categories: 

A Avunculocal, i.e. normal residence with or near the 
maternal uncle or other male matri lineal kinsmen of the 
husband o 

B Ambilocal, i ,eo residence established optionally with or 
near the parehts of either the husband or the wife, depen-
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11 patri local P 
13 Viriloca1 (without localized unilineal kin groups) V 
32 Avunculocal (with or near maternal Uncle) A 
24 Ambi local, bi local or utrolocal (optionally B 

with or near either parents) 
25 Ambi local with option between patri local (or D 

viri local) and avunculocal 
35 Ambi local with option between uxorilocal and C 

avunculoca 1 

26 Neolocal N 

31 Matri local M 
33 Uxori local (without matri local and matri lineal U 

ki n group) 

99 Non-establishment of a common household 0 

More generally, these categories become: 

1 (11,13,32) Patrilocal 
2 (24,25,35) Bi local or ambi local 
3 (26) Neolocal 
4 (31 ,33) Matri loca 1 
5 (99) No common household. 

A 2x2 table is not possible at this point, but I can extract 

the separate categories that interest me in relationship to divorce 

and obtain the picture I require for testing. The five categories 

were maintained in order to arrive at the overall picture for the 

total sample. 
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Sett 1 emen t Patte rh: the preva i 1 in g type of set t 1 ement pat tern (51 ,8) . 

Reproduced first are Murdock's categories: 

B Fully migratory or nomadic bands 

H Separated hamlets where several of which form a more or less 
permanent single community 

N Neighbourhoods of dispersed fami 1y homesteads 

S Seminomadic communities whose members wander in bands for 
at least half of the year but occupy a fixed settlement 
at some season or seasons, i.e. recurrently reoccupied winter 
quarters. 

T Semisedentary communities whose members shift from one to 
another fixed settlement at different seasons or who occupy 
more or less permanently a single settlement from which a 
substantial portion of the population departs seasonally to 
occupy shifting camps, during transhumanence. 

V Compact and relatively permanent settlements, i.e. nucleated 
vi 11ages or towns 

W Compact but impermanent settlements, i.e. vi 11ages whose 
location is shifted every few years. 

X Complex settlements consisting of a nucleated village or 
town with outlying homesteads or satellite hamlets. Urban 
aggregations of population separately indicated since 
column 31 deals with community size. 

The coding for the variable - settlement pattern as transferred 

to the punch card system is very straightforward. There are eight 

possible categories: 

1 
2 
3 
4 

5 
6 
7 
8 

Fully migratory or nomadic bands 
Semi nomadic communities 
Semi sedentary communities 
Compact but impermanent settlements 

Neighbourhoods of dispersed fami ly homesteads 
Separated hamlets, forming a single community 
Compact and relatively permanent settlements 
Complex settlements 

B 
S 
T 
W 

N 
H 
V 
X 
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These fall nicely into two main categories: 

1 (1,2,3,4) Nomadic or shifting settlements 
2 (5,6,7,8) Permanent settlements. 

Now it is possible to address the question of whether or not 

the type of settlement pattern has a correlation with the termination 

of marriage. 

Subsistence: subsistence economy (46,2) 

Murdock explains in his Atlas that: 

A set of five digits indicates the estimated relative dependence 
of the society on each Df the five major types of subsistence 
activity. The first digit refers to the gathering of wild 
plants and small land fauna; the second refers to hunting, 
including trapping and fowling; the third to fishing, including 
she11fishing and the pursuit of large aquatic animals; the 
fourth to animal husbandry; the fifth, to agriculture. The 
symbols are defined as follows: 

0) Zero to 5% dependence 
1) 6, to 1 5% " 
2) 16 to 25% " 
3) 26 to 35% " 
4) 36 to 45% " 
5) 46 to 55% " 
6) 56 to 65% " 
7) 66 to 75% " 

-S) ·76 to 135% ." 
9) 86 to 1 00% " 

The above appear in separate columns in the punch card system. 

The punch card system also provides a new code in a single 

variable in which the type of subsistence activity is recorded. 

However, because normatively, societies participate in more than 

one activity, there was overlapping and the same society was listed 

more than once. It was, therefore, necessary to use Murdock's 
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five original variables from which the new code was drawn in order 

to establish the dominant mode in each case. These original data 

were also used to determine the division of labour under each type of 

subsistence. 

Each of the five variables: Gathering, Hunting, Fishing, 

Pastoralism (Animal Husbandry), and Agriculture, is divided into ten 

categories (0-9) representing a percentage of concentration on a 

certain activity. From this it was possible to arrive at a dominant 

mode of subsistence for each society and classify them as predominantly 

Gatherers, Hunters, Fishermen, Pastoralists or Agriculturalists. 

The dominant mode was taken as simply the mode of activity 

that took a greater percentage of the subsistence activities than 

any other single mode. in the rare case where two activities occupied 

equal roles and these each equalled the other for the highest percent­

age figure, I selected as dominant the activity as the one that was 

coded under the new single code in the punch card system. 

1-r was -not-po:;:; j-b4-e-toose -a -presetp-ercentClgefi-gure- wtth 

this variable to ascertain the dominant mode of subsistence activity 

and each individual society has to be assessed separately (see 

Append i x D) . 

Having arrived at the dominant mode of subsistence for each 

soci ety considered the variable under two main classifications 

according to the dictates of the literature: 

t 
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Those societies having little or no control over the main 
food source: Gathering, Hunting, Fishing 

2 Those societies having a greater control over the main food 
source: Pastoralism, Agriculture. 

Division of Labour: Sex difference in the above technological or 

economic activity (54,12). 

The following are Murdock's original categories: 

D Differentiation of specific tasks by sex but approximately 
equal participation by both sexes in the total activity. 

E Equal participation by both sexes without marked or reported 
differentiation in specific tasks. 

F Females alone perform the activity, male participation being 
almost negligible. 

G Both sexes participate, but females do appreciably more than 
males. 

Sex participation irrelevant, especially where production is 
industrialized. 

M Males alone perform the activity, female participation being 
negligible o 

N_ aQt~sexe~-pattikLpate_, __ but males- do-app~ed ab-1-y mQ~et~~R 
females. 

o The activity is absent or unimportant in the particular 
society. 

P The activity is present, but sex participation is unspecified 
in the source consulted. 

For my requirements, these unwieldy categories were recoded 

following the punch card system: 

1 
2 

Males alone 
Males appreciably more 

M 
N 



3 
4 

5 
6 

7 
8 

9 
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Differentiation but equal participation 
Equal participation without marked differentiation 

Females appreciably more 
Females alone or almost alone 

Sex participation irrelevant 
Activity is present but sex participation is 

unspecified 
Activity is absent or unimportant 

D 
E 

G 
F 

p 

o 

Categories 7,8 and 9 were eliminated as they did not apply 

to this study. The categories from one to six then fell into three 

main divisions that Vl/ould answer my needs: 

I 
2 
3 

(I ,2) 
(3,4) 
(5,6) 

Males perform the task the most 
Equal participation in the task 
Females perform the task the most. 

See Appendix D for the detai Is of each society in relationship 

to thei r type of subsistence activity. 

High Gods (52,9) 

The presence or absence of a High God does not necessari ly 

indicate the degree of involvement with religious practices of a 
- -- -- --- - - -

society. However, there is room for the assumption that His or Her 

presence or absence may affect the attitude towards marriage termina-

tion. This is the only variable available in connection with religion 

in Murdock's data and it was therefore used to test the hypothesis. 

As noted earlier, religious practices are not included in Murdock's 

Social Structure and, therefore, further explanation of his 

intention is impossible. 
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Murdock's definitions of his categories are: 

A A high god present but otiose or not concerned with human 
a ffa irs. 

B A high god present and active in human affairs, but not 
offering positive support to human morality. 

C A high god present, active, and specifically supportive of 
human morality, 

o A high god absent or not reported in substantial descrip­
tions of religious beliefs. 

These are rearranged following the punch card system as High 

Gods: 

1 Absent or not reported 
2 Present but not active in human affairs 

3 Present and active in human affairs but not supportive of 
human mora 1 i ty 

4 Present, active and specifically supportive of human morality. 

These break down quite naturally to answer my query regarding 

the society's involvement with High Gods. If one supposes that only 

the "mo ra1ityl portion of the classification is relevant to marriage 

termination, then one to three would be combined and four would stand 

alone. 

human affairs and recoded the variable: 

1 (1,2) Hi gh Gods absent or not active 
2 (3,4) High Gods present and active. 

This was a judgment decision on my part and I believe it fits my 

intention. 

I now have an operational form for each variable ready for 

machine ca1cu1ation a The marriage termination data was entered on 
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the prepared punch cards and fram the SPSS (1970) a crass-tabulatian 

pragram was selected. 

The aperatianal farm .of the variables appears as fallaws: 

Marriage Terminatian 

Bridewealth 

Hausehald Organizatian 

Type .of Unian 

Past-Marital Residence 

Settlement Pattern 

Subsistence 

Divisian .of Labaur 

__ Hj gh.Qocis 

Dependent Variable 

Na/Yes 

Independent Variable 

Na cansideratian/Same 
cansideratian 

Independent/Extended 

Managamaus/Palygamaus 

Patri lacal/Bi lacal/Ambi­
lacal/Nealacal/Matri 1.0-
cal/Na camman residence 

Namadic .or shifting/ 
Permanent 

Less cantral aver faad 
saurce/Greater cantral 
aver faad saurce 

Male/Equal/Female 

AQ~elJj:, npi:Clctj vel 
Active 
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Summary 

The categories for the independent variables are cumbersome 

and in some instances even boring. They are included in the body of 

the text so the reader wi 11 be fully aware of the rationale behind 

my recoding. The material is now fully operational and Chapter I I I 

will present the results of the cross-tabulations that were processed 

through the computer. As already mentioned an SPSS program was 

selected for this purpose. 



CHAPTER II I 

ANALYSIS OF THE DATA 

In this chapter I will present the findings of each cross­

tabulation separately, including the relevant table. Accompanying 

this wi 11 be my analysis of these data and some discussion of the 

findings. Chapter I II wi 11 co~clude with a general summary of 

the findings. Chapter IV wi 11 contain a thorough discussion of the 

implications of this analysis. 

Bridewealth 

Concerning the payment or exchange of bridewealth in connec­

tion with obtaining a spouse, I concluded that non-payment or no 

consideration exchanged, would be found in conjunction with termina­

tion of marriage. An examination of Table 1 does not support this 

hypothesis. Overall, some form of consideration exchanged is 

generally the rul~. Of the 74 societies studied, 74.3% required 

bridewealth in connection with marriage. 

70 
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Table 1: Bridewea1th by Marriage Termination 

Bridewea1th Consideration 
Marr i age Some None Total 
Termi nat i on N % N % N % 

Yes 42 76.4 13 68.4 55 74.3 
No 13 23.6 6 31.6 19 25.7 
Total 55 100.0 19 100.0 74 100.0 

--v'l.. 4 ~ =.1 339 with 1 degree of freedom significance = .7049 

These data illustrate that there is no significant difference 

between the two populations in connection with marriage termination, 

contrary to what I had predicted earlier. Approximately the same 

proportions of both categories allow marriage termination. The slight 

difference that does appear between the two popu lations regarding 

marriage termination is not even in the direction predicted. Of those 

societies \o'Jith some form of bridewealth, 76.4% allowed divorce. In 

those societies where there was no bridewealth consideration, 68.4% 

allowed divorce. The findings would appear to refute the theorists 

who claim that the payment of bridewealth places a restriction on 

termination of marriage. Here it seems that the payment or non-payment 

of bridewealth is not related to whether or not a society allows 

divorce. In connection with this independent variable, the literature 

examined in Chapter I left me with little doubt that some correlation 

would appear. 

Without quantitiative analysis, Gluckman and Evans-Pritchard 

both perceived a connection between bridewealth and the stabi lity of 

marriage. How that relationship was arrived at was more complex than 
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this examination pretends to be. Nevertheless, I did expect to find 

some correlation. Schneider, I believe, also saw a relationship in 

this area. Perhaps closer attention should have been paid to two 

conflicting observations made in Chapter I. First, the diVorce rate 

is generally high in primitive societies. Second, bridewealth is the 

normative rule for obtaining a spouse. If both these statements are 

true, then one should not expect to find the correlation I Was seeking. 

The intervening literature may be misleading. 

Type of Un ion 

I assumed, in this connection, that termination of marriage 

would be more readily found in those societies practicing or condoning 

polygamy. Separations in monogamous unions appear to be more disrup-

tive. Analysis of these data, presented in Table 2, do not support 

this assumption. Generally, polygamy was the preferred type of 

un i on. Thi s type was-representat ive of 79 ~ 7%-OT tFie- soc i et i es-

exami ned. 

Table 2: Type of Union by Marriage Termination 

Marriage 
Termination 

Yes 
No 
Total 

Type of Un i on 
Monogamous 
N % 

Po 1Y9amous 
N % 

46 78.0 
13 22.0 

9 60.0 
6 40.0 

15 100.0 
--~------~~----~------

59 100.0 

Total 
N % 

55 74.3 
19 25.7 
74 100.0 

~~ = 1.72 with 1 degree of freedom significance = .20 
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Here again there is no significant difference between the two 

populations in respect to termination of marriage. Polygamous unions 

do not appear to have a significantly greater incidence of divorce 

as I had hypothesized. Although the differences here are in the 

expected direction, I cannot say that the type of union is an indicator 

of the possibi lity for marriage termination. Although some 78.0% of 

the societies preferring the polygamous type of union allowed divorce, 

the results were not conclusive. 

If, as Mead suggested, monogamy is such a difficult type of 

union, perhaps I should have anticipated the relatively high divorce 

rate with this type. There are, however, so many other factors to be 

considered when formulating an hypothesis. Primarily, we have the 

American tradition of monogamy and no divorce. Added to this, we have 

the effect of divorce on the rearing of children - one of the functions 

of marriage. Also to be considered is the effect of the loss of a 

spouse in relatively self-sufficient fami lies fami lies practicing 

51 mlYl e 50155 i-steh-cetecnniquesana- fhe -llc l as sicH rlIr-a-1 -Ame-rl can Tami1y. 

Admitting that monogamy in conjunction with an extended fami ly organi­

zation alleviates some of these difficulties, this type of relationship 

was not considered at this time. 

Polygamy, on the other hand, may allow the acquisition of co­

wives without the necessity of divorce. Here then are other factors 

to be considered in addition to those mentioned above. The society 

may restrict the number of wives under general rules, and for 
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economic reasons. Or the kinship structure may dictate or limit the 

group from which a spouse may be chosen. An in-depth investigation 

of this area should take these other factors into consideration. 

elected to let the variable stand alone and found that there was a 

slight indication that the di rection selected had some merit. There 

is a tendency, although not significant, to find a correlation between 

polygamy and marriage. termination. 

Household Organization 

In the extended family organization there is, by definition, 

more labour avai lable to fi 11 the domestic and subsistence roles. 

Although this does not include the sexual role, the departure of one 

spouse should not be as dysfunctional in the extended situation as 

it would be in the independent (nuclear) situation. The analysis 

of these data in Table 3 did not support my assumption that termina-

. tiOA -of marF-i-a§e weuld mcyre-frequentl-y be f-oundin-connection wi-ththe 

extended fami ly format. 

Table 3: Household Organization by Marriage Termination 

Marr i age 
Termination 

Yes 
No 
Total 

Type of Household 
Independent Extended 
N % N % 

21 75.0 
7 25,0 

28 100,0 

34 
12 
46 

73.9 
26.1 

100.0 

1..: = .02908 wi th 1 degree of freedom 

Total 
N % 

55 74.3 
19 25.7 
74 100.0 

significance = .8646 
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Of the preliterate societies examined, 62.2% preferred an 

extended fami ly organization. However, there was no significant corre­

lation between this population and the possibi lity for termination of 

marriage. The difference between the two groups in relationship to 

divorce is so slight that any comment, even on the direction, would be 

in error. Seventy-three point nine percent of the societies with 

extended fami ly organizations and 75.0% of the societies with indepen­

dent family organizations allowed termination of marriage. 

If, as Lasch pointed out, there is no lineal progression from 

extended to independent household organization, then one would expect 

to find both forms represented in a sample of preliterate societies. 

Also, if the raising of progeny is a major function of the family, then 

it might be expected that where divorce is extremely traumatic for the 

children, it would be prohibited. This would appear to be the case 

in independent and monogamous households. Bohannan and I agree that 

divorce would be less traumatic in extended households, and even 

less so in extended households practicing polygamy. My hypothesis 

seemed sound. However, the relationship between the type of union 

and the type of household was not explored. There are four possible 

combinations that could, in the future, each be examined separately 

in association with divorce. 

From these results I cannot make a statement on the influence 

of the type of household on the frequency of divorce, despite my 

belief that the extended situation should lend itself more readi ly to 
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a possibility for termination of marriage. 

Post-Marital Residence 

As was pointed out in Chapter I, Roger and Felix Keesing 

believed that when female links with parents or natal kin groups are 

weakened by her remova 1 from that envi ronment upon marri age, "di vorce 

is uncommon". When societies are structured in such a way that the 

female's natal ties are not weakened as a result of marriage, then 

divorce is more common. I assumed this to be true. However, given 

that there are other possible choices of post-mari~a1 residence 

location, this hypothesis is more difficult to test. Generally the 

results were not significant. Table 4 presents the data on the four 

major locations of post-marital residence that appeared in the sample. 

Table 4: Location of Post-Marital Residence by Marriage Termination 

Locat ion of Post-Marital Residence 
Ma-rr-i age- --Pat-r~- - -Ambi- Neo- Matr-i--
Termi nat i on local local local local Total 

N % N % N % N % N % 

Yes 35 70 00 3 75.0 4 80.0 12 8507 54 74 00 
No 15 30.0 1 25.0 1 20.0 2 1403 19 26.0 
Total 50 100 00 4 100.0 5 100.0 14 100.0 73 100.0 

'Y 2. __ 
r- 1050889 with 3 degrees of freedom significance = .6802 

Number of missing observations = 

In order to accommodate all the societies in the sample, it 

was necessary in Table 4 to consider four possibi 1ities for location 
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of post-marital residence. The most popular option was in relationship 

to patri lineal kin groups (68.5%), followed by a post-marital location 

chosen in relationship to matri lineal kin (19,2%). Taken together, 

ambi local and neolocal choices totalled only 12.3%. Analysis of these 

results for the total sample were not significant. Although the 

differences are in the hypothesized direction, I cannot say that the 

results are in any way conclusive. But when the post-marital residence 

is selected in relationship to the female's kin, the possibility for 

termination of marriage is 85.7%. When the choice is made in reference 

to the male's kin group, the possibility for divorce is only 70.0%. 

If we examine only the two categories of interest here, 

matrilocality and patrilocality, the results approach significance to 

a slightly greater degree. Table 4(a) indicates that, whi 1e the 

dominant pattern is to allow marriage termination, matrilocal societies 

allow it with greater frequency than patri local societies. In this 

instance, matri local and patrilocal refer to the location of the post-

ma-ri ~a l~es i-dence. 

Table 4(a): Patri local and Matri local Post-Marital Residence by 
__________ M~a~r_r~ia_g~e_Termination 

Po st -Ma rita 1 Residence 
Marriage Patrr.loca 1 Matri loca 1 Total 
Termination N % N % N % 

Yes 35 70.0 12 85.7 47 73 .4 
No 15 30.0 2 14.3 17 26.6 
Total 50 100.0 14 100.0 64 100.0 

xl..= 1.34 with 1 degree of freedom 'significance = .25 

Number of missing observations = 11 (societies fell into other 
- categories) 
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By selecting for analysis only the two possible locations for 

post-marital residence that relate to my hypothesis, the results appear 

to be in the direction predicted as before, but the significance of 

.25 is somewhat less marginal. This would lead me to believe that 

there is perhaps some correlation in this area and that the variable is 

important enough to warrant further analysis. 

Settlement Pattern 

I assumed that when the settlement pattern is nomadic or 

shifting the possibi lity for termination of marriage is greater. The 

literature indicated that monogamy was associated with more permanent 

settlements and this leaves polygamy in association with less permanent 

settlements. Recall that monogamous unions were supposed to be more 

stable. Based on this logic, I observed the frequency of permanent 

and less permanent settlements in relationship to divorce. Analysis 

of Tao1e-S pTovi-dErs us with-data that -actttall-yshow -the t-wopopulat-iofls 

to be very simi lar in their approach to marriage termination. The 

total sample produced only 37.8% of the societies organized around 

a shifting or nomadic settlement pattern. The preference (62.2%) is 

for some permanent arrangement. 
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Table 5: Settlement Patterns by Marriage Termination 

Settlement Patterns 
Marriage Permanent Nomadic/Shifting Total 
Termination N % N % N % 

Yes 35 76.1 20 71.4 55 74.3 
No 11 23.9 8 28.6 19 25.4 
Total 46 100.0 28 100.0 74 100.0 

~L = .02908 with 1 degree of freedom significance = .8646 

A correlation between a nomadic/shifting settlement pattern 

and the possibi lity for termination of marriage was what I was seeking, 

but the results are not significant. The differences between the two 

populations and the possibi lity for divorce are so minimal that there 

is almost no indication that the variable is working in one way or 

the other. Marriage termination is possible in 76.1% of the societies 

with permanent settlement patterns and in 71.4% of the societies with 

nomadic/shifting settlement patterns. 

The settlement pattern variable can become very complicated.' 

I-t G@I"! -bei n f1uem:edby ,- Grbe--d i reG:!; 1 yt-he-res-ulto-f-, tAe t-ype-of 

subsistence. But one must begin somewhere and these relationships 

were not investigated for this paper. As with Household Organization, 

there are many possible combinations. For example, a pastora1ist or 

herder moving from one feeding ground to another, following the seasons, 

may have considerable control over his food source whi 1e a fisherman 

living in a permanent settlement may have less. Nevertheless, there 

seemed to be a feeling throughout, perhaps ethnocentrically, that 

somehow permanent sett lements are "better". I sense, from the 1 i tera-
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ture, a progression here that is simi lar to the extended fami ly­

independent fami ly progression and the polygamy to monogamy progression. 

There are many facets to this variable that bear further testing. 

Unfortunately I found nothing in this present exercise that 

would support my hypothesis that there was a relationship between the 

lack of permanence in a settlement pattern and the possibility for 

divorce. Equally, there is nothing in the findings to indicate that 

termination of marriage is significantly more likely when the settle­

ment pattern is more permanent. This variable does not seem to pro­

duce a relationship between settlement pattern and stabi lity of 

marri age. 

Subsistence 

In selecting this variable I felt that, as with shifting! 

nomadic settlement patterns, there would be a greater possibi lity for 

dj-voFcewnen there-was l-ess- control over the dominant mude of subsis­

tence activity. These were both associated with polygamy and greater 

dependence on female labour in the literature. These are in turn 

coupled with less stable marriage. Therefore, I hypothesized that 

termination of marriage would be most likely to be found in societies 

with simpler approaches to, or less control over, food production 

such as gathering, hunting and fishing societies. This did not prove 

to be the case. Appendix I provides the data for Table 6. The sample 
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elicited 71.6% of the societies having a greater degree of control over 

their subsistence. These are the pastoralists and agriculturalists. 

The gatherers, hunters and fishermen comprised only 28.4% of the total 

sample. 

Table 6: Type of Subsistence by Marriage Termination 

Source of Subsistence Control over Dominant 
More (Pastoralism, 
Agriculture 

Less (Gat~h-e-r~i-n-g-,-------------

Marri age 
Termination N % 

Hunting, 
Fishing 
N % 

Total 
N % 

Yes 
No 
Total 

~1- = 0 

39 
14 
53 

73.6 
26.4 

100.0 

with 1 degree of freedom 

16 
5 

21 

76.2 
23.8 

100.0 

significance .99 

55 
19 
74 

The subsistence variable presents complexities simi lar to 

74.3 
25.3 

100.0 

and related to the Settlement variable as outlined above. It also inter-

acts with the Division of Labour variable. I did not find it. profitable 

to consider eilch type- of-5ub5istencei-nd-ivi-dual-ly-due-to -the sma-II-size 

of the sample. 

Obviously these findings are not significant. The only conclu-

sion that can be drawn from these data is that the two populations -

societies having more control and societies having less control over 

their subsistence, are relatively simi lar in their approach to the 

termination of marriage. The differences give no indication of direc-

tion o Societies having more control offered a 73.6% possibi lity for 

divorce whi Ie societies having less control over their dominant food 
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source offered 76.2% possibi lity for divorce. As always, the possi-

bility for marriage termination, in general, is high. 

Division of Labour 

In this variable I am interested in which sex performs the 

major portion of the dominant subsistence activity. I expected that 

when the women provided the greater portion of the necessary labour 

that the possibi 1ity for marriage termination would be greater. As 

previously noted, female labour is linked to a simpler technology 

and the possibi 1ity for marriage termination is expected to be more 

frequent under these circumstances. My hypothesis did not stand up 

to the test. As Table 7 shows, 50% of the labour required for the 

dominant mode of subsistence is provided by males. In 32% of the 

societies, it was reported that labour was shared equally. In only 

18% of the sample is female labour responsible for the dominant subsis-

tence activity. When we isolate male labour and combine the equal parti-

cipation with female labour the results show a 50/50 division. 

Table 7: Division of Labour by Marriage Termination 

Distribution of Labour;'~ 

Marriage Male Egua1 Female Total 
Termination N % N % N-- %- N % 

Yes 29 80.5 15 65.2 9 69.2 53 73 .6 
No 7 1905 8 34.8 4 30.8 19 26.4 
Total 36 100.0 23 100.0 13 100 00 72 100.0 

ry:l.. 
~ = 3.164 with two degrees of freedom significance = .20 

Number of missing observations = 2 
* For the dominant mode of subsistence only. 
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When we combine equal participation and female labour we can 

see that 66.7% allow divorce. However, the di rection, although not 

significant, is opposite to that expected. The tendency is toward a 

greater possibi lity for marriage termination when males dominate the 

labour scene in connection with the dominant mode of subsistence 

activity. 

Societies do not subsist on a single food source. For example, 

hunters rounded out their diet with berries and roots. With the males 

off hunting, the females were responsible for balancing the diet. 

Therefore, looking at only the dominant food source in connection with 

the division of labour now appears to be inadequate. The information 

is avai lable for an examination of the division of labour in connection 

with secondary and even tertiary food sources. This would provide an 

interesting study. An0ther approach would be to break down the agri­

culture variable into its three levels - incipient, intensive and 

extensive, and see if it held true that the simpler technology! 

female labour hypo~hesis was valid. 

In spite of the fact that females appeared more independent in 

connection with simpler technology, where they provided the greater 

portion of the labour for the main subsistence activity, it would seem 

that the possibi lity for divorce may be greater when males provide 

the labour "alone or almost alone". 
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High Gods 

The final variable, the importance of High Gods in the struc-

ture of a society, is analyzed in relationship to its effect on 

marriage termination. My hypothesis was that the absence of active 

or involved High Gods in a social structure would increase the possi-

bi lity for termination of marriage. These data did not prove my hypo~ 

thesis to be true. Table 8 presents these data. Surprisingly, 74.6% 

of the societies examined did not report active or involved High Gods. 

Some anthropologists believe that the concept of religion and Gods 

had a strong role to play in primitive social structures. 

Table 8: High Gods by Marriage Termination 

Involvement of High Gods 
Marri age Act i ve & Involved Not 
Termination N % N 

Yes 12 70.6 37 
-No 5 - 2~.4 13 
Tota 1 17 100.0 50 

.00181 with 1 degree of freedom 

Number of missing observations = 7 

I nvo lved 
% 

74.0 
26.0 

100.0 

Total 
N--X;-

49 73.1 
18 26.9 
67 100.0 

significance .9661 

There do not appear to be any significant differences between 

the proportion allowing divorce and the proportion prohibiting divorce 

in these two populations. Where High Gods are not involved, 74.6% of 



85 

the societies offered a possibi lity for marriage termination, but 

70 0 6% of the societies involved with High Gods also allowed divorce. 

Nothing is to be gained from these data as they stand. A 

realignment of the categories - concentrating on morality alone, 

and grouping non-involved, involved and active High Gods (not 

concerned with morality) also did not produce significant results. 

Table 8a provides these recoded data. Only 13.4% of the societies 

reported High Gods involved with morality. I expected perhaps that 

this 13.4% would have a much greater incidence of prohibition on divorce. 

Tab 1 e 8a: High Gods Involved with Morality by Marriage Termination 

Hi gh Gods I nvo 1 ved with Mora1itt 
Marri age Not Involved I nvo 1 ved Total 
Termination N- % N % N % 

Yes 42 72.4 7 77 .8 49 73.1 
No 16 27.6 2 22.2 18 26.9 
Total 58 100.0 9 100.0 67 100.0 

Number of missing observations = 7 

An analysis of Table 8a offers little more confirmation. Both 

populations allowed divorce almost equally. With or without High Gods 

involved in the morality of a society, the possibi lity for termina-

tion of marriage is 77.8% and 72.4% respectively. 

By Murdock's definition of High Gods there is also the possi-

bi 1ity of Lesser Gods who could represent an active element of a 

society's religious institutions. However, there are no data readi ly 

avai 1ab1e relating to Lesser Gods. As a result, this aspect of social 
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structure was not investigated as part of this study. My research does 

not exclude a connection between religion and marriage termination but 

only between the involvement of High Gods and marriage termination. 

Summary 

This analysis, although not significant, has brought to the 

surface many questions that require answers. On this basis alone it 

has been rewarding. believe these variables to be important to a 

degree far beyond this initial investigation. 

Even at the present level of inquiry, particularly concerning 

the controversial topic of bridewealth, it is surprising that these 

data produced no significant results supporting a correlation between 

that social practice and marriage stabi lity. Even more disconcerting 

is the fact that the slight difference between the two populations is 

not in the direction predicted. Neither did the analysis of the varia­

ble relating to division of labour produce a result in the direction 

predicted. However, the rationale for this hypothesis was much weaker 

than for the hypothesis relating to bridewealth. 

The variables representing the type of household organization, 

the settlement pattern, the dominant subsistence activity, and the 

involvement with High Gods indicated that in these areas the popula­

tions were very simi lar in thei r approach to marriage termination. 

Given the complexity of these variables, perhaps this is not surprising. 
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Other factors must be considered in future research. 

The variables relating to the type of union and the location 

of the post-marital residence produced slightly more rewarding, 

although not significant results. Here there was some indication that 

the hypotheses were formulated accurately. However, the present approach 

is far too simplistic for the intricacies of these variables. Actually 

this statement holds true for all the independent variables and is a 

major conclusion to be drawn from this preliminary research. 



CHAPTER IV 

CONCLUS I ON 

In this thesis, I have tested the influence of several varia­

bles on whether or not a society allows for the termination of 

marriage. While the differences were in the predicted direction in 

two cases, by and large there was no relationship, 

These variables were derived from a series of debates and studies 

in anthropology. The debates generally centred around the very 

definition of divorce or marriage termination itself, and the various 

sets of inter-related variables that seemed to be correlated with 

divorce. The studies were generally concerned with a very few socie­

ties which seemed to illustrate differences in these sets of variables. 

In this thesis, have tried to do blo things. First, I have tried to 

tease apart the sets of inter-related variables, and break them down 

i-nte their ewneomFJoneflt paftsBseompaFatively simple variable-s. -Then, 

I have tried to test the impact of these simple variables on a compara­

tively large number of societies. Briefly, my results reveal that, 

when taken singly) these variables have little or no effect on particular 

society's rules regarding termination of marriage. The possible 

exceptions are post-marital residence and type of union, in which the 

di~ferences were in the expected direction although not statistically 

88 
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significant. Polygamous societies were somewhat more likely to al low 

divorce, than were monogamous and matrilocal societies were more likely 

to do so than were societies with other residence rules. 

It would seem that these results leave me with essentially 

two choices. I can argue that, singly, these variables do not work 

when tested upon a large number of societies and, consequently, that 

the theories should be rejected and/or recast. Or, I can argue that 

the issue of divorce is much more complicated than researchers have 

supposed and cannot be predicted by anyone variable taken alone. 

The latter seems to be the general or preferred solution in the litera­

ture, where originally the variables were referred to as existing in 

complex sets of combinations and permutations. The difficulty with 

this position, however, is that it is empirically untestable in a 

comparative situation. Contrasting post-marital locality (four sub­

types) by division of labour (three types) would give us twelve possible 

combinations; and with 74 societies there is the theoretical possi­

bJlity that (with-e-ven di-stdbutiGn)getweensix ane seven case5w(7ulct­

fall into each of the twelve possible combinations. Such a number is 

then too small for quantitative analysis; i oe. it negates the original 

reason for doing the thesis in the first place. Nevertheless, one 

should presumably make some attempt to resolve this paradox and con­

struct higher order categories that somehow handle the issues involved. 

Perhaps we might follow the lead of two recently discovered 

studies that attempt this: those of Gibbs and of Ackerman. Rather 

than creating a series of combinations for types of societies, they 
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have attempted to create a continuum complex set between polar types, 

along which one could array a sample of societies. And interestingly 

enough, some of the themes making up their types have to do with the 

variables I found to be in the predicted direction of my hypothesis. 

I shall review their work, and then examine the relevance of their 

typologies for the variables used in my study. 

The Gibbs and Ackerman Theories 

Gibbs, doing research among the Kpe1le of Central Liberia, 

observed that "marital instabi 1ity was not uncommon. 11 His goal was 

to develop an adequate theory that would elicit "which type of social 

or kinship structures generate high or low divorce rates" that would 

apply to both primitive and civi lized societies (1964:196). To 

begin with, he coined the term Ilepainogamy" - the condition in which 

marriage is socially supported, praised, sanctioned and almost forced. 

Epainogamous societies are "tight societies that have kinship and 

marriage systems that incorporate three basic processes: first, they 

eliminate normative ambiguity; second, they reward conformity to norms; 

and third, they punish deviance from norms. 

Gibbs sees two main features that eliminate normative ambiguity. 

The first is, by some procedure, to fix the locus of rights in a woman 

in her spouse or his lineage. The second revolves around ceremonia1i-



91 

zation of marriage - involvement of kin, ritualization, spelling out 

of expectations and sacri li zation. 

To reward conformity, he suggests that some societies restrict 

valued rights to marriage. By restricting sexual access, reproductive 

rights and rights to a woman IS labour to marriage, conformity to the 

norms is reinforced. 

Punishment is meted out by shutting off access to valued ends 

and by subjecting spouses to control groups. This is most effective 

in societies where status is achieved by ascription. This is less 

easily sanctioned in societies where status is arrived at by achieve­

ment. However, in the latter case the fruits of a wife1s labour may be 

very important. I n "looser" or non -epa i nogamous soci eti es many of these 

processes would be weak or absent. 

Gluckman IS patri liny provided a starting point for Gibb's 

observations as well as mine. In Gluckman's hypothesis, recall that 

patri liny is associated with a low divorce rate and matri liny with a 

high divorce rate. Gibbs avoided the bridewealth ~mplications and 

suggested that it was the concept of patri liny that was problematic. 

Leach, suggests Gibbs, is argui ng that lithe transfer of jura 1 authori ty 

over a woman to her husband's lineage is not ••• an indication of a 

high degree of patriliny, but that 'retention ' of these rights by the 

woman IS own lineage is such an indication" (1965:197). The conclusion, 

then, is that extreme 1ineality, whether matri~iny or patri liny, leads 

to unstable marriage. Here the jural rights in a woman are divided 
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between her own lineage and that of her husband. Therefore, in 

seeking structural indicators of marital stability, it is necessary to 

select variables that by their presence or absence affect the jural 

rights in a woman. used the terms patrilineal and matri lineal only 

in connection with post-marital residence. The implication here is 

that the patri lineal residence location severs the female's natal ties~ 

My conclusion is that the patri lineal residence site would strongly 

reinforce the husband's jural rights in his wife. The choice of a 

matri lineal site might divide these rights or at least it might cause 

ambiguity. The only other variable I selected that might pos~ bly 

represent an indication of involvement of kin, reinforcing the expecta-

tions, is bridewealth. However, this variable was not examined to a 

degree that would elicit the expectations or the institutionalization 

of this transaction. 

Gibbs believed that the greater the lIinstitutionalized " involve-

ment of other individuals in the marriage, the less chance there is of 

marriage termination (1964:202). He arrived at the following conclusion: 

• 0 0 that the epainogamous society is one in which marriage 
is stable because of the presence of a series of specific 
features of kinship and social organization which separately 
and jointly serve not only to define normative expectations 
in marriage sharply and unequivocally, but to sanction those 
expectations both positively and negatively (1964:203). 

Ackerman, also beginning with the Gluckman hypothesis, was 

looking for a framework for interdisciplinary research. He suggested 

that the structural determinants of differential divorce rates could 

be found in the pattern of the spouses' affi liations (1963:13). This 
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appears to be based on homogamy. He considers that common affi 1ia­

tions produce a low divorce rate. His initial study was based on 62 

societies from the HRAF. 

To test his theory, Ackerman assessed affi liations as either 

conjunctive or disjunctive. However, differences in the descent 

patterns of societies forced him to look for different mechanisms in 

each type that could be representative of conjunctive and disjunctive 

affi liations. 

In bilateral societies, Ackerman concentrated on endogamy 

and exogamy_ These could be further refined by adding the concepts of 

consanguinity and community. Consanguinity is represented in the popu1a­

t i on from whi ch a man may se 1ect a mate'. For examp 1e, wi th consangui ne 

endogamy there would likely be a rule that restricted marriage to a 

woman no further removed than first or second cousin. This results 

in overlapping kin,affi1iations. Therefore, you would encounter 

strong conjunctive affi l~ations in societies that sanction consanguine 

endogamy. '~he more alike the spouses are in such 'antecedent' factors 

as socioeconomic status, ethnicity, region of origin, education and 

religion, the less the probabi 1ity that the marriage wi 11 result in 

divorce" (Ackerman, 1963:14). This is extended to parental similarities 

and homogeneity in "close friend-families" with incorporation of 

community endogamy. 

In lineal descent societies, Ackerman looked for mechanisms 

that severed the affi liations of one spouse and incorporated them 
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in the other. This is simi lar to Gibbs' thinking. Where a society 

does not foster either the extension/inclusion principle or a sever-

ance/incorporation principle in relation to the affi liations of each 

spouse, you can expect conflict and a high divorce rate. 

Ackerman concludes '~hat bi lateral societies are 'not' charac-

terized by high divorce rates generally. Further, patri lineal socie-

ties are characterized by low divorce rates generally" (1963:19). 

And Gluckman's concentration on descent is not sufficient, particularly 

in bilateral societies. It is necessary to dig much deeper to discover 

the factors that foster severance/incorporation and conjunctive affi lia-

tions. Many societies wi 11 present conflicting structures and it is 

necessary to discover the dominating features. Variables should be 

selected and examined with these covert factors in mind. 

What are the implications of these two theories for this pre-

sent study? Since my hypotheses did not stand up to testing, a different 

approach may be warranted in future research. Selecting variables as 

they appear on the-surface in 'fneliterature, shourdonlybea starting 

point as Gibbs and Ackerman have demonstrated. It is necessary to 

discover the basic function of a rule or ritual in order to assess 

its worth as an indicator of marital stabi lity. It is possible that 

the true function of the location of the post-marital residence is 

to eliminate ambiguity in those societies that have a preferred patri-

lineal site. It is also possible that this variable has strong economic 

implications that are not even considered here. The practice of bride-

wealth could also be governed by the above factors. The worth of this 

paper resides in its initial exposure of the selected variables as 

t. 
i 
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will be emphasized again and again. I will now review each finding 

and conclude by suggesting an alternate approach to the problems encoun­

tered with these variables. 

Chapter IV proceeds with a review of the implications surrounding 

each hypothesis. The first and most prominent variable, as indicated 

by the literature, was related to the payment of bridewealth. 

B r i dewea 1 t h 

One of the conclusions of my investigation of some of the struc­

tural considerations that influence divorce is that the absence of 

bridewealth payment in connection with marriage is not a significant 

indicator of possible marriage termination. I found that more societies 

do require some form of consideration than do not. This, according to 

Hoebel (1958), is the most usual method of obtaining a wife in primitive 

societies. Overall, divorce is highly probably, as is most often 

admitted in the literature. 

However, other arguments from the literature seem to have come 

to naught although there is sti 11 a strong indication from the authors 

quoted that bridewealth and marital stability are somehow connected. 

Evans-Pritchard (1967) began by stating, in general, that bridewealth 

had a stabilizing action on marriage, This I did not find to be the 

case, Neither was there any support for his second statement; 
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payments were a recognition of stabi 1ity. In this research it was 

necessary, by its very nature, to consider jural regulations only. In 

this area, Evans-Pritchard believed that bridewea1th would inhibit 

divorce jurally. Schneider thought that possibly bridewea1th was 

important because jural bonds are fixed by the non-returnabi 1ity of 

payment. I agree when he adds, "or is it something else?" 

We do know that there are two main modes of obtaining the rights 

in a woman: some form of consideration or no consideration. On this 

basis alone there is no correlation with termination of marriage. What 

remains for further investigation are Gluckman's hypotheses regarding 

bridewea1th plus patrilinea1ity as an indication of low divorce rate, 

and matri lineality as an indication of high divorce rate. Also, 

have no data on the rules governing the repayment of bridewealth 

when there is a jural separation. A third concept to be considered 

is the difference between dowry and the other forms of payment made 

by the male kin. From his African studies, Goody (1976) equated dowry 

with monogamy which in turn placed restrictions on polygamy, divorce 

and remarriage. 

Preliminary investigation of the literature leads me to assume 

that no bridewealth payment would pave the way for a greater frequency 

of termination of marriage. Quantitative analysis of these data seems 

to prove this incorrect. It would now appear to be important to know 

the amount of bridewealth required and the rules governing its disposi­

tion in the case of marital breakdown. If the payment was high and 

entailed the cooperative efforts of a kin group to accumulate, then 

this group has a vested interest in the stability-of the marriage. 
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Payment might possibly have to be returned. On the other hand, if the 

bridewealth is paid by bride service to the female's kin group, this 

would constitute a period of conflict for the male. Also, does the 

brideprice really compensate the family for the loss of a daughter 

as Murdock suggested, and thus perhaps completely sever the woman's 

natal ties, or is it the beginning of an extension/inclusion affi lia­

tion? These possibi lities pose very interesting questions. 

Type of Union 

When considering the type of union as a separate independent 

variable, the findings of this research are not conclusive and do not 

prove my hypothesis that termination of marriage is more likely when 

the type of union is polygamous. 

It is true that Margaret Mead believed that, in practice, mono­

gamy is a very difficult type of union. But, pragmatically, the one 

male and one female need each other for the different services each 

provides to the unit. With polygamy, and all cases in this sample are 

of the polygynous type of polygamy (one male, mUltiple wives), the 

female role may be immediately replaced. Goody did postulate that there 

was no need for divorce when the society practiced polygamy. Whi le 

there is merit in this observation, I found that the difference between 

monogamous and polygamous populations was not significant in regard to 

marriage termination. 
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It could be argued that both types of union - monogamous and 

polygamous - have aspects that would appear to inhibit divorce. In 

light of the neW theories introduced, the type of union requires a 

more in-depth investigation. An examination of the ceremony itself 

might have implications for the stabi lity of the marriage. To what 

extent does it incorporate the institutionalized involvement of others? 

To what extent does it incorporate religion or sacri lization? 

The polygamous type of union also has many facets. Ackerman 

accepted the levirate as a strong indication of severance of affi liations. 

Here, on the death of a husband, the woman is taken as wife of the hus­

band's brother or some other lineage mate. This should produce complete 

severance/incorporation. Sororal polygamy mayor may not produce stabi 1-

ity. In this case, women are required to share one man, which could be 

disruptive. However, i would also suggest that where co-wives reside 

in separate swellings, the possibi lity of conflict is lessened. It 

may depend on whether a society is epainogamous or not. Data for this 

type of examination are readi ly avai lable. 

Post-Marital Residence 

There is more than one reference in the literature to female 

natal bonds and the stability of marriage. Gluckman thought that when 

there was a complete transference of a woman to her husband's group, 

there was no divorce. With these data I have not taken into considera-
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tion the descent rules (unilateral/agnatic or bilateral/cognatic) in 

connection with marriage, but I have assumed that when the post-marital 

residence is located in relationship to the female's kin, then the 

female's natal bonds are not weakened. This gives the advantage to the 

female who is not required to relocate nor to readjust. Under these 

circumstances, the possibility for divorce was expected to be greater. 

These data, to a degree, do support this hypothesis. The results 

are not significant when all possible post-marital residence options 

we,e considered. However, when I looked only at the two main options 

- patrilocal and matri local - there was a significant correlation between 

a matri local site and the possibility for termination of marriage. 

The literature strongly supported this theory. When the bride 

is not removed from her natal group, those ties remain stronger as the 

marriage ties are weakened. Perhaps there is a kernel of truth, or 

apprehens i on, surroundi ng our "mother-i n -law" -jokes. 

Murdock felt that the rules of residence reflected '~conomic, 

social and cultural conditions" and therefore it was an important variable. 

i woul-d now-suggesT tn-at the rules of residence are a strong indication 

of the severance/avoidance or of the extension/inclusion processes. 

The relative success of this hypothesis is due to the fact that it pro­

vides an indication of the processes that are taking place within a 

society. This still does not reveal whether or not a society is 

epainogamous. This requires further investigation o However, I suggest 

that a society that approaches the residence rules with processes that 

eliminate normative ambiguity, that reward conformity to norms, and 

that punish deviance from norms and that also selects a patri local 
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post-marital residence, is going to have stable marriage. Conversely, 

a non-epainogamous society that favours a matri local post-marital resi­

dence wi 11 have a high incidence of marriage termination. 

Settlement Pattern 

Because other investigators observed a progression from poly­

gamy to monogamy, and from simpler (female) to more complex (male) 

technology in juxtaposition with a progression from shifting to more 

permanent settlements, I assumed that divorce would be more frequent 

when the settlement pattern was shifting or nomadic. Monogamy and perma­

nent settlement did not mitigate for a high divorce rate in the litera­

ture and thus my hypothesis was formed. This was in spite of a strong 

personal feeling that fami lies organized on a shifting or nomadic basis 

might be more dependent on one another. 

Since analysis of the data does not indicate that other inter­

related variables have a significant correlation with termination of 

marriage, it could not be expected that the settlement pattern would 

do so either. It remains to be seen whether or not these variables 

are as inter-related as the literature would lead us to believe. Of 

particular interest would be a verification of the correlation between 

monogamy and permanent settlements versus polygamy and shifting! 

nomadic settlements. I suspect a hint of an earlier, more simplistic 
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anthropo logi ca 1 approach here. Lasch (1975) referred to somethi ng 

similar when he cautioned against assuming a progression from extended 

to independent households; both forms have been around for a long time. 

I believe that the same type of error may have been committed in 

linking permanent settlements with monogamous unions. Organizations of 

these types have been practiced, side by side with nomadism and polygamy 

throughout history, and are not an indication of "civi lization" as such. 

In more instances than not, provision for termination of marriage was 

included in the social structure. 

There is no indication from this variable, on the surface, as to 

whether or not the society is epainogamous. Also, at least at this level, 

it is not an indication of conjunctive or disjunctive affi liations. 

now believe that it is only important insofar as it is a reflection of 

the type of subsistence which in turn is closely related to the division 

of labour. Trying to keep these variables separate presented difficul­

ties throughout the paper. I would no longer suggest looking for a 

correlation between termination of marriage and the type of settlement 

pattern as it was attempted herein. I leave further speculations to 

follow in the discussion of the next two independent variables - subsis­

tence and division of labour. 
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Subsistence 

Following Goody, I assumed that monogamy would be rare with a 

simpler technology such as hunting, gathering or fishing and would most 

commonly be found with agriculture and a more advanced technology, 

regardless of any fallacy in logic possibly committed. Monogamy was 

not supposed to correlate with termination of marriage. Here again 

too many theories appear to have arisen from the old idea of "primitive 

hordes " not IIproperlyll formed into "one to oneil unions. Anthropologists 

now believe this to be in error, but the memory lingers on. 

An examination of each possible combination of categories between 

the two variables was not attempted. One could consider monogamy with 

"more control II and with "l ess control II over the food base. The same 

could be done with polygamy. But I now suggest that this would be a 

futi Ie exercise. The original premise was in error. The assumption 

that monogamy is in some way synonymous with marital stability appears 

to be in error. A more profitable exercise would ~e to consider the 

types of societies that are usually found with hunting, gathering, 

agriculture, etc. If each type of subsistence activity correlated 

nicely with specific social structures, and these structures demonstrated 

the affiliation processes and the "tightness" of the society in regard 

to its own norms, then and only then could something useful be elicited 

from this variable in relationship to divorce. gained nothing 

conclusive from the approach taken in this paper. 
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Division of Labour 

A lack of correlation between the independent variable and 

marriage termination holds true in the case of division of labour as 

well as in the above. 

Homans (1950) wrote that the "emotional tie" between a husband 

and wife is rooted in the activities they contribute to the common enter­

prise. Then, in theory, when subsistence is provided for equally, the 

possibility for divorce should be less frequent. But here I am equating, 

in part, emotions with a divorce rate. And where women are more inde­

pendent insofar as they are able to provide the dominant food source, 

the possibi lity for divorce should be more frequent. 

With the nexus of female labour, impermanent settlements, simpler 

technology and polygamy, I expected to find a greater probabi lity for 

termination of marriage. However, as with the findings pertaining 

to settlement patterns and other rel ated variables, nothing significant 

appeared in regard to division of labour. I now believe some literature 

to be misleading in these areas. Further research may not confirm a 

link between female labour, impermanent settlements and simpler tech­

nology. Of even greater interest, from my point of view, would be an 

examination of the total subsistence activities of a society and a 

tally made of the total contribution of each sex. It is quite possible, 

with these data, to make such an investigation. 

However, there are many other approaches that can be taken to 

the question of the division of labour. If the fruits of the woman's 

labour, as well as the fi I iation of her chi ldren, remain wi th her kin 
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group, ambiguity could arise and cause marital disruption. However, 

if the rewards of her labour increase the status of the couple in an 

achievement-oriented society, then the pressure may be towards preser-

ving the marriage. I feel the division of labour variable with all its 

ramifications to be very important, and it requires a thorough investi-

gation both in the past and in the present. 

High Gods 

My conclusion from these data is that the presence or absence 

of High Gods in the human affairs of a society bears no relationship 

to the possibility for termination of marriage. For many reasons I 

believed this to be true and I still hold this belief. These data are 

inadequate to assess the role of religious or supernatural practices 

within a given society. The coded data should be disregarded and an 

assessment made by the researcher as was done with the marriage termina-

t i on data. 

Religious practices and beliefs, as reported by Saliba (1976; 1977), 

are involved with social solidarity and social control. Gibbs would 

insist that ritualization and sacri1ization of the marriage ceremony 

in particular, eliminates normative ambiguity. This approach to reli-

gion I would classify as "invo1ved" not "sui generis". Attitudes and 

beliefs are not necessarily as regulatory as the ritual and the 

physical processes that tend to reinforce the norms. It is the influence 
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of High Gods only, as examined in this paper, that appears to bear no 

correlation with termination of marriage. And if Nisbet's theory holds, 

then ~eligious practices should deter divorce simply because of the 

society's need for chi 1dren - for the adults they would become. 

A closer look at the grounds or reasons given for termination 

of marriage may reverse the picture entirely. Divorce may be the practi­

cal answer to a union that has not produced any offspring. In eighteen 

of the 74 societies examined, divorce was specifically allowed on the 

grounds of lack of offspring or it was allowed during the very early years 

of marriage before chi ldren were produced by the young couples. The 

grounds for divorce and the problem of issue may be another key to the 

question of avai1abi lity of marriage termination. However, this may 

well be aside from any religious implications. The grounds for divorce 

may be elicited from the original literature in the HRAF for many of 

these societies and whi 1e I was not investigating the grounds at this 

point, a future study of this milieu would be advisable. 

I conclude with a strong recommendation that the problem of 

the survival of the species through successful reproduction is closely 

related to the divorce rate and that termination of marriage is more 

probable in the absence of any issue rather than afterward. 
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Summary 

In general, the hypothesis I formulated did not stand up to 

testing by quantitative analysis. The major conclusion I reached is 

to be very wary of theoretical statements that have not been tested 

by some rigorous method. Second, the possibility for divorce is a1-

ways high in pre1iterate societies. 

In my final assessment of these hypotheses I have leaned 

heavi lyon two theories that attempt to clarify some of the problems 

related to termination of marriage. One objective was to formulate 

theory that would be applicable to both "primitive" and "civilized" 

societies. The other objective was to increase interdisciplinary 

investigation in the problems relating to marital stabi 1ity. Both 

approaches have considerable merit. 

Specifically, I believe that the location of the post-marital 

residence in relationship to the female's kin gives some indication of 

the possibility for marriage termination and the question of whether or 

not there has been issue from a union should be thoroughly investigated. 

As for the other variables I selected - bridewea1th, household settlement, 

division of labour and religion - further research along the lines I 

have indicated is recommended. 
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~undTidg8, 0nt~rio, 

POA l~IO 

=~23·'C.h 15, 1916. 

Dear Professor ~.~·urdock, 

During !Ily lu:.der(':r':.C1.U8te YC2TS '='ot I.1cI,18.ster 

University in Hp,ilton, Ont2rio, 28 a major in both 

Anthroyology [ll1D.~ ociolo:sY, r;Jegan 1,·,'o=':-'!.~ing \'il th your 

Ethnog.caphic Atlas. ITOVJ .38 I 3.£r9l'o,cl.ch L:y :.~. A. L.1. 

Socj.ology I Tequire further infor':l2.tj.on. 

compR.ring other ;'CLS]?ects of societies that 8-l1ow 8i t.ber 

e:?8Y morria.ge terminE.tion, infreQuent :marriage teTTilination, 

or no ter:'lin.xcion of j'l·''.rris.ge at all. I must add tlJ.e.t 

I fou.nd my 0 ',';'11 2.tte~Lpt at this coo.ing sOI'lewhat ur.cceliable. 

Plus the sbove, :.:O!:.le COd.il'lg o:C the ciegree or 

complexity of bride price or bTice ",:crvice v,'ould be 

appreciated. 

Per.hs.-os this info:r·~18.tion l-::2.s :J1re2.dy :Jeen ooce(l ~no. 

I .have missed it? I ','[ould a'9preci2.te very mU.ch any helD 

you can give me as my thesis denends on it. I look 

forr;a:T(i to beering from you. 
Thank you. 

YOl}.rs truly, 

Dear Mrs. Noonan: 

Professor George p. MurdocK is now retired 
from the University of Pittsburgh and owing to 
poor health is no longer active in anthropology. 
However, there has been no additional codes to 
the ETHNOGRAPHIC ATLAS. I am enclosing several 
reprints that you might have some use for. 

Sincerely, 
r 1 

. \. l,-. ( ,._~ ___ /; ... <.·l.fl';' ( .. l.~~,,-~ 
Dolores Donohue 
Managing Editor/ETHNOLOGY 
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APPENDIX B 

Soci ety Punch Card HRAF Society Punch Card HRAF 
Name Number Number Name Number Number 

Kung 0001 FX10 Maori 0167 oz4 
11 a 0004 FQ6 Marquesas 0168 OX6 
Bambara 0012 FA8 ~Copper Eskimo 0169 ND8 
Katab 0014 FF38 Yokuts 0174 NS29 
Monguor 0036 AE9 Navaho 0182 NT13 
Santal 0042 Aw42 Zuni 0183 NT23 
Andaman 0045 AZ2 Charti 0186 SK6 
I ban 0053 OC6 Cagaba 0187 SC7 
Kapaku 0057 OJ29 Tapi rape 0190 SP22 
Truk 0060 OR19 Jivaro 0191 SD9 
Tri bri and 0062 OL6 Cayapa 0194 SD6 
Ti kopi a 0066 OT11 Abipon 0196 SI4 
Gros Ventre 0075 NQ13 Bacai ri 0197 SP7 
Tarahumara 0083 NU33 Nambicura 0198 SP17 
Ca 11 i nago 0087 ST13 Shi11uk 0218 FJ23 
Mundurucu 0090 SQ13 Yap 0260 OR22 
Yahgan 0094 SH6 Yao 0304 FT7 
Mataco 0095 SI7 Luo 0318 FL 11 
Caraja 0099 SP9 Bhi 1 0328 SQ25 
Chagga 0107 FN4 Pawnee 0342 NQ18 
Kikuyu 0108 FLlO Yucatec Maya 0345 NU10 
Fang 0109 FH9 Tehue1che 0349 SH5 
Dogon 0113 FA 16 Ko1 0362 AW37 
Nuer 0120 FJ22 Khasi 0365 AR7 
Siwans 0123 MR14 Manus 0373 OM6 
Lapp 0129 EP4 Goa Ji ro 0391 SC13 
Rwa1a 0132 MD4 Chirigano 0398 SF10 
ChUKcnee 0135 RY2 Tupl hambi a 04co S09 
Miao 0138 AE5 Tewa 0435 NT18 
Burusho 0139 AV7 Aleut 0458 NA6 
Lepcha 0140 AK5 Bella Coo1a 0471 NE6 
Toda 0143 AW60 Nootka 0473 NE 11 
Tana1a 0144 FY8 Micmac 0504 NJ5 
Vedda 0145 AX5 T1 ingi t 0505 NA12 
Semang 0148 AN7 Amarar 0865 MP5 
Wogeo 0159 OJ27 Easter Island 1126 OY2 
Pukapukans 0166 OZ 11 Tasmanians 1141 0119 
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Africa, exclusive of Madagascar and the northern and 
northeastern portions of the continent. 

C Circum-Mediterranean, including Europe, Turkey and the 
Caucasus, the Semitic Near East, and the northern and 
northeastern Africa. 

E East Eurasia, excluding Formosa, the Phi lippines, Indo­
nesia, and the area assigned to the Circum-Mediterranean 
but including Madagascar and the other islands in the 
Indian Ocean. 

Insular Pacific, embracing all of Oceania as well as 
areas like Australia, Indonesia, Formosa, and the 
Phi lippines that are not always herewith included. 

N North America, including the indigenous societies of 
this continent as far south as the isthmus of 
Tehuantepec. 

S South America, including the Anti lIes, Yucatan, and 
Central America as well as the continent itself. 
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APPENDIX D 

Proportion Spent 
on each Act i vi t:i~'~ Dominant Division 

Society Mode of of Marriage 
Number G -H F P A Subsistence Labour* Termi nat ion 

0001 8 2 a 0 0 G F Yes 
0004 1 0 0 3 6 A F Yes 
0012 2 0 1 2 5 A M Yes 
0014 2 1 1 1 c: /\ M Yes .J 

0036 0 0 1 3 6 A E Yes 
0042 0 1 1 1 7 A E Yes 
0045 4 2 4 0 0 F E No 
0053 0 0 2 2 6 A E Yes 
0057 0 1 1 2 6 A E Yes 
0060 0 0 5 0 5 A M Yes 
0062 1 0 3 1 5 A E Yes 
0066 0" 0 5 1 5 A F No 
0075 2 8 0 0 0 H M Yes 
0083 1 1 0 3 5 A M Yes 
0087 0 1 5 0 4 F M Yes 
0090 1 3 2 0 4 A E Yes 
0094 1 2 7 a a F E Yes 
0095 2 2 4 1 1 F M Yes 
0099 2 2- 4 0 2 F Yes 
0107 0 1 0 3 6 A E Yes r 
0108 0 0 0 3 7 A F No 
0109 1 1 2 1 5 A F No 
0113 2 0 0 2 6 A M Yes 
0120 0 0 1 5 4 P M No 
0123 0 0 0 3 7 A M Yes 
0129 b 2 2 6 0 P E No 
0132 1 1 0 8 0 P M Yes 
0135 0 2 3 5 0 P M Yes 
0138 0 1 1 2 6 A M Yes 
0139 0 0 0 4 6 A E Yes 
0140 0 1 0 3 6 A E No 
0143 1 0 0 9 0 P M Yes 
0144 0 0 2 2 6 A E No 
0145 4 3 3 0 0 G E No 
0148 4 3 3 0 0 G E Yes 
0159 2 0 2 1 5 A E Yes 
0166 0 0 4 1 5 A F Yes 
0167 2 2 2 0 4 A M No 
0168 0 0 4 1 5 A M Yes 
0169 0 4 6 0 0 F M Yes 



113 

Appendi x 0 (contd) 

Proportion Spent 
On each Activit~* Domi nant Division 

Society Mode of of Marri age 
Number G H F P A Subsistence Labour*" Termi nat i on 

0174 4 3 3 0 0 G E No 
0182 2 1 0 3 4 A M Yes 
0183 1 1 0 0 8 A M Yes 
0186 0 1 1 2 6 A M Yes 
0187 0 0 0 2 8 A E Yes 
0190 1 1 3 0 5 A M Yes 
0191 1 2 1 0 6 A F Yes 
0194 1 1 2 1 5 A F No 
0196 2 6 1 1 0 H M Yes 
0197 0 2 3 0 5 A E Yes 
0198 4 3 1 0 2 G F Yes 
0218 1 1 1 2 5 A E No 
0260 0 0 4 1 5 A F Yes 
0304 0 1 2 1 6 A F Yes 
0318 0 1 1 2 6 A E Yes 
0328 1 1 1 2 5 A M No 
0342 1 4 0 0 5 A F No 
0345 0 1 2 0 7 A M No 
03L~9 2 7 1 0 0 H M No 
0363 1 0 0 2 7 A M Yes 
0365 1 1 1 2 5 A F Yes 
0373 0 0 9 1 0 F M Yes 
0391 0 1 1 7 1 P E Yes 
0398 1 1 2 1 5 A M Yes 
0400 2 2 2 0 4 A F Yes 
0435 0 1 0 1 8 A M No 
0458 1 3 6 0 0 F M Yes 
0471 2 2 6 0 0 F M Yes 
0473 2 2 6 0 0 F M Yes 
0504 1 5 4 0 0 H M Yes 
0505 1 3 6 0 0 F M No 
0865 0 0 0 9 1 P Yes 
1126 0 1 2 0 7 A M Yes 
1141 4 4 2 0 0 H M Yes 

~'~ G - Gatheri ng ~i M - Ma le 
H - Hunting E Equal 
F - Fi shi ng F - Female 
P - Pastoralism 
A - Agriculture 
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