o)
Eel
)
~
-

D

0
=

Task Force For The
Development Of

A Family Discipline

VOLUME 1

NUMBER 1

NEWSLETTER

DECEMBER, 1984

Task Force Activities Report
By Wes Burr

About 50 people attended the 'open
meeting” of the Task Force held October 18th
in San Francisco. There was enough consen-
sus among the group that a discipline is
emerging. A formal and unanimous vote was
taken declaring this belief. The discussion
then turned to the tasks tha! should be ad-
dressed to help the tieid mature. The resuli
was that five "Task Groups” were organized
to deal with 3specific needs. These task
groups are:

Task Group No. 1. Alternative Carears tn the
Field: This task qroup will develop strategies
for identifying new career opportunities for
family professionats. Special atlention will be
given to possibilities in business, industry
and governmental possibiiities. The group
wiil assemble and publicize whal is being
dane in family programs to develop these ap-
portunities, and coordinate additional efforts,
This group witl be ¢chaired by Barbara Yance,
Department of Family Sciences. Brigham
Young University, Provo, Utah 84604,

Task Group No. 2: Organizationai Issues: This
task group will identify issues and proposals
about organizational, pelitical, and inter-
discipfinary concerns. The Orthner Commis-
sion in NCFR will be bringing recommenda-
tions to the NCFR board of directors soon,
and this task group will then work within the
resulting structure and policies to find the
bes! ways to develop the organizations the
new field needs. This group will be chaired by
Carolyn Love, South-Western Publisking Co.,
5101 Madison Road, Cincinatti, Ohio 45236.

Task Group No. 3: Internships and Practica In
the Family Field: This group will identily the
innovatrons that are being made nationally in
family internships/practica and make this in.
formation available s these programs can be
improved In family departments This group
will be chaired by Stephan Bollman, Depart-
rent of Family and Child Development, Kan-
sas State University, Manhattan, Kansas
66506.

Task Group No. 4: Justification that there is a
Discipline: This group will continue to ex-
plicate the justification for the discipline by
identitying unique aspects of famify science
scholarship. umique perspeclives, and the ad-
vantages of having a discipling This justilica-
tion has been partially written. but more
needs to be sald, in particular about the rela-
tionships of the disciphne with home
economics and socéology Margaret Bubolz,
Depariment ot Family Ecology. Michigan
State Unrversily, East Lansing, M| 48824, will
chair this group.

Task Group No 5 Name for the Discipitne:
This group will premote dialogue and then
decisicn making about which term is the best
label for the family field. After a lengthy
discussion in the October 18th meeting, i
was decided that a decision should be made
about the term “in a few months.” This group
will be chaireg by Godirey EIlis, Department
of Family Relations and Child Development,
Qklahoma State University, Sliilwater, OK
7a078.

Those who were in atlendance at the NCFR
meeting identified which ol these task
groups they wished to work on  What thrs wit

probably mean in practical terms Is that the
chair of the task group will consult with, in-
vite ideas from, circulate proposals among,
etc., the members ol their task group to
gradually identity the issues that should be
addressed and make whatever recommenda-
tions seem appropriate. If any of you wish to
become involved with a lask group please let
me andior the chair of the group know so wa
can get you into the communication nelwork.

Several other issues were also dealt with in
the meeting. One was the deflnition of the
new discipline, and there was consensus that
the field should be defined as the discovery
and applicaticn of knowledge about the fami-
ly. This will, it is hoped, heip theory, research,
and application all be components of the
family field.

It was also decided that it is important to
rotata leadership in the discipline, and this
should be done with the NCFR Task Force,
Tharetore, after nominations from the floar
and later discussion by the beard, several
recommendations were made to Sharon
Price, NCFR president Sharon subsequently
appointed Carolyn Love and Jarmes Walters
to the board of the task lforce, and Nelwyn
Moore was rolated off the board. Jay
Schvaneveldi was appointed chair-elect of
the task force, and Gary Peterson was ap-
pointed secretary-ireasurer.

One final item Is that the next issue of the
Task Force's Newsletter Is being prepared,
and those who wish to submit ldeas should
send them to Gerry Neubeck.

TREASURER'S REPORT
Nelwyn B. Moore Qectober 12, 1984

Items of business pertaining to the office of
treasurer are as foilows:

-58 paid membershlps including students and
prolessionals - list of names and addresses
attached.

-A non-profit che¢king account was opened
under the name Association for the Develop-
ment of a Family Disclpline at the State Bank
& Trust Company of San Marcos, Texas.

-$240.00 is the current balance of ADFD ac-
count,

‘No @xpenses have beon incusred.

Call For Comments

As most of us agroe, many professionals in
the family fleld (discipline?) suiler trom
somawhat ol an (dentily Ctisis. A ciear label
tor the field would build a sense o self-
esteem among those working in the area and
facilitate recognition by other professionals.

At our rgcent meeting of the NCFR Task
Farce, a straw vote was taken regarding the
name issue The majonty felt that, while a
decision in San Francisco was premature, a
definite name ¢hoice needed to be made
within the next few months

It looks as if the choice of a label has narrow-
ad down 1o two possibilities

Family Science
Familiology

In the next newsietter, we would like to air
some !ast comments, pro and con, for each of
the names. We are inviting short statements
on any of four themes:

1. The case for, “Family Science”

2. The case against, "'Family Science™
3. The case for, "Familiology™

4. The case against, "Familiology™

If response is brisk, t will edit out a series of
the strongest statements or paragraphs for
each theme. It input is more limited, we
would be able to include complete
statements.

If anyone feels passionately about anather
alternative, such as “Famclogy”, we wnuld
be willing to include those arguments as well
At the conclusion of the mini-debate, we will
have some kind of ballot and decide the name
once and for all.

Let's hear trom you!

Godfrey J. Ellis, Chair
Task Group No. 5: Discipline Name

This excerpt from a New York Times articie
by Glenn Collins, who covered the San Fran-
ctsco NCFR meeting, singles out the “birth™”
of a new discipline. The titie of his piece was:
EXPERTS AT 2 GATHERINGS TAKE VARY-
ING VIEWS ON STATE OF FAMILY

“This may have been a histafic mo-
ment,” said Dr Gerhard Neubeck, pro-
fessor of family social science at the
University of Minnesota. "wWe have
given birth to anew discipiine " He was
referring to the unanimous recommen-
dation by a committee ol 45 scholars at
the National Council on Family Rela-
tions that the study ol the family be a
distinct academic discipline 1t has
been a stepchild, as one scholar put it,
of such realms as sociology.
psychology, anthropoiagy an¢ home
economics

Would the new discipline be called
tamily science. famology of lamily
ecology? Comimitleae members could
not agree That wil have lo de resoived
in 1985 - at the next big family reunion.

Glenn Collins
New York Times

A Family Discipline
and Home
Economics:
Relationships and
Implications

By Margarei M. Bubolz

Proponents of the tormation ot a family
discipline have asseried thal none of the
oldes disciplines which have provided
knowledge about the famiily and given service
to tamilies focus on the family as its central
concern. Home e¢onomics 1s one of these
older discipiines or fields of study and prag-
tice which has ctaimed the famdy as its
hustorical core (1) and continuing focus (2) it
is necessary, therefore, 1hat questions about
the disciplinary and structural relationships
between a new family discipline and the tield
of home economics be explored.

Famity Discipline cont.



Family Discipline coni.

Home economics grew out of a cencern in
the latter part ot the 19th cenlury fo
strengthen tamilies and househalds and out
of the growing interest In applying principies
of science to the home environment, The ear-
ly emphasis on sanitation and nutntion quick.
ly expanded to incluge chiid development,
family relations, parenthood, as weli as
clothing, turnishings, housing, design, home
management anc family economics. The
natural sciences, social sciences, arts and
humanities wore all seen as contributing 1o
nome economics and te improvement of
family well-being. Home economics was,
thus, conceived as an interdisciplinary field
with a mussicn oriemation. Recantly, its
original definitign and purpase have been re-
affirmed and restated as that of being a prac-
tical science with the mission of enabting
families as individual units and as sociai in-
stitutions to build and maintain systems ol
action which lead to maturing selt-jormation,
to developing and protecting the human
gualities of families and individuals, ang to
participation in the critique and formulation
o! social goals and means for accomplishing
them (3, 4). Home economics views the family
as the major source of nurturance and
renewal of the individual, helping prepara its
members for effective productivity for self
and society. The tamily ecosystem is seen as
the core of home economics (2).

Given this stated mission and focus, one may
well ask: How is this different from what
might be the iocus and goals of a family
disclpline? What will be the relationship of a
family discipline 1o home economics? Before
answering these Qquestions, additional
historical and ¢ontemporary developments in
home economics must be examined,

The history of home economics as an inter-
discipiinary tield and its subsequent develop-
ment illustrate a general tendency in the
history ol science {(5). Speclalizations in
science did not take place according to a ra-
tionally defined plan. instead, individual
disciplines emerged 1o deal with particular
aspects ot the natural social world and of #x-
perience Research 1n the disgiplines and
emerging theoretical and praciical prablems
as wel] as socio-political conditions led to the
need 1o bring about some kind of interaction
between disciplines. In soma cases his led
to the growth of new disciplines which, in
turn, subdivided into specialized disciplines,
The early emphasis in home economics was
on integration of concepls and principles
from various disciplines, appiied to the home
and family as a totality, recognizing that fami-
iy problems did nol separate themselves into
problems related to family relations or
management, child growth, ot food or hous-
ing. These areas wore interrelated in the
everyday lile of families, tn which decision
and actions in any one sphere influenced the
others. Home economics was considared to
be espectally concerned with relations bet-
ween resources and congitions ot the en-
vitpnment and with man's nature as a social
baing {B).

However, in order to develop the Xnowledge
base in home economics, [o teach and apply
its content, and to prepare professionals in
the lield separate and distinct areas emerged
with their own names and identities Thesein-
ciuded dietetscs and nutrition, interior design
and related ar!, textiles and clothing, fanuly
relatians, child of human development, tamily
and consumer economics and home
economics educatien N some instances
these liglds have become Qr arg emerging as
separate disciplines with Lherr Cwn
thegretical frameworks, professional
organizations, journals and oesignations.

Home economics is increasingly tdentified as
a professional field, encompassing a variety
ol specialities and disciplines. Professionals
practice in many setlings and work en-
vironments, Service to families ranges on a
continuum from direct service as in educa-
tion or counseling to more indirect provision
of products and services, Ap important issue
within the field as present is whether or nat
the varlous subfields In home egonomics
have a common, unitying core of knowledge
and a continuing, central focus on the family
.

Of parilcular relevance to a family disciptine
is the component of home economics iden-
tified as family relationships, often coupled
with child or human development. This area
has long been a component of home
economics {8, 9). Home management and
family economics have aiso been significant
components of home economics and In re-
cent years have become strycturally and con:
ceptually joined with family relations in such
units as Family Social Sclence at the Univar-
sity of Minnesota and in Family and Child
Ecology at Michigan State University. This
development suggests that a family
discipiine can incorporate managertal-
productive {instrumenial} and nurlurant-
developmental (socig-emotional] processes
and functions and their interaction within the
family,

The significance of the family/child compo-
nent in home economics is iliustraled by the
following:

In 1980-81, of 108 member institutions
in the Association of Administrators o!
Home Economics (AAHE) of the Na-
tional Association of State Universities
and Land Grant Colleges (NASULGC),
92% offered bachelor’s degrees in a
family or child major, 52% masters*
degrees and 17% Ph.D degrees In
numbers of graduales at the bachelors
and masters levels, child and family
mators were the second most
numerous, while at the Ph.D. levet, this
fleld awarced the highest number of
degrees {10}

In the 1982 Guide To Graduate Family
Programs, compiled by Carolyn Love
for NCFR, 71 programs, including
masters and doctoral programs, were
identitied. Of these, at least 58 were af-
filiatad with home economics units, or
wilh units formerly called home
economics. These tigures support the
AAHE data and indicate that about
B0% of the graduale programs in the
farily are allied with nome economics
units {113,

How, then, shall we answer the questions
raised earlier regarding the reiationships bet-
ween a lamily discipline and home
econornics? 1i seems to me thal a family
disciplic= has emarged with roots in the
natural and social sciences, the arls,
humanities and integratod ot “intes-
disciptinary disciplinos™ such as homg
goconomics. The lamily discipline has lounda-
tions, 100, {n many professional lields, but it
Is not the same as any ona profession or
discipling Home gconomics muy be con
sidered both a profossional Held and aty inter-
disciplinary field 10 which several disciplines
contribute. The family discipling can occupy
a relationship to home sconomics sinilar to
that of anthropology. soctology, economics,
psychology. chemistry, physics, biotogy,
philosophy and othar disciplines Each of
these coniributes assumptions, conceptual
trameworks, thecretical formulations and
methodologies used in know'edge genera:

tion in the specialized fields of home
epconomics and applied in Ffulfitling 1ts mis-
sion and goals. | expect thal a family
discipline would be used and applied in the
same manner Cbviously there are politicai
and structural as well as conceptual and
theoretical Implications 1o be considered as
the family discipline moves into further
stages of development. That's another paper.
Margaret M. Bubpiz

Prolesecr, Famlly and Child Ecology
Michigan State University

*Another issue in the field of home
economics concerns the name. A survey
reported at the 1984 meeting of the American
Home Economics Association indicated that
of 240 units surveyed, 28% had changed their
name, 4%were in process, while the remain-
ing 70% had not changed (12}, From a struc-
tural perspective, in some aducational in-
stitutions some components of home
economics are no longer parts of home
economics, while others are joint depart-
ments with Colleges nl Agricuiture. In other
cases, new unions are forming. Social wark
and other human Service programs are
becoming ailied with home economics; in
other cases social sclence disciplines and
home economics are becoming ad-
minisirative units {13). These developments
have implications for a family discipline.
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