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Task Force Activities Report 
By Wes Burr 

About 50 people attended the "open 
meeting" o f the Task Force held October 18th 
in San Francisco. There was enough consen· 
sus among the group Jhat a discipline is 
emerging. A formal and unanimous vote was 
taken declaring this belief. The discussion 
then turned to the tasks that should be ad· 
dressed to help the l ield mature. The result 
was that five "Task Groups" were organized 
to deal w ith specific needs. These tosk 
groups are: 

Task Group No. 1: Alternative Careers In the 
Field: This task group wi ll develop strategtes 
for identifying new career opportunities for 
family professionals. Special attention will be 
given to possibilit ies in business. industry 
and governmental possibilities. The group 
will assemble and publicize what is being 
done in family programs to develop these op· 
portunities. and coordinate addit ional efforts. 
This group will be chaired by Barbara Vance, 
Department of Family Sciences. Brigham 
Young University, Provo. Utah 84604. 

Task Group No. 2: Organizational Issues: This 
task group will identify issues and proposals 
about organizational, political. 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 
resu lting struc t ure and policies to lind the 
best ways to develop the organizations the 
new field needs. This group will be chaired by 
Carolyn Love, South·Western Publishing Co., 
5101 Madison Road, Cincinatti, Ohio 45236. 

Task Group No. 3: Internships and Practlca In 
the Family Field; This group will ident ify the 
innovations that are being made nationally in 
family internshipslpractica and make this in· 
formation avai lable so these programs can be 
improved In fami ly departments. This group 
will be chaired by Stephan Bollman, Depart· 
ment of Fami ly and Child Development, Kan· 
sas State University, Manhattan, Kansas 
66506. 

Task Group No. 4: Justification that there Is a 
Discipline: This group will cont inue to ex· 
plicate the justification lor the discipl ine by 
identtfying unique aspects of lamily science 
scholarship. untque perspectives. and the ad· 
vantages of having a discipline. This justilica· 
tion has been oartiallv Wlltten. but more 
needs to be said, in particular about the rela· 
tionshtps of the discipline with home 
economics and sociology Margaret Bubolz, 
Department of Family Ecology. Michtgan 
State Unrverstty. East Lansing. Ml 48824, will 
chair this group. 

Task Group No 5· Name for the Discipline: 
This group will promote dtalogue and then 
decision making about which term is the best 
label for the lamtly field. Alter a lengthy 
d iscusston in the October t8th meeting, it 
was dectded that a dectsron should be made 
about the term "in a few months." This group 
will be chaired by Godfrey Ellis, Department 
ol Family Reiattons and Child Development. 
Oklahoma State Untversity, Stillwater, OK 
74078. 

Those who were in attendance at the NCFR 
meeting ident tfied which of these task 
groups they wtshed to work on What thts w ill 
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probably mean in practical terms Is that the 
chair of the task group will consult wi th, in· 
vlte ideas from, circulate proposals among, 
etc., the members or their task group to 
gradually identi fy the issues that should be 
addressed and make wh~tever recommenda· 
lions seem appropriate. If any of you wish to 
become involved with a task group please let 
me and/or the chair ol the group know so we 
can get you into the communication network. 

Several other issues were also dealt with in 
the meeting . One was the definition or the 
new discipline. and there was consensus that 
the field should be defined as the d iscovery 
and application o f knowledge nbout the fami­
ly. This wil l, it is hoped, help theory, research, 
and application all be components ol the 
family field. 

It was also decided that It is important to 
rotate leadership in the discipline. and this 
should be done with the NCFR Task Force. 
There fore, alter nominations !rom the floor 
and later discussion by the board, several 
recommendations were made to Sharon 
Price, NCFR president. Sharon subsequently 
appointed Carolyn Love and James Walters 
to the board or the task Ioree, and Neiwyn 
Moore was rotated off the board. Jay 
Schvaneveldt was appointed chair·elect o f 
the task force, and Gary Peterson was ap· 
pointed secretary·treasurer. 

One final item Is that the next Issue of the 
Task Force's Newslet ter Is being prepared, 
and tnose who wtsh to submit ideas snou ld 
send them to Gerry Neubeck. 

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

items ol business pertaining to the office o l 
treasurer are as follows: 

·58 paid memberships Including students and 
professionals . list o f names and addresses 
attached. 

·A non·prollt checking account was opened 
under the name Assoctation lor the Develop. 
ment of a Family Discipline at the State Bank 
& Trust Company of San Marcos, Texas. 

·S240.00 is the current balance o f ADFO ac· 
count. 

·No expenses have boon incurred. 

Call For Comments 

As most or us agroe. many prolosslonals In 
the family field (discipline?) suiler from 
somewhat o r an Identity c rlsts. A clear label 
lor the field would build a sense of sell· 
esteem among those working In the area and 
facilitate recogn ition by other prol esstonals. 

At our recent meeting of the NCFR Task 
Force. a s traw vote was taken regarding the 
name issue The majortty lelt that, while a 
decision in San Franc•sco was premature . a 
definite name ~hotce needed to be made 
Within the next few months 

It looks as it the choice of a label has narrow· 
ed down to two possrbllit tes 

Family Science 
Famlliology 
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In the next newsletter, we would like to air 
some last comments. pro and con. lor each of 
the names. We are invit ing snort statements 
on any of four themes: 

1. The case for. " Family Science" 
2. The case against, " Family Science" 
3. The ~ase for, "Familiology" 
4 . The case against, "Famlliology" 

11 response is brisk. I w i ll edit out a series of 
the strongest statements or paragraphs lor 
each theme. If input is more l imited. we 
would be able to Include compl ete 
s tatements. 

If anyone reels passionatel y about another 
alternative. such as " Famology", we would 
be wil ling to Include those arguments as well. 
At the ~onclusion o l the min i·debate. we will 
have some k ind ol ballot and decide the name 
once and lor ali. 

Let's hear f rom you! 

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

This excerpt from a New York Times art rcle 
by Glenn Collins. who covered the San Fran· 
c isco NCFR meeting, singles out the " brrth" 
of a new discipline. The tit le of his piece was: 
EXPERTS AT 2 GATHERINGS TAKE VARY· 
lNG VIEWS ON STATE OF FAMILY. 

"This may have been a historic mo­
ment," said Dr Gerhard Neubeck. pro· 
lessor o l fam ily social sctence at the 
University ol Minnesota. "We have 
given bi rth to a new diSCipline " He was 
referring to the unanimoUs recommen· 
dation by a commtt tee or 45 scholars at 
the National Counctl on Famrly Rela· 
lions that the study of the lamtly be a 
distinct academ1c disctpllne It has 
been a stepchild. as one scho lar put it. 
ol such real ms as soc rology. 
psychology. anthropology and nome 
economiCS 

Would the new discipline be cal led 
lamtly sctence. lamology or tamoly 
ecology? Commtttee members could 
not agree That w tll ha\'e to be rt?soived 
in 1985 ·at the next b•g farn11y reunion. 

Glenn Collins 
New York Times 

A Family Discipline 
and Home 
Economics: 
Relationships and 
Implications 
By Margaret M. Bubolz 

Proponents of the lormat ton of a family 
disctpflne have asserted that none of the 
older discipl ines which have provided 
knowledge about the lamtly and gtven servtce 
to tamrfles locus on the lamtly as ots cent ral 
concern. Home econom1cs 1S one of these 
older disciplines or f ields or study and prac· 
ttce which has c laimed the lamtty as its 
h tstortcal core (1) and continuing locus (21 It 
is necessary, therefore. that questions about 
the diSCiplinary and structural relattonsh•ps 
between a new lamtly dtsciphne and the field 
ol home economtcs be explored. 

Family Discipline cont. 



Family Discipline cont. 

Home economics grew out o f a concern In 
the latt~r part ol the 19th century to 
s trengthen lamilies ana households and out 
ol the growing interest In applying pronciples 
of science to the home environment. The ear· 
ly emphaSIS on sanitation and nuifltlon quick· 
ly expanded to include chi ld development. 
family relations. parent hood. as well as 
c loth1ng. furnishings. housing. design, home 
management and family economics. The 
n3tural SCiences. social sciences. arts and 
humanities wore all seen as contributing to 
home econom1cs ana to improvement of 
family well-being . Home economics was. 
thus, conceived as an interdiSciplinary field 
w1th a mission oroentatlon. Recently. its 
Oflg1nal definition and purpose have been re· 
affirmed and restated as that of being a prac· 
t ical science with the mission of enabl ing 
families as individual uni ts and as social in· 
Sl itutlons to build and maintain systems of 
act1on which lead to maturing self-formation. 
to developing and protecting the human 
qualities o f fam1lies and individuals, and to 
participation in the cri t ique and formulation 
of social goals and means for accomplishing 
them (3, 4). Home economrcs views I he family 
as the major source of nurturance and 
renewal of the lndlvioual, helping prepare its 
members for effect ive productivity for self 
and society. The family ecosystem is seen as 
the core o f home economics (2). 

G1ven this stated mission and focus, one may 
welt ask. How Is thiS different from what 
m1ght be tho focus ana goals of a family 
discipline? What will be the relationship of a 
family discip line to home economics? Before 
answering these queStiOns, additiona l 
historical and contemporary developments In 
home economics must be examined. 

The history of home economics as an inter· 
diSCiplinary field and its subsequent develop· 
ment illustrate a general tendency In the 
hiStory o f sc1ence (5). Specializations in 
scienc'3 d1d not take place according to a ra· 
t ionally defmed plan. Instead. Individual 
disciplines emerged to deal with particular 
aspects o f the natural soc1al world and o l ex· 
peroence Research 1n the disciplines and 
emerging theoretical and practical problems 
as well as socio-political condit ions led to the 
need to bring about some k md of Interaction 
between diSCiplmes. In some cases thiS led 
to the growth of new disciplines which, in 
turn, subdivided into specialized disciplines. 
The early emphasis in home economics was 
on integrat ion o f concepts and principles 
from various diSCiplines, applied to the home 
and family as a lo tafity, recognizing thai I ami· 
ty problems did not separate themselves Into 
problems related to famtly relat ions or 
management. child growth. or food or hous· 
lng. These areas were Interrelated in the 
everyday life o f families. In which decision 
and actions in any one sphere inlluenced the 
others Home economics was considered to 
be espectally concerned w1th relations bel· 
ween resources and conditions ol the en· 
v~tonment and wtlh man's nature as a social 
being (6). 

However. in order to develop the knowledge 
base tn home economics. to teach and apply 
ils content. and to prepare professionals in 
the lield separate and distinct areas emerged 
w1th then own names and 1dentit1es These in· 
eluded dietetiCS and nutn t•on. interior design 
and related art, texti les and clo thing. family 
re tat1ons. child or human development. family 
and consume r ec ono m tcs and home 
economics educat•on In some mstances 
these fields have become or are emerg1ng as 
s eparate d iscipl ines with lhetr own 
th eore tiCal f rameworks . profess ional 
organizations. journals and designations. 

Home economics Is increasingly Identified as 
a proless1ona1 l1eld. encompassing a variety 
of specialities and disciplines. Professionals 
practice in many sett1ngs and work en· 
vironments. Serv1ce to families ranges on a 
continuum from direct service as 1n educa· 
lion or counseling to more indirect provision 
o f products and services. An important issue 
w1thm the treld as present Is whether or not 
the various subfields In home economics 
have a common. unifying core ol knowledge 
and a continuing, central focus on the family 
(7) ' . 

Of particular relevance to a family discipl ine 
is the component o f home economics iden· 
tified as family relat ionships, o f ten co upled 
wi th child or human development. This area 
haS tong been a component o f home 
economics (8, 9). Home management and 
family economics have also been significant 
components o f home economics and in re· 
cent years have become structurally and con· 
ceptually joined with family relations in such 
units as Family Social Science at the Univer· 
sity of Minnesota and In Family and Child 
Ecology at Michigan State University. This 
development suggests t hat a fam i ly 
discipline can Incorporate managerial · 
productive (instrumental) and nurturant· 
developmental (soclo-emotional) processes 
and functions and tholr interaction within the 
family. 

The signif icance of the family/child compo· 
nent In home economics is illustrated by the 
following: 

In 1980·81, of 109 member institutions 
In the Association ol Administrators of 
Home Economics (AAH El of the Na· 
tlonal Association o f State Untverslties 
and Land Grant Col leges (NASULGC). 
92% offered bachelor's degroes In a 
family or child major: 52% masters' 
degrees and 17% Ph.D degrees In 
numbers of graduates at the bachelors 
and masters levels. child and lamtly 
majors were the second most 
numerous. while at the Ph.D. level, this 
field awarded the highest number ot 
degrees (tO). 

In the t982 Guide To Graduate Family 
Programs. complied by Carolyn Love 
tor NCFR, 71 programs, including 
masters and doctoral programs. were 
Identi fied. Of these. at least 58 were af· 
llliated with home economics uni ts, or 
w it h u nit s formerly called home 
economics These ligures support the 
AAHE data and Indicate thai about 
80% of the graduate programs In the 
family are allied wi th home economics 
units (II) 

How. then, shall we answer the Questions 
raised earlier regarding the relationships bet· 
w een a family discipl ine an d home 
economics? It seems Ia me that a lamily 
dlsclpli.-4 nas emerged with roots In the 
natural dnd social sclenc()s, !he nrls, 
humanities and lnlegtalod o r "Inter· 
d isciplinary disclpllnos" such as 11omo 
economics. Tho family clisclpllne has foundn· 
tlons, too, In many p10lcssional holds. but it 
Is nol tho sumo os nny ono prolos~lon or 
disclplin() Homo oconomlcs nwy bo con· 
sldercd both a protossional l iold and nn in tor· 
disciplinary hold to which several chsclpllnos 
cont rlbute. The ftunlly dlsc1pllne can occupy 
a relat ionship lo home economics sitmlor to 
that of anthropology, sociology, economics. 
psychology. c hem1stry. physics. b1ology, 
philosophy ond o thor d1sclpllnos Each ot 
these cont ributes assumptions. conceptual 
frameworks. theoretical formulations and 
methodologieS used m k nowledge genera· 

t ion In the specialized fields of home 
economics and app11ed in fulfilling its m1s· 
slon and Qoats. I expect that a family 
discipline wouto be used and applied in _the 
same manner Obvtously there are poht1cal 
and structural as well as conceptual and 
theoretical Implications to be considered as 
the family discipline moves Into further 
stages of development. That's another paper. 

Margaret M. Bubolz 
Professor, Family and Child Ecology 

Michigan Slate University 

• Another Issue In the f ield o f home 
economics concerns the name. A survey 
reported at the 1984 meeting of the American 
Home Economics Association Indicated that 
of 240 units su rveyed. 26% Md changed I heir 
name, 4% were In process. while the remain· 
ing 70% had not changed (12). Fro m a struc· 
tural perspect1ve, In some educational in· 
stitulions some components of home 
economics are no longer parts of home 
economics. while others are joint depart· 
ments with Colleges of Agricu lture. In other 
cases, new unions are forming. Social work 
and other human service programs are 
becoming allied with home economics: in 
other cases social science disciplines and 
home economics are b ecoming ad· 
mlnlslratlve units (13). These developments 
have implicat ions for a fami ly discipline. 
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