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Problem
In today's society increasing stress and problems face the 

traditional Judeo-Christian marriage and family. Adolescents are 
being confronted with these problems as a result of the continuing 
rate of divorce and internal stress within family relations. The 
Seventh-day Adventist church has historically emphasized the 
importance of marriage and the family. However, as the Christian 
marriage and family face changes in today's society, there is a need 
for greater awareness of the factors which influence the premarital 
preparation of adolescents. The purpose of this study was to
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research adolescents' perceptions of their premarital preparation.
The primary hypothesis of this study is that there is a 

relationship between perceived premarital preparation by SDA 
adolescents and their perception of how they have been prepared by 
the home, school, and church.

This study utilized descriptive and correlational research. 
Data utilized in the research were collected from 332 seniors from 
10 academies who answered the Premarital Preparation Questionnaire, 
a Likert-type attitudinal scale.

In this ex-post facto study the data were studied by five 
types of statistical analyses: measures of central tendency,
correlation coefficients, factor analysis, chi square, and analysis 
of variance. The results indicated that in 7 of the 12 sub
hypotheses the null hypothesis was rejected.

The data indicated that adolescents generally perceived they 
were prepared in 16 premarital preparation topics and that the 
topics were very important. It was 'idicated that in general their 
exists a relationship between adolescents' perception of their 
premarital preparation and how their perception of the contribution 
by the home, school, and church relates to their preparation.

It may be concluded from the data and comments by adolescents 
in this study that their approach to marriage and family life has 
been influenced by education, role models, and social environment. 
These factors and others appear to have influenced their perception 
of the premarital preparation provided them by the home, school, and 
church.
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CHAPTER I

THE PROBLEM AND DEFINITION OF TERMS

In today's society there are many alternative life styles 
besides the traditional Judeo-Christian marriage and family 
relationships. Because of an increase in the divorce rate and 
internal stress upon family relations, many youth are considering 
co-habitating life styles. These problems may also confront 
Seventh-day Adventist (SDA) youth. Since the SDA Church has 
historically emphasized the importance of marriage and the family, a 
study of adolescents' perception of their premarital preparation 
should help in preparing them for marriage and family relationships.

The Problem
If marriage and family is important to the Church, does the 

Church provide any premarital preparation for adolescents? Should 
this be one of the major concerns confronting those who have the 
opportunity and responsibility for the guidance of SDA youth? With 
the increased awareness of cultural pressures affecting Christian 
marriages and families (Crider & Ki3tler, 1979; Dudley & Dudley, 
1985) and the increase of adolescent marriages and divorces in 
society (National Center for Health Studies, 1 9 8 3 ) , there is need 
for an educational program in premarital preparation for 
adolescents. The assessment of adolescents' perception of their

1
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premarital preparations should help provide an understanding of 
their needs. With this understanding, the home, school, and church 
should be in a better position for preparing the adolescent for the 
responsibilities of Christian marriage and the family.

How do Adventist adolescents relate to significant others who 
provide them with their models for marriage and family? What do 
adolescents consider important in their preparation for marriage?
To whom will they turn for guidance when preparing for this 
important commitment? Every Adventist parent, pastor, and educator 
needs to consider carefully this problem and its consequences on the 
future of the Church and its members.

Purpose of the Study
The purpose of the study was to describe adolescents' 

perceptions of premarital preparation within the home, school, and 
church. This includes analyses of the following: (a) how
adolescents perceive they are prepared in premarital preparation 
topics; (b) what adolescents perceive are important topics in which 
to be prepared for marriage by premarital preparation; (c) what 
premarital preparation adolescents perceive they have received in 
the home, school, and church; and (d) who adolescents perceive 
should be responsible for preparing them in premarital preparation 
subjects. This study further examines the relationships, if any, 
that exist between items (a) through (d) and includes (e) how the 
personal, home, school, and church characteristics relate to the 
adolescents' perceived premarital preparation within the home, 
school, and church.

R eproduced  with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



3

Importance of the Study
Strong emphasis is placed upon Christian marriage and family 

relations as a part of the fundamental beliefs of the SDA Church. 
Adventists believe God gave the institutions of the Sabbath and 
marriage at creation as stated in Genesis chapters 1 and 2. The 
Sabbath was instituted to serve as a memorial of creation and as a 
perpetual sign of God's covenant between Him and His people. The 
institution of marriage was divinely established in Eden as a 
binding commitment to God and between man and woman who share a 
common faith. It is this divinely appointed institution that places 
emphasis on marriage and family relations.

Adventists teach that the marriage relationship is divinely 
ordained and affirmed by Jesus. In Genesis 2 are the foundations 
for this belief. Along with many other Christians (Barber, 1984), 
Adventists believe that the intimate relationship between man and 
woman, and the creative sexual experience are two aspects of 
marriage.

The SDA Church stresses the sacredness of the marriage vows 
by establishing marriage and family as one of its fundamental 
beliefs. The Church advocates the importance of this institution by 
creating a Department of Home and Family Services and designating a 
special day each year for the "Christian Home and Family Altar."

In her writings, Ellen G. White places great prominence on 
Christian marriage and the family. The Church views Ellen G. White 
as a messenger of God. Her writings hold a significant role in 
determining the application and practice of Biblical principles.
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The Adventist Home, Messages to Young People, and Child Guidance are 
a few of the compilations of White's works on the importance of this 
subject. Members of the SDA Church believe White's writings amplify 
what the Bible already teaches. Along with the Bible, her writings 
are used within the Church as a foundation for guiding young people 
into the marriage relationship.

In spite of the importance placed on Christian marriage and 
the family within the SDA Church, there seems to be more emphasis on 
maintaining the family rather than establishing Christian marriage. 
The Church teaches that although the marriage may fall short of the 
ideal, couples should remain committed to each other. According to 
the Scriptures, the marriage bond can only be broken as a result of 
death or adultery. Its permanency is reflected in the Church's 
admonition to parents to be a Christian model to their children. 
Apart from this there seems to be very little emphasis placed on 
premarital preparation within the SDA Church (Ipes, 19 8 3 ).

Theoretical Basis of the Study 
The development and selection of the variables and the 

establishment of the primary research hypothesis are based on the 
assumption that premarital preparation among SDA adolescents is 
related to their relationships within the home, school, and church. 
This assumption is based on (a) the search of literature in the 
areas of adolescent studies (specifically, premarital/prenuptial 
counseling, marriage preparation, teenage marriage, and youth 
guidance); (b) review of pertinent material published by the Church 
on marriage and family preparation for adolescents; and (c) personal
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experience and observation of adolescents.

Statement of the Hypothesis
The primary hypothesis of this study is that there is no 

relationship between perceived premarital preparation of Seventh-day 
Adventist adolescents and their perception of how they have been 
prepared in the home, school, and church. This general hypothesis
is divided into the following sub-hypotheses:

1. There is no relationship between how adolescents perceive
they are prepared in premarital preparation topics and their 
perception of what topics are important for premarital preparation.

2. There is no relationship between how adolescents perceive 
they are prepared in premarital preparation topics and their 
perception of the contribution of the home, school, and church to 
their preparation.

3. There is no relationship between how adolescents perceive
they are prepared in premarital preparation topics and their 
perception of who should be most responsible for preparing them in 
premarital preparation topics.

4. There is no relationship between adolescents' perception 
of what topics are important for premarital preparation and their 
perception of the contribution of the home, school, and church to 
their preparation.

3. There is no relationship between adolescents' perception 
of what topics are important for premarital preparation and their 
perception of who should be most responsible for preparing them in 
premarital preparation topics.
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6. There is no relationship between adolescents' perception 
of the contribution of the home, school, and church in their 
preparation and their perception of who should be most responsible 
for preparing them in premarital preparation topics.

7. There is no relationship between personal, home, school, 
and church characteristics and how adolescents perceive they are 
prepared in premarital preparation topics.

8. There is no relationship between personal, home, school, 
and church characteristics and adolescents' perception of what 
topics are important for premarital preparation.

9. There is no relationship between personal 
characteristics and adolescents' perception of the contribution of 
the home, school, and church to their preparation.

10. There is no relationship between the home 
characteristics and adolescents' perception of the contribution of 
the home in their preparation.

11. There is no relationship between the school 
characteristics and adolescents' perception of the contribution of 
the school in their preparation.

12. There is no relationship between the church 
characteristics and adolescents' perception of the contribution of 
the church in their preparation.

Delimitation of the Study
Tniu 3tudy was limited to the Lake Union Conference of SDAs, 

which is located geographically within the boundaries of Wisconsin, 
Illinois, Indiana, and Michigan. This study was also limited to a
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search of those areas broadly defined as "premarital preparation."
At the present, premarital preparation is still a vague term used to 
imply any education or counseling for premarital readiness.
Further, this study was limited to senior students enrolled in SDA 
academies within the Lake Union Conference of SDAs during the school 
year of 1985.

Basic Assumptions
It was assumed in this study that:
1. Premarital preparation as perceived by seniors in

Adventist secondary schools is provided by the home, school, and
church, and that it can be measured.

2. The presence of positive role models and significant
others to whom adolescents may turn for guidance and resources
contribute to a positive premarital preparation.

3. Adolescents can and will report their observations and
attitudes honestly and accurately if they feel they are free from
reprisals and if the significance of the study is conveyed to them.

4. An understanding of the perceived premarital preparation 
of adolescents is essential to the effective education of youth 
within the home, school, and church.

Definition of Terms
Academy. A secondary school (grades 9 through 12) operated 

by SDAs.
Adolescence. The period of growth between puberty and 

maturity. The approximate ages are 12 to 20.
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Church characteristics. The demographic data from the 
Premarital Preparation Questionnaire, questions 26-33, pertaining to 
denominational membership, counseling, special programs, sermons, 
role models, and resources about premarital preparation.

Church environment. The religious environment Including the 
formal and informal imparting of facts, attitudes, and skills about 
marriage and parenthood deemed necessary for personal growth within 
the principles and values of the SDA Church.

Church preparation. The data from the Premarital Preparation 
Questionnaire pertaining to question 34 which asked adolescents to 
respond to how they felt the church had prepared them on 16 
premarital-preparation topics.

Home characteristics. The demographic data from the 
Premarital Preparation Questionnaire, questions 10-16, pertaining to 
type of family the adolescent lives in, counseling, role models, and 
resources about premarital preparation.

Home environment. The sociological environment of the home 
consisting of the nuclear and extended families, foster or step- 
families where an adolescent receives the social, educational, and 
religious instruction for marriage and parenthood. This would 
include the sharing of facts, attitudes, and skills representing the 
principles and values of that family system.

Home preparation. The data from the Premarital Preparation 
Questionnaire pertaining to question 16 which asked adolescents to 
respond to how they felt their home had prepared them on the 16 
premarital preparation topics.
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Marital counseling. A structured encounter between a 
professional counselor and married individuals or couples that 
provides emotional assistance and/or focuses on problems related to 
relationships. Most often this is accomplished by verbal face-to- 
face exchange and sharing.

Marriage. The institution legalized by state and church of a 
male-female relationship influencing and affecting one another by 
systemic interaction, which is also durable, socially acceptable, 
and monogamous. In this study approval of both church and state 
constitutes a legal marriage.

Personal characteristics. The demographic data from the 
Premarital Preparation Questionnaire, questions 1-6 and 9, 
pertaining to sex, when the adolescent plans to marry, counseling, 
role models, resources about premarital preparation, and readiness 
for marriage.

Personal preparation. The data from the Premarital 
Preparation Questionnaire pertaining to question 7 which asked 
adolescents to respond to how they felt they were prepared on 16 
premarital preparation topics.

Premarital counseling. A structured program between a 
professional counselor and persons anticipating marriage which 
includes the sharing of facts, attitudes, and skills related to 
dating, marriage, and parenthood. It covers a broad range of 
subjects including: choice of life partner, dating, finances in
marriage, couple communication, leisure time in marriage, goal 
setting in marriage, problem solving, religion in the family,
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training for parenthood, sex education, in-laws and relatives, 
parent and sibling relationships, husband/wife roles, decision 
making, personality development, and commitment and divorce. The 
process of sharing this information is usually conducted with 
emotional support and verbal face-to-face exchange with a couple 
and/or individual receiving the information. The term premarital 
counseling is synonymous with marital-readiness counseling.

Premarital counseling program. A program with a structured 
outline or technique utilized by a professional when conducting 
premarital counseling with a couple or individual.

Premarital preparation. The total educational process of an 
adolescent by the home, school, and church for the sharing of facts, 
attitudes, and skills needed for marriage and parenthood.

School characteristics. The demographic data from the 
Premarital Preparation Questionnaire, questions 18-23, pertaining to 
the type of school attended, special classes, counseling, role 
models, and resources available about premarital preparation.

School environment. The formal educational environment where 
state and church curriculum are taught for the imparting of social, 
educational, and religious instruction deemed necessary for personal 
growth within society. This would include the teaching of facts, 
attitudes, and skills for marriage and parenthood with regard to the 
principles and values of society and the church.

School preparation. The data from the Premarital Preparation 
Questionnaire pertaining to question 24 which asked adolescents to
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respond to how they felt their school had prepared them on 16 
premarital preparation topics.

Seventh-day Adventist Church. A conservative Christian 
denomination, worldwide in extent, evangelical in doctrine, and 
professing no creed but the Bible. In this paper it i3 referred to 
as the SDA church.

Topical preparation. The data from the Premarital 
Preparation Questionnaire pertaining to question 8, which asks 
adolescents to respond to the degree of importance 16 premarital 
topics are to premarital preparation.

Responsibility for Preparation. The data from the Premarital 
Preparation Questionnaire pertaining to question 36 which asks 
adolescents to respond to who they feel should be most responsible 
for preparing them on 16 premarital preparation topics.

Organization of the Study 
The following is a short summary of chapters one through 

five. Chapter I presented the problem and purpose of the study; 
importance and theoretical basis of the study; and the hypothesis 
and sub-hypotheses. Also included in this chapter were the 
delimitations, basic assumptions, and definition of terms.

Chapter II presents the review of the literature. This 
includes selected studies delineating needs and problems of 
adolescents who enter parenthood and/or marriage; evaluation of 
programs for premarital preparation; and literature by Christian and 
SDA authors for adolescents pertaining to premarital preparation 
topics.

R eproduced  with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



12

Chapter III presents the methodology of the study. This 
includes types of research used, population, development of the 
instrument, and procedures for collecting, processing, and analyzing 
the data.

Chapter IV includes the presentation and analysis of data. 
Included within this chapter is the pilot study, description of the 
data, and testing of the hypothesis.

Chapter V includes the summary, conclusions, and 
recommendations. The summary includes the results of the study and 
a discussion of the findings. The conclusions summarize the testing 
of the sub-hypotheses. Within the recommendations are the nonstatistical 
indications, and implications for further research.
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CHAPTER I I

REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE 

Introduction

In this review emphasis is placed on three major areas:
(a) studies delineating the needs and problems of adolescents who 
enter parenthood and/or marriage, (b) research and literature 
evaluating programs for premarital preparation of adolescents, and 
(c) literature written for adolescents for the purpose of helping 
them prepare for marriage.

The adolescents of the 1980s, as those of previous years, 
face emotional distress, early parenthood, and marriage. According 
to Lewis and Lewis (1982) there is a rule of silence about sex and 
family life. Many parents feel their children know enough about sex 
and believe young people have the same ideas the parents have about 
sexual concerns. Yet the report by the Lewises reveals that "fewer 
than ten percent of the boys and girls have had discussions with 
their parents or other responsible adults who could help them"
(1982, p. 10). Berman (1983), in the article "When Children Bear 
Children," states that more than one of every 10 adolescent girls 
becomes pregnant. She further reports on a study made by the Alan 
Guttmacher Institute that revealed that "seven million teen-age boys 
and five million teen-age girls between age 13 and 19 are sexually

13
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active. ... It is the exceptional young person who had not had 
premarital intercourse by the age of 19" (p. 133).

As of 1985i few states require sex education or family life 
classes. Although some states offer sex education and family life 
classes as an option within their schools, some educators and 
researchers feel this is inadequate (Kerckhoff, Habig, & the Family 
Life Education Panel, 1976). The National Institute of Education 
surveyed principals of junior and senior high schools. The results 
revealed that only about one-third of the schools offer sex 
education (Lewis & Lewis, 1982).

It is important to note that 96# of adolescent girls who 
give birth choose to keep their babies and start parenting. Of 
those who choose marriage as a part of their new life style, nearly 
half of those marriages will end in divorce (Berman, 1983).

Questions arise with the increased awareness of adolescents 
who are sexually active and/or are facing the realities of marriage. 
What has research found to be the motivation for adolescent 
marriages? What does research indicate are the needs of adolescents 
to be met in preparing them for marriage? Are the programs within 
the home, school, and church meeting these needs? What literature 
has been written for the Christian young person who is facing these 
problems? The review of literature aids in describing past and 
present trends related to the premarital preparation of adolescents.

Studies Delineating the Needs and Problems of 
Adolescents Who Enter Parenthood 

and/or Marriage
Many of the studies stressing the premarital preparation

Reproduced  with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



15

needs of adolescents have centered around research of teenage 
pregnancies and marriages. As a result of increased data concerning 
early pregnancies, marriages, divorces, and remarriages, researchers 
are taking a closer look at what changes and needs are occurring 
during adolescence.

During the past three decades there has been an increased 
awareness of marriages of high-school-age young people. Individual 
studies within states and in the nation as a whole sought to 
discover the reasons for early marriages (Bagarozzi & Rauen, 1981; 
Brown, 1972; Dager, Harper, & Whitehurst, 1962; de Lissovoy & 
Hitchcock, 1965; Mason, 1973; Moss, 1965). The schools became the 
target for these studies as they were a ready resource for data on 
economic, sociological, and demographic backgrounds of this 
population. Legislators within states and communities have been 
seeking to understand their responsibilities to the adolescent. 
Schools and community agencies have been debating the educational 
process for preparing adolescents for marriage and adult living 
(Anderson & Latts, 1965; Force, 1970; Kerckhoff, Habig, & the Family 
Life Education Panel, 1976; Landis, 1965).

Landis and Kidd
In the 1950s, Landis and Kidd (1956) reported their survey 

of 205 California senior high schools concerning adolescent 
marriages. They stated that economic prosperity, the threat of war, 
and the draft seemed to influence early marriage. Other factors 
included: girls marrying for fear of a man shortage, increased
practice of birth control, and the influence of movie stars and
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magazines toward marriage and parenthood.

Cavan and Bellng
Cavan and Bellng (1958), who studied married students in 84 

Illinois high schools, reported that "half of all girls are married 
by the time they are twenty and a few before they are fifteen. Half 
of all men are married by age of twenty-three" (p. 293). This study 
revealed that 74 of the 84 schools had a counseling program and 70% 
had family living courses; however, these courses were usually taken 
by girls and were electives. Married students were generally cut 
off from the very learning, skills, and socialization needed for 
married life.

These researchers indicated that some girls chose to marry 
as a means to secure freedom from parents, or as an escape from home 
conflicts. Others sought marriage to escape loneliness, to follow 
the example of a friend, or as a refuge for personal problems. To 
those girls, perhaps early marriage appeared to be less serious than 
their other problems.

Burchinal
Burchinal (1960) reviewed census reports from 1910 to 1960 

for trends in adolescent marriages when at least one partner was 
under 19 years of age. Between 1910 and 1950 there was an increase 
in white and non-white marriages, while between 1950 and 1960 the 
marriage rates reflect little change. His study reported 10 factors 
which tend to influence young marriages. However, in the light of 
stable growth rates during the sixties, he felt the first four

Reproduced  with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



factors may be questionable, and that factors 5 and 6 were 
inconclusive and contradictory.

1. Young people sought unquestionable love and loyalty 
during unrest in society.

2. They pursued personal happiness and rejected 
intellectualism and achievement.

3. The phenomenon of the bandwagon effect occurred, with 
one marriage leading to another.

4. The impact of wars and continuation of the draft 
encouraged marriages.

5. They sought escape from unhappy homes, school, or 
community situations.

6. They hoped that marriage would resolve personal or 
social adjustment problems.

7. Current prosperity reduced the economic risks in 
marriage.

8. They had romantic, glamorous, and unrealistic images of 
marriage.

9. Young people accelerated into adult status by 
increased heterosexual interaction.

10. Media's portrayal of sexuality encourages early sexual 
exploration among adolescents. The results often bring pregnancy. 
This, in turn, is a primary reason for early marriages.

Burchinal (1960) stated that in American society several 
factors are detrimental to early marriages. They are: early
dating, lack of an adequate education, changes in moral values
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leading to more promiscuity, low status of youth in today's society, 
and alternatives to marriage. His study found that divorce was two 
to four times greater among teenage marriages than among those 
married in their twenties, and the marriages proved less 
satisfactory. This was especially true of premaritally pregnant 
wives versus those who did not marry because of pregnancy.

This author stated that age is not an adequate criterion for 
predicting the success of marriage. There are young people who are 
ready and can have successful early marriages. The risks involved 
in early marriages relate to emotional health, social success, goal 
setting and attainment, and reasonably competent interpersonal 
relations. He says that these growth areas can be attained through 
education, counseling, social services, and related programs. Early 
pregnancy, which is a primary motivation for marriage, needs to be 
addressed through human sexuality education and societal awareness.

Hoerk and Becker
Moerk and Becker (1971) surveyed approximately 300 multi

cultural high-school students in a lower-class neighborhood. The 
students responded to questions about future marriage plans, birth 
control, vocational, and educational goals. The findings were 
compared to previous studies of marriage plans by Hill (1945), 
McGinnis (1958), and Hudson and Henze (1969). The educational plans 
were compared to studies of lower-social-class juveniles done by 
Krauss (1964) and by Brodie and Suchmann (1968). Cross-sectional 
comparisons by Moerk and Becker of these studies were chosen because
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of difficulty in obtaining longitudinal studies on adolescent 
populations.

This study and the comparisons made to earlier studies 
reveal some interesting characteristics of adolescents. Boys and 
girls generally agreed on optimal ages for marriage. Both sexes in 
all age groups agreed that girls could and should marry at an 
earlier age than boys. Older adolescents nearing a time of primary 
decisions regarding marriage, parenting, and educational goals 
reflected a more positive regard for birth control than did younger 
adolescents. Almost 100# of the adolescents felt a boy should have 
a job before marriage, yet this would entail prior vocational or 
educational training.

Moerk and Becker (1971) reported that some adolescents tend 
to be caught between the choice of early marriages and parenthood or 
future educational goal3. The study investigated a lower social- 
economic population who might have experienced a tougher time 
financing a college education and family life. Perhaps upper- 
middle-class students would receive more assistance from parents, 
although the struggle for independence would still exist.

de Lissovoy
De Lissovoy and Hitchcock (1965) and de Lissovoy (1973,

1975) did a longitudinal study that covered more than three years. 
Data were collected on 48 couples from small towns in Pennsylvania. 
Those couples had married during high school.

The demographic data were obtained from school records and 
county sources. Personal information was obtained by a visiting
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interviewer using notes and a self-rating scale. From the compiled 
notes, observations, questions and statements by the couples, three 
problem areas were identified: economic struggles, social problems,
and handling of children.

Economic struggles constituted the majority of the 
complaints. Husbands expressed dissatisfaction with their lack of 
steady employment, inadequate income, and unsatisfactory living 
arrangements. Many owed money to hospitals, doctors, and finance 
companies. Often this resulted in a dependency on their parents 
which created stress early in the marriage.

Following closely behind economic frustrations was the 
"social disenchantment" of wives who experienced feelings of 
loneliness. Former friends ceased to come around, stating that 
their parents did not want them to associate with married girls. 
Little association existed between young couples, with the result 
that the wives felt isolated. Husbands were able to maintain 
contacts with peers by work, sports, and outside jobs. Many of the 
husbands felt it was the wife's responsibility to care for the 
children and maintain the home. However, after the birth of a 
child, kinship ties were often strengthened.

Social activities centered around the visits of relatives, 
church socials, and an occasional community gathering. In family 
get-togethers, wives were often left to -clean up after meals and, 
therefore, experienced little social interaction. Children were 
usually left with the wife's parents when social events could be 
afforded. The church provided couples' clubs, potlucks, and some
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social events and became the primary social bond for the majority of 
the couples. It was assumed that this institution offered 
acceptance and continued support in the face of lost identities by 
the couples.

Handling of children represented the third major area of 
need exhibited by couples who had married as adolescents. Young 
mothers in this sample were found to be "intolerant, impatient, 
insensitive, and irritable" (p. 170). Both parents had little 
knowledge of parenting skills. The husband often left most child
care problems to the wife.

Reiner and Edwards
During 1970-71 Reiner and Edwards (1974), in cooperation 

with the Juvenile Welfare Board of Pirellas County, Florida, studied 
50 couples who were under the age of 20 when they had married. The 
study revealed that 61 individuals reported severe conflicts within 
their families of origin. Problems reported included divorce, 
separation, alcoholism, mental illness, rape, incest, and abuse 
within the family. These problems contributed to adolescents 
seeking escape and security in marriage. Adolescents with similar 
home problems seemed to attract each other. For some, the spouse 
became a substitute for missing parents or lost parental 
relationships because of divorce. Slightly less than half of the 
girls were pregnant at the time of marriage. Many had not been 
forced into marriage, but had previously planned to marry.

The results of Reiner and Edwards' study (1974) was divided 
into three groups representing those married less than 5 years,
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those married 5 to 10 years, and those married 10 years or more.
The youngest group of adolescents experienced depression as 

crises developed in early marriage. Other problems included: lack
of money, no future in vocational advancement, difficulty in 
employment, loss of personal goals and identity, and a 
misunderstanding of marital role expectations. Wives complained of 
depression as a result of isolation. Their husbands lacked interest 
and stayed away from home. Husbands found themselves locked into 
jobs without hope of advancement. They felt unimportant, not 
fulfilling a need in the community.

Poor financial training, personal conflicts, poor sexual 
relationships, and little opportunity for leisure only compounded 
the problems of these couples. Those who did have outside 
friendships said these relationships centered primarily around 
marital problems and quarrels.

Those in the 5- to 10-year-marriage group indicated the same 
problems. However, husbands in this group expressed greater concern 
over future work opportunities. Financial indebtedness was more 
serious with this group. They felt increased pressure for securing 
additional education. Sexual problems were more apparent and were 
discussed openly between the spouses. It was apparent that couples 
within this group questioned whether the marriage should con-cinue.

In the oldest group, those married 10 years or more, it was 
found that wives were striving to work through a bad situation.
They seemed to have matured to the point of seeking new identities 
for themselves and becoming less dependent. Where couples were able
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to make changes, husbands had to learn to accept their wives' new 
identities.

Reiner and Edwards (1974) studied the needs of married 
adolescents. There were three areas of concern. Social needs could 
be met by the community. Preventive needs required education from 
schools and social agencies. Remedial needs depended upon 
therapeutic agencies.

Shonick
California passed Assembly Bill 402 in 1970. This required 

premarital counseling for minors. Shonick (1975) studied 1,300 
couples who received counsel as a part of this program between 1970 
and 1973.

The counseling program was designed to improve the prospects 
of success in marriage and personal development. Emphasis was 
placed on couple communication and exploration of future plans. 
Topics included work, education, family life, sexuality, family 
planning, parenting, living arrangements, role expectations, and use 
of leisure time.

The study revealed that more than half of the girls were 
pregnant at the time of application for marriage. The majority of 
males had finished high school. The females had completed the 10th 
or 11 th grades. A large percentage of the couples were from 
minority groups. It was believed that this high percentage of 
minorities was due to the proximity of the agencies and the fact 
that the counseling was provided free of charge.

The author reported a similarity between unwed pregnant
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girls and those seeking marriage in the areas of age, ethnicity, and 
number of years in school. The report indicated that girls Mho came 
for premarital counseling tended to date their prospective spouses 
for a considerable length of time. Their courtship had not been a 
quick, impulsive one. The young men usually had unskilled jobs. 
Individuals in these relationships tended to see marriage as a way 
of having a new life.

Shonick (1975) questions, "Is it just ignorance about 
contraception that causes a 14- or 15-year-old girl to become 
pregnant? What are the lacks in our educational system and in 
society generally which close horizons for many and make early 
marriage and early child bearing seem like a 'rainbow future'?" (p. 
324). She believed that one answer might be high-school classes 
offering sex, family life, and parenting education.

Rolfe

Rolfe (1976) worked with three agencies in Ingham County, 
Michigan, in developing a premarital counseling program. This 
consisted of interviews with teenagers whose marriages ended or were 
ending in divorce. The sample included 59 couples who received 
counseling during 1972-1975. All the couples had one child or a 
confirmed pregnancy when interviewed.

The problems relating to adolescent marriages became 
apparent with the first counseling session. Teenage couples, 
according to the author, tend to fear premarital counseling.

Many young couples have unrealistic plans about finance, 
housing, and medical insurance. Their communication patterns are
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Inadequate. Often their plans did not include parents, yet the 
young couple planned to reside with or obtain financial support from 
them. Their isolation is compounded by pregnancy which often cuts 
them off from the community and peers.

A large majority of couples needed counsel in areas of 
conflict management, family planning, relationships with in-laws, 
future educational plans, and personal rights. Young couples need 
time to see the needs of each other. They should not feel forced 
into marriage. Often their marital roles are seen as separate 
identities of breadwinner and homemaker.

He contends that teenage marriages are not a passing 
phenomenon. Those who counsel adolescents need to work closely with 
the court and the clergy in providing the best possible start.

Shlvanandan
Shivanandan (1978) stated that in America one out of every 

10 girls between 15 and 19 becomes pregnant, with younger and 
younger teens becoming pregnant each year. Between 1961 and 1976 
birth rates to teens ages 14 to 17 increased by 755?. Half of 
America's adolescents have sexual relationships before finishing 
high school.

The increase in adolescent sexuality and marriage is 
believed to be caused by poor opinion of self and need for identity. 
Pregnancy achieves instant adulthood and confirms femininity.
The author stated that factors leading to adolescent pregnancies and 
marriages included: the break-up of families, women's liberation,
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Increase in the lack of parental supervision, family disputes, and 
lack of sex education.

She believes the Christian view of marriage and sexuality 
needs to be presented to adolescents. However, 3he stated that 
teenage girls who have religious convictions and engage in sexual 
relationships are more likely to become pregnant. Probably this is 
because they are caught in a double standard. Religious convictions 
help but, according to Shivanandan, teenagers also need "sound 
knowledge and a complete philosophy of sexuality" (p. 20).

Honig
Honig (1978) reported that the younger American teenagers 

are when they have sexual relations, the less likely they have the 
facts on sexuality, reproduction, parenting, or family life. Honig 
listed 10 major areas that needed to be addressed by parents, 
teachers, and youth leaders in meeting the needs of teenage parents: 
(a) take time to know each individual teenager; (b) be aware of the 
teenager's relationship with parents; (c) understand their 
relationships with peers; (d) be familiar with the cognitive, moral, 
and social states of adolescent development; (e) have knowledge on 
sexuality, including information, attitudes, and practices; (f) be 
knowledgeable of child development and parenting skills; (g) know 
the health and nutrition needs of adolescents and pregnant 
teenagers; (h) know the statistical facts involving early 
adolescents; (i) be aware of community resources and family support 
systems; and (j) know the availability of audiovisual, written, and 
consultant resources.
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Because pubertal development In girls begins around the age 
of 11, and that of boys around the age of 13, Honig (1978) stressed 
the need for classes in child development, child care, sexuality, 
and parenting/family-life courses in junior high schools. With the 
birth rate dropping in all groups except unwed teenagers, and with 
teenage pregnancy a primary motivator for early marriages, there is 
a need for early preventive education and support for adolescents.

Carlson
Carlson (1979) analyzed the results of the National 

Longitudinal Surveys of labor-market experience. This included 
5,000 young women ages 14 to 24. The study began in 1968. By 
1972 all respondents had passed beyond the 14-to-17-age range.

The author examined the three primary socialization 
institutions which may influence or delay marriage: family
background, school, and paid employment. Family background was 
broken down into the socio-economic status, number of siblings, and 
marital stability of parents. School influence was judged by the 
number of dropouts compared with graduates. The paid employment 
comparison was made between high-school graduates and those who had 
dropped out before graduating.

The results of this study indicated that the "overwhelming 
dominant feature of social life for American girls between ages 14 
and 17 is enrollment in high school" (p. 351). It was found that 
involvement in school and living with parents precluded other 
institutional roles of employment and marriage. Girls who dropped 
out of school tended to come from poor families, had several
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siblings, and experienced some form of disorganization in the home. 
Blacks were less likely to drop out of school than white girls from 
similar family backgrounds.

Among the high-school dropouts and graduates, the survey 
indicated that the family seemed to have little influence on the 
timing of marriage. However, the family might indirectly influence 
the timing of marriage when parents stress the importance of 
obtaining a high-school education.

Bishop and Lynn
Bishop and Lynn (1983) proposed a systemic approach to 

understanding the problems related to adolescent marriages. They 
used Wertheim's (1973, 1975) work in family typology and Reiss'
(1971) concepts of interpersonal relationships. The authors believe 
adolescent marriage to be characterized as "the transitionally 
unintegrated-extemally open family system" (p. 272). They analyze 
the problem through the individual, adolescent marriage, family, and 
extra-familial systems. Their model presents the needs and problems 
in preparing adolescents for marriage.

Adolescents who marry are in a transitional period. They 
depend on outside resources for maintenance of their identities. 
Early marriage tends to force adolescents into a mold to meet the 
expectations of peers and adults. When facing conflicts, 
adolescents who lack adequate self-identity often choose to meet 
sociocultural expectations.

Stresses in early marriages due to the presence of children, 
fatigue, and undefined parenting roles, tend to keep adolescents
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from working through their personal identities. Extra-familial 
systems (peer groups, extended families, occupational and community 
relationships) are needed to help shape and nurture the adolescent 
marriage. Yet it is found that assessment and intervention from 
these systems sometimes hinders the growth of the couple.

The authors identified several constraining factors to a 
successful adolescent marriage. They list: unresolved identity
issues, inappropriate flight-coping patterns, problems in intimacy, 
lack of goals and values, lack of knowledge in family-living skills, 
poor marital relationships, unstable income, and inadequate or 
disrupted relations in the marital dyad due to peer influences or 
extended-family involvement.

Short
Short (1964) stated that "only 658 of U.S. youth get good 

sex training from their folks" (p. 122). His research of marriage 
and family classes revealed that only 3 or 4 out of 60 students 
surveyed had the topic of sexuality training discussed at home. 
Since the home is remiss in this area, he feels the church should 
take the lead. Yet the church, perhaps seeing the home as best 
equipped for this individual training, provides mostly group 
presentations. That leaves most of the responsibility for sex 
training to the schools. Schools face conflict in presenting moral 
values and touchy topics. As a result, the cliche "let sleeping 
dogs lie" applies to unwed mothers, social diseases, and unanswered 
questions. Perhaps, Short points out, "people still think if we 
keep youth ignorant, we'll keep them innocent" (p. 126).
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In two high-school surveys (pre- and post-lecture), the 
author found that students can and will change their attitudes. In 
one school, 171 of 600 students changed their "undecided" opinion to 
"unwise" or "very unwise" regarding premarital sex. In another 
school "almost two-thirds of their 800 students changed their views 
in the direction of rejection" of premarital sex.

Lindsey
Lindsey (1985) presents the results of four research 

projects: (1) a nationwide survey of 3,118 teenagers and their
attitudes and perceptions of marriage; (2) a survey of 359 
adolescents who were already married and/or living together; (3) an 
additional survey of 82 alumnae of the Teen Mother Program and their 
perceptions of their relationships; and (4) interviews with 76 
adolescents who were married and/or living with partners. The 
purpose was to take a look at the realities in the lives of teenage 
couples in the 1980s.

The 12-page two-part questionnaire was sent to professionals 
and teachers who, in turn, gave them to the teenagers. The 
demographic data of the research included: sex, age, school grade,
place of residence, geographic information, ethnic group, religion, 
marital status, and parents' income. The survey asked for responses 
concerning: the best age to marry, qualities of a "good" spouse,
traditional versus equal marriage, sex before marriage, living 
together while not married, importance of sex in marriage, religious 
differences affecting marriage, jealousy in marriage, spouse abuse, 
and other relevant subjects relating to marriage.

R eproduced  with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



31

The research indicated that the majority of teens felt the 
best ages for females to marry was 20 to 24 years, and for males, 20 
to 29 years. Approximately 17# of the females and 1256 of the males 
said it was wrong to live together when not married. More than one 
out of three Protestant young people indicated that it was okay to 
live together without being married. More "born-again" Christians 
than young Catholic or Protestant teenagers felt cohabitation was 
wrong. Lindsey stated that even with a decrease in teenage 
marriages, the slack is being taken up by cohabitate living.
Pregnant girls who ten years ago would have married before the 
babies were bom are now choosing not to marry. They either started 
single parenting or moved in with the baby's father. She noted that 
in 1984 a million teenagers were parenting more than a million 
children.

The survey revealed that "born-again" Christians and 
Protestant males were more concerned about marrying within their own 
ethnic group. Approximately half of the married couples with mixed 
religious backgrounds admitted to having problems with religious 
issues. Married couples of the same religious faith had more things 
in common and were better able to communicate with their spouses.

Of the adolescents surveyed, 90# of females and 85# of 
males expect their marriages to last all of their lives. Many did 
not want marriages like those of their parents.

Research confirmed that "teenage marriage is seldom a cure 
for other teenage problems" (p. 17); and that the majority of
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adolescents in the survey did not advocate marriage as a "solution" 
to problems. She summarized:

Most of these teenagers were not yet married or living with 
a partner. They answered questions concerning a good marriage 
based on what they would like to have in their future unions. 
Compared to the realities around us, some of their answers 
appear overly optimistic. However, those who look for the 
rainbows of a good marriage are more likely to find them than 
are those already convinced they do not exist, (p. 19)

Review of Research and Literature Evaluating 
Programs for Premarital Preparation 

of Adolescents
Premarital preparation programs for adolescents may be found 

under several titles, such as: marriage readiness, parent
education, sex education, marriage preparation, marriage counseling, 
premarital counseling, and family-life education. These programs, 
in the form of books, tapes, lectures, and videos, may be a part of 
classroom settings, church youth meetings, community and private 
agency programs, and family gatherings. The discussion of each 
program as it relates to adolescents is not within the scope of this 
study. However, a review of selected studies and literature within 
the general categories of family-life preparation and premarital 
counseling describes present trends in premarital preparation for 
adolescents.

Premarital preparation as defined in this study refers to 
the total educational process of an adolescent by the home, school, 
and church for the sharing of facts, attitudes, and skills needed 
for marriage and parenthood. Previous literature cited has 
described many of the problems and needs of adolescents who have 
entered parenthood and/or marriage at an early age.
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The American Social Hygiene Association in 1953 launched a 
program to establish family-life education. Its goal was to 
preserve and strengthen the family. By providing family-life course 
work in schools and colleges, including class studies, extra-class 
activities, and group activities, it aimed for the teacher to reach 
the family through the student.

Fifteen states in the Middle-West, Central-Atlantic, and New 
England regions were selected for this program. According to 
Cummings (1958), it was difficult at that time to gain acceptance of 
family-life courses. Sex education was seen as objectionable or 
even outlawed in some states. The Association felt that "sex 
education is a part of family life and should be handled in this 
context" (p. 118). Family-life education was identified as 
preventive and not therapeutic. Furthermore, it was assumed that 
"if an individual knows more about personal and family living, he 
will be able to apply some of this knowledge to his later life, his 
family, and his children" (pp. 119-120).

After five years the Association leaders noted that progress 
was agonizingly slow. However, they felt trends had been set in 
motion that would spread throughout the country.

Force
Force (1970) reported on a survey and evaluation conferences 

conducted in six western states in 1970. The survey and evaluation 
conferences posed questions pertaining to acceptance, problems 
encountered, content, and new programs. Inquiry was made of what
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areas or departments presented the material, the role of schools 
within the community, and whether churches and religious groups were 
active in family-life education. Further questions dealt with adult 
education and community support.

The researcher found that all areas and states represented 
met problems from political groups, and those opposed to family-life 
education. Fear was voiced as to what morals and values would be 
taught, who would teach the material, and who would be required to 
attend. Teacher preparation in family-life education was cut back 
in order to provide in-service funds for drug abuse and other 
serious problems. Teachers, according to Force, were afraid of 
accepting assignments to teach family life for fear of being 
misquoted or misunderstood.

In isolated situations positive responses to family-life 
education were evident in the reduction of attacks and negative 
publicity. Some regions found that family-life education was 
becoming better defined and more accepted. This was attributed to 
greater awareness of facts, views, and rationale concerning family 
life.

The evaluation found that, in general, family-life education 
was not given high priority. It was seen as too broad a concept to 
grasp, with many definitions and varying course contents. Sex 
education, while more clearly understood, received the most negative 
responses. Teacher training was seen as a primary need. It was 
felt that a K-12 approach would best meet the goals and aims of 
family-life education, but would be difficult to implement. A
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strong program would need strong administrative leadership, 
community and home support, and trained teachers.

Libby
Libby (1971) surveyed 250 parents from a random sample drawn 

in Manchester, Connecticut. Parents' attitudes toward content of 
high-school sex education programs were compared by the Sex 
Education Content Scale.

The higher the social class, the more accepting parents were 
of sex education content. Catholics and Protestants indicated about 
the 3ame attitudes concerning sexual issues, while Jewish,
Unitarian, and those with no affiliation were most accepting of 
subject content. Frequency of church attendance was not 
significantly related to content scores. Parents with pre-pubescent 
children were more accepting of content than were those with post- 
pubescent children.

The author concluded by stating that some parents felt that 
controversial subjects not discussed in school would still be taught 
by peers and the mass media. She further believed that the topic of 
who is responsible for educating adolescents on sex education would 
remain a controversy. Libby envisioned parent-education programs 
and combined parent-teacher groups in the development of programs. 
However, this would not happen until parental attitudes are 
understood and, in turn, nurtured to understanding the goals and 
objectives of sex education.
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Kerckhoff, Habig, and the 
Family Life Education Panel

The fourth report from Kerckhoff, Habig, and the Family Life 
Education Panel (1976) was completed in 1976. The panel was 
comprised of 55 group and regional leaders in family-life 
professions who lived in 4-0 of the United States and five Canadian 
provinces.

The panel sought to ascertain what kind of parent education 
was actually being offered in the high-school age range. The 
conclusions of the study were fourfold:

1. In the past, marriage and parenthood were always linked 
together. This concept is no longer true. Adolescents need to know 
how to make wise decisions concerning marriage and their future.

2. There are times when parenthood exists without marriage 
or marriage without parenthood. Young people need to be aware of 
life's real situations.

3. Young people need to be presented choices for future 
life styles. Not all plan to marry. Classes should not assume and 
reinforce only the concepts of marriage and parenthood.

4. Parent education should be considered as a part of 
family-life education. As yet professional preparation for parental 
roles has made little headway in secondary-school curriculums.

They felt that during the 1970s more attention and 
recognition had been given to family-life education. The question 
still remains, what are the students actually receiving in the local 
high school?
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Elkin
California in 1970 became the first state to permit counties 

to require premarital counseling for minors. According to Elkin 
(1977), the Conciliation Court conducted a state-wide survey to 
determine the effectiveness of the law.

The court-appointed committee made available a kit which 
contained a booklet explaining the law, the need for parental 
consent, the need for premarital counseling, and relevant 
information. It also included a list of counseling resources and a 
questionnaire to help in further evaluating the law. Factors 
addressed were costs, reports on couples, subject content, and 
length of time involved. As a result, the model established a 
minimum uniform standard for premarital counseling in California.

The content of the counseling suggested exploration into the 
couple's employment and living arrangements. Other topics were 
money management, education plans, and interpersonal and sexual 
compatibility. It also Included parental relationships, child care, 
and reform motivation. The counseling should explore with the 
couple forced marriage situations, values clarification, possible 
armed forces duty, and post-marital counseling.

The overall consensus was that public schools were not 
fulfilling the need for family-life education. It was further 
implied that of all the community services, the school is in the 
best position to prepare students for marriage and family life.

The author believed that the law would remain contradictory. 
More proof of its effectiveness should be obtained. It was,
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however, a pioneer model in providing help for minors who were 
contemplating marriage.

Bagarozzi and Rauen
In a study on premarital counseling, Bagarozzi and Rauen 

(1981) evaluated 13 programs that had standardized procedures and 
intervention techniques. Programs needed to have well-designed 
structures which included developmental tasks, discussion of 
critical problems, and issues couples would eventually face. They 
should also provide opportunity for couples to evaluate and 
reconsider their decision to marry.

In spite of these criteria, only 3 of the 13 programs 
meeting the minimum standards mentioned a theory used to guide 
intervention approaches. Only two of these three emphasized 
developmental tasks. Eight of the 13 programs emphasized the 
importance of communication and taught communication skills. Three 
included techniques for problem solving and conflict resolution.
Only two programs attempted to have the couples discuss and re
evaluate marital intent.

The authors stated that no empirical data exist that support 
the ideal goals of these programs— that of reducing divorce and 
separation, or prevention of unhealthy marriages. No data exist to 
indicate whether couples who have received premarital counseling are 
more successful at marriage than are those who have not received 
counseling. The authors advocate that those who conduct and develop 
premarital programs need to evaluate their effectiveness.
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Kaercher
Kaercher (1981) reported the statistics for divorce, child 

abuse, runaways, and teenage pregnancy in his article, "What Are Our 
Schools Teaching about Marriage and Family Life?" He acknowledged 
the controversy over sexuality and morality, but believed the 
problem lies in what is being taught and how it is being presented. 
Kaercher interviewed prominent leaders in education and family life. 
He evaluated their responses and addressed the problem of teaching 
family life in the schools.

Many parents and educators question whether schools have the 
time, finances, and training to teach family-life classes. An 
outspoken minority of parents question that schools should teach 
sexuality and moral values. They feel such education belongs in the 
home. Objections to family-life programs stem around cost factors, 
added teacher loads, drawing away from other subjects, and problems 
such programs may precipitate with the community.

He acknowledged that parents are responsible for instilling 
standards for sexuality and values. However, he felt that a 
majority of parents need and want additional help. It is this group 
that family-life educators try to involve in planning programs.

Sawin
Sawin (1981) stated that the church is the logical place for 

dealing with family issues. Family-life education within the church 
is seen as being concerned with premarital education, newly married 
education, and marriage enrichment. It is often involved with 
family-cycle issues, separation, divorce, and human sexuality.

R eproduced  with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



40

Changes in alternative life styles other than marriage greatly 
influenced the programs which churches offer young people.

Twenty-seven denominations have designated a national staff 
member to deal with family-life concerns. She believed that there 
is more interest in family-life education among smaller 
denominations. Strong family loyalties are found within these 
denominations. The amount of emphasis for family life by the church 
reflects the clergy's interest in it. Family-life education in the 
schools and agencies often deals with only a part of the family.
The church, on the other hand, has contact with the entire family 
over long periods of time. More denominations are becoming aware of 
the potential in helping families and have established pastoral 
training programs. She believed that the church will develop new 
vision and mission in the eighties and become active in family-life 
education.

Patterson and Defrain
A review of 29 textbooks by Patterson and Defrain (1981) for 

family-life studies in high schools indicated that almost a third of 
the books promoted pronatalism. These books were written for 
classes in marriage and family life, home economics, and child 
development. The reviewers felt students should have the right to 
explore different perspectives other than being led to believe 
parenting is the only possible way of life. In their evaluations 
they endeavored to ascertain if the authors of these books 
implicitly or explicitly encouraged reproduction and parenthood over 
other life styles.
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They stated that eight of the texts assumed parenthood. 
Seventeen of the texts presented both sides of the issue with 
inclusion of child-less or child-free life styles. Four texts 
contained comments that assumed parenthood, but also presented 
problems associated with parenting. The majority of the texts were 
unbiased in their treatment of the issues.

L1 Abate and McHenry
L'Abate and McHenry (1983) discussed several general areas 

considered to be a part of premarital programs under the heading of 
interventions. This work included pastoral interventions, family- 
life education, enrichment programs, covenant-contracting programs, 
and counseling. The writers traced the development of premarital 
intervention from its early beginnings to some of its more 
innovative concepts. They stated that the field of premarital 
intervention for couples remains nebulously defined, that the 
majority of interventions are emotional, and that programs are 
primarily information-giving.

They further noted that there is a major deficiency in both 
secular and religious graduate programs for training practitioners 
engaged in premarital counseling. It was concluded that there is no 
"outcome data to indicate that premarital interventions have any 
significant preventive impact on future marital issues and 
difficulties" (p. 245).
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Selected Christian Literature for Adolescents 
on Premarital Preparation

Of the current Christian literature written for this age 
group, much has been adapted from research, lectures, films, and 
cassettes. This literature strives to present the topics in a way 
that encourages Christian values. Though not inclusive, the 
following authors represent the growing list of Christian writers 
concerned about the premarital preparation of adolescents (Campolo, 
1984; Coleman, 1982, 1984; Dobson, 1984; Earles, 1984; Kesler & 
Beers, 1984; Lindsey, 1981, 1984, 1985; Short, 1978, 1984; White, 
1984; Wright & Inmon, 1978). A short annotated bibliography of 
these authors and their works may be found on pages 249 to 252.

Literature Written by Seventh-day Adventists 
to Help Adolescents Prepare for Marriage

Seventh-day Adventist researchers point to increasing 
concern for earlier training of the youth for family life (Dudley & 
Dudley, 1985; Duge, 1985; Ipes, 1983, Mauro, 1975). Although no 
research studies were found that examined the premarital preparation 
of adolescents, this writer found a number of papers, books, and 
pamphlets that have been written concerning premarital preparation 
for SDA young people.

Research on Premarital Preparation 
and Counseling

Mauro
A research report by Mauro (1975) evaluated the Andrews 

University Pre-Marriage Forum. He sought to discover if it was 
meeting its objectives. The results indicated that five of the
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seven objectives were met for the majority of the participants. The 
two objectives not met were (a) giving participants opportunity to 
consult with married couples helping with the Forum, and 
(b) encouraging participants to start a follow-up group.

The students participating in Mauro's study felt that both 
pre-engaged and unengaged students should attend the Forum. They 
requested that individual and group counseling be available and 
encouraged. They also desired an opportunity for anonymous 
questions with adequate time provided for personal participation. 
These students felt the subject matter should be more in-depth and 
discussed more frankly.

Married couples participating in the forums felt that the 
program was too short to bring about long-term changes. They wished 
the seminar would be held more often and suggested that smaller 
groups would be useful. They recommended that Adventist Home 
(White, 1951) be included in the materials. Finally, married 
couples observed that sex was over-emphasized to the neglect of 
other relevant topics.

Ipes
Ipes (1983) surveyed 100 clergy in the SDA Ohio and Potomac 

Conferences. He investigated their counseling programs. The data 
indicated that 18# of the clergy felt comfortable with premarital 
counseling. Eighty-seven percent had no structured premarital 
program. Only one-third of the pastors had specialized training in 
premarital counseling. Twelve percent had preached a sermon on
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premarital preparation, marriage, or the family in the six months 
previous to the study.

According to the author, the family is the primary focus for 
implementing premarital preparation. The church, he felt, should 
meet the needs of the entire family. He believed that if a minister 
does counseling, he should receive clinical training in family 
therapy.

He reviewed the theology and theory of marriage, provided a 
literary and historical review of premarital counseling, and 
included a new approach to premarital counseling. Included in this 
study is an extensive bibliography and list of available instruments 
(books, periodicals, audio cassettes, and supportive works) relating 
to premarital preparation.

Dudley and Dudley
Dudley (1978) completed a major 3tudy on why Adventist 

teenagers reject religion. Then he and his wife turned their 
attention to Adventist values. Dudley and Dudley (1985) developed a 
questionnaire, "The Intergenerational Value Survey" (IVS) consisting 
of four demographic items and 22 value statements. The instrument 
was designed to explore if the Adventist family held to values 
considered to be traditionally denominational. More specifically, 
it sought to discover if the youth were accepting the values of the 
church and the home.

The questionnaire was sent to a random sample of 20 SDA 
churches in the U.S. with memberships exceeding 500. In each of the 
churches, packets were given to 20 youth of high-school age and
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their parent(a). Results were obtained from 712 individuals in 247 
families (247 youth, 244 mothers, and 221 fathers). The value 
statements related to traditional Adventist teachings and values. 
The youth accepted most of the doctrinal and personal-piety values 
of the Church. Responses concerning life styles were less uniform.

Sixty-two percent of the youth felt premarital sex was 
always wrong. Nineteen percent felt it was acceptable if the 
couples were in love. Nineteen percent were uncertain of their 
feelings on this subject. Premarital petting was felt to be wrong 
by 49# of the young people. Twenty percent thought it was all 
right, and 31# were uncertain. Thirty-five percent felt abortion 
should never be an option, 38$ believed it should be, and 27# were 
not sure. The youth were also ambivalent about divorce as a valid 
option in an unhappy marriage. Forty-six percent were against 
divorce, 34# were for it, and 20$ were uncertain.

The Dudleys stated that some Adventist life styles are 
changing. The authors felt the seemingly weak emphasis on values 
needed to be strengthened in the home, school, and church. The 
survey made it evident that the value attitudes among adolescents 
appear to be changing.

Educational Resources on Family Life Written 
for Seventh-day Adventist Adolescents

Secondary-school resources and required texts for 
health and physical education, home economics, and religion classes 
have been selected to educate toward a Christian life style.
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Curricular materials for 
academies

The Lake Union Conference of SDA recommends the following 
health and physical education texts: Health: A Way of Life
(Pollock, Purdy, and Carroll, 1979); Modern Health (Otto, Tether, 
Julian, and Massif, 1985); and Focusing on Health (Haag, 1980). In 
the area of home economics there is a standardized curriculum guide 
and resource list which includes the following: (a) for classes in
child development: The Developing Child (Brisbane, 1980); Parenting
and Teaching Young Children (Hildebrand, 1981); and (b) for classes 
in family relations: Personal Adjustment, Marriage and Family
Living (Landis and Landis, 1981); Your Marriage and Family Living, 
(Landis, 1977), Adventist Home (White, 1951); and Child Guidance 
(White, 1954).

Religion courses have been designed as a progression from 
the 9th through 12th grades. Each year includes some 
family/personal growth units. The senior year includes two units, 
"Your Career," and "Fullness of Joy" (marriage), which are oriented 
toward family-life preparation.

Journal of Adventist Education
The Apri 1-May 1984 issue of The Journal of Adventist 

Education (Griffiths, 1984) was devoted to family-life education.
In it were four articles written for Adventist educators. Also 
included in the publication was a family-life annotated bibliography 
with designations concerning appropriate reading audience.
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Literature about Premarital Preparation and 
Family Life Written for Seventh-day 

Adventist Adolescents
Resources for premarital preparation have been available for 

adolescents within the SDA denomination. Articles in church 
periodicals, pamphlets, and books have been published to meet this 
need. There are a number of SDA writers who expressed concern about 
the premarital preparation of adolescents (Attiken, 1979; Day, 1973; 
Judd, 1978, 1980; Hazat, 1981; Van Pelt, 1982; Watts, 1979a, 1979b; 
White, 1930, 1951, 1954, 1983; Wittschiebe, 1974, 1982). An 
annotated bibliography of these authors and their recent works may 
be found on pages 248 to 252.

In summary, studies indicate that on-going factors over the 
past three decades seem to motivate adolescents to marry early.
These factors include: family conflicts; divorce and separation;
peer-group identity; poor role models in the home, school, and 
community; abuse, rape, incest; feelings of loneliness; pregnancy; 
encouragement to marry by parents and church; steady dating; media 
representation of marriage and sex; and society's openness to sex.

Programs for adolescents for the preparation of family 
life include premarital preparation, premarital counseling, and 
sex education. These areas are now receiving more emphasis within 
the home, school, and church. However, many programs may be biased, 
lack pertinent information, or have poorly trained leaders. 
Christian organizations have prepared literature for presenting 
Christian values to their young people. The conflict of who should
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provide this education and training is still a vital issue.
There is research and literature written for the purpose of 

helping adolescents in the SDA church prepare for marriage and 
family life. An emphasis has been placed on the home, school, and 
church to provide this training. However, very little research has 
been done as to the effectiveness of premarital preparation within 
the church. This dilemma is also true of premarital counseling 
programs in general.
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CHAPTER I I I

METHODOLOGY

Type of Research 
This study utilized descriptive and correlational research. 

Information was collected in order to describe adolescents' 
perceptions of premarital preparation within the home, school, and 
church. The study investigated the relationships that might exist 
between these facts and the characteristics of the population of the 
study.

This study explored what adolescents perceived to be their 
premarital preparation. It also examined how they perceived their 
premarital preparation within the home, school, and church. Stated 
in the null form, the primary hypothesis reads: There is no
relationship between perceived premarital preparation of Seventh-day 
Adventist adolescents and their perception of how they have been 
prepared in the home, school, and church for marriage.

Population of the Study 
The population for this study was seniors enrolled in 

academies in the Lake Union Conference of Seventh-day Adventists. 
The data were collected during the spring of 1985.

49
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Development of the Instrument 
A search for an adequate instrument for measuring the 

variables within this study revealed that no present instrument met 
the qualifications necessary for this study. Six published 
instruments were studied and found useful in drawing up the 
Premarital Preparation Questionnaire (Bienvenu, 1978; Ipes, 1982; 
McDonald, Pirro, 4 Cleveland, 1976; McHugh, 1979; Olsen, Fournier, 4 
Druckman, 1979; Stuart 4 Stuart, 1975). The questionnaire used in 
this study was designed to meet the unique specifications of the 
study.

The instrument, The Premarital Preparation Questionnaire, was 
developed by the researcher over a one-year period during the school 
year 1983 and 1984. Specific items and questions were submitted to 
both adolescents and adults for clarification of terms and to 
determine clearness of meaning. The students for this preliminary 
clarification process were from a public high school in Newburgh, 
Indiana, and a private school in Berrien Springs, Michigan. The 12 
professionals were in private practice in agencies and in education. 
These professionals all worked with adolescents. Both adolescents 
and adults responding to the questionnaire suggested that 
opportunity be provided for comments to express personal feelings 
about many of the individual items.

The questionnaire primarily utilized the Likert-type attitude 
scale for measuring the responses. This type of question permitted 
the participants to respond to five possible choices. Students were 
asked to answer questions relating to their personal perceived
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premarital preparation and the contribution by the home, school, and 
church to their premarital preparation.

Research Instrument 
This section describes the instrument designed for this 

study. The variables were tested by utilizing five divisions within 
the instrument. Where possible, questions testing the hypothesis in 
one division of the instrument correspond with questions in each of 
the other divisions.

The divisions sure as follows:
Division A - Personal 
Division B - Home 
Division C - School 
Division D - Church 
Division E - Responsibility.

Questions within each division correspond to the section title 
facilitating familiarity to subject material and ease in recovery of 
data.

The sub-hypotheses and the questions testing the hypotheses 
are presented separately. In each division of the questionnaire 
students were asked to respond to 16 general premarital preparation 
topics. Questions pertaining to these 16 topics reflect (a) how 
adolescents perceive they are prepared in premarital preparation 
topics; (b) what degree of importance adolescents place on 
premarital preparation topics; (c) what premarital preparation 
adolescents perceive they have received in the home, school, and 
church; and (d) who adolescents perceive should be responsible for
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preparing them in premarital subjects. The 16 general premarital
tion topics are:
1. Choice of life partner
2. Finances in marriage
3. Dating/courtship
4. Human sexuality
5. Religion in the family
6. Couple communication
7. Conflict resolution
8. Leisure time planning
9. Parenting
10. Decision making
11. In- law/ relatives
12. Husband/wife roles
13. Goal setting in marriage
14. Self-esteem/personal growth
15. Family-life activities
16. Commitment/divorce.

Sut^ hypothesis Number 1_
Adolescents approach marriage with preconceived concepts 

influenced by education, role models, and the social environment in 
which they live. These factors and others may be considered a part 
of the premarital preparation by the home, school, and church 
environments.

How do adolescents perceive their personal preparation? What 
degree of importance do adolescents place on premarital topics? It
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was anticipated that by attempting to understand how adolescents 
perceived their premarital preparation and what topics were 
important to them, educators and guidance workers would be helped in 
determining how best to meet the premarital preparation needs of 
adolescents.

Designed to study the relationship between these two 
concepts, sub-hypothesis number 1 states: There is no relationship
between how adolescents perceive they are prepared in premarital 
preparation topics, and their perception of what topics are 
important for premarital preparation.

Questions relating to sub-hypothesis 1 and pertaining to the 
importance of premarital preparation topics are found in Division 
A - Personal. Participants were asked to check the correct answer.

Division A - Personal
7. How do you feel you are prepared in the following 

premarital preparation topics? Options were:
Very good, Good, Adequate, Poor, Very poor

8. How important do you feel each topic is for marriage 
preparation? Options were:
Very highly important, Very important, Moderately 
important, Slightly important, Not important

Sub-hypothesis Number 2_
The home, school, and church are considered inclusively when 

asking adolescents about their perceived preparation on individual 
topics. It was felt that a separate comparison of premarital 
preparation within the home, school, and church would reveal how 
adolescents perceived they had been prepared by each. Adolescents 
may perceive they are prepared in a subject and yet feel all three
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institutions have done a very good job. On the other hand, 
preparation in one area nay compare favorably to only one of these 
institutions or none at all.

Sub-hypothesis number 2 states: There is no relationship
between how adolescents perceive they are prepared in premarital 
preparation topics, and their perception of the contribution of the 
home, school, and church to their preparation. This sub-hypothesis 
is represented in Division A - Personal, Division B - Family, 
Division C - School, and Division D - Church. Questions relating to 
Division A have already been stated. Specific questions pertaining 
to Divisions B, C, and D are as follows:

Division B - Home
16. How well has your home prepared you for marriage on 

these topics? Options were:
Very good, Good, Adequate, Poor, Very poor

Division C - School
24- Please indicate how you feel your school has prepared 

you concerning the following premarital preparation 
topics: Options were:
Very good, Good, Adequate, Poor, Very poor

Division I) - Church
34. Please indicate how you feel church has prepared you 

concerning the following topics: Options were:
Very good, Good, Adequate, Poor, Very poor

Sub-hypothesis Number 3,
One of the important relationships in understanding 

premarital preparation of adolescents is their perception of how 
they have been prepared, and who adolescents feel is most
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responsible for preparing them. This comparison provides the 
opportunity for adolescents to reflect on their past training to 
determine if the home, school, and church have met their premarital 
preparation needs. Perhaps in reflecting on who is most responsible 
for preparation, the adolescent may choose to consider other options 
including self.

Sub-hypothesis number 3 states: There is no relationship
between how adolescents perceive they are prepared in premarital 
preparation topics, and their perception of who should be most 
responsible for preparing them in premarital preparation topics.

Questions being compared in sub-hypothesis 3 are found in 
Division A - Personal, and Division E - Responsibility. Questions 
relating to Division A - Personal, have previously been stated. The 
question relating to Division E - Responsibility, is as follows:

Division E - Responsibility
36. In the list below please indicate who you feel should 

be the most responsible for preparing adolescents in 
the following premarital topics: Options were:
Self, Home, School, Church, Other, Specify

Sub-hypothesis Number 4.
The home, school, and church environments may or may not 

provide formal premarital preparation for adolescents. However, the 
education and modeling provided within these environments may 
influence how adolescents perceive their premarital preparation. By 
comparing what premarital topics adolescents perceive to be 
important with how they perceive the home, school, and church have 
prepared them, it is hoped that those who develop premarital
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preparation programs for adolescents may obtain a better understand
ing of the relationship and influence of these institutions toward 
topics of importance.

Although compared separately, the home, school, and church 
are considered inclusively in sub-hypothesis number 4, which states: 
There is no relationship between adolescents' perception of what 
topics are important for premarital preparation, and their 
perception of the contribution of the home, school, and church to 
their preparation.

Questions being compared in sub-hypothesis 4 have previously 
been stated. They are found in Divisions A through D.

Sub-hypothesis Number 5.
The perceived influence on specific premarital topics by the 

home, school, and church may provide insight on how adolescents have 
been prepared, but another factor just as important is who they 
believe is most responsible for preparing them. A comparison of the 
perceived important topics with an indication of who is most 
responsible for preparing adolescents in pertinent premarital 
preparation topics is examined by this sub-hypothesis. With this 
information, it is hoped that workers may be able to provide greater 
emphasis to developing materials for these institutions that will 
aid them in their efforts to better prepare adolescents for 
marriage.

Sub-hypothesis number 5 states: There is no relationship
between adolescents' perception of what topics are important for 
premarital preparation, and their perception of who should be most
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responsible for preparing them in premarital preparation topics.
Questions being compared in sub-hypothesis 5 have previously 

been stated. They are found in Division A - Personal, and Division 
E - Responsibility.

Sub-hypothesis Number 6
Is there a relationship between the perception of adolescents 

on how the home, school, and church have prepared them, and who 
adolescents perceive is most responsible for preparing them?
Although only one choice is given per premarital topic, a comparison 
may reveal that one institution has successfully prepared the 
adolescent, yet he/she feels the responsibility should fall on 
someone else.

Sub-hypothesis number 6 states: There is no relationship
between adolescent's perception of the contribution of the home, 
school, and church in their preparation, and their perception of who 
should be most responsible for preparing them in premarital 
preparation topics.

Questions being compared in sub-hypothesis 6 have been 
previously stated. They are found in Division A - Personal, and 
Division E - Responsibility.

Sub-hypotheses Numbers 7_ through 12 
Questions in the instrument have been included that would 

enable the respondent to reflect on his/her past and present 
premarital preparation. These questions have been asked in order to 
gain greater understanding of the personal perceptions and feelings
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of students regarding their premarital preparation within the home, 
school, and church and to help clarify the characteristics of the 
population.

Sub-hypothesis 7 states: There is no relationship between
personal, home, school, and church characteristics, and how 
adolescents perceive they are prepared in premarital preparation 
topics.

Sub-hypothesis 8 states: There is no relationship between
personal, home, school, and church characteristics, and adolescents' 
perception of what topics are important for premarital preparation.

Sub-hypothesis 9 states: There is no relationship between
personal characteristics, and adolescents' perception of the 
contribution of the home, school, and church to their preparation.

Sub-hypothesis 10 states: There is no relationship between
the home characteristics, and adolescents' perception of the 
contribution of the home in their preparation.

Sub-hypothesis 11 states: There is no relationship between
the school characteristics, and adolescents' perception of the 
contribution of the school in their preparation.

Sub-hypothesis 12 states: There is no relationship between
the church characteristics, and adolescents' perception of the 
contribution of the church in their preparation.

Questions relating to the characteristics of the population 
have been arranged to correspond with the topics within each 
division. The questions being compared in sub-hypotheses 7-12 are
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found within each of the divisions of the questionnaire and are as 
follows:

Division A - Personal
1. Sex: (1) Male (2) Female
2. If you were to marry, do you expect to be married 

within:
(1) 1 yr (after high-school graduation)
(2) 2-4 yrs (during college)
(3)5 years or more (after college)
(4) Do not plan to marry

3. Is there someone to whom you have turned for personal 
counseling regarding premarital preparation?
(1 ) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain

4. Have you personally looked at resources (books, tapes, 
videos, magazines) in order to prepare yourself for 
marriage?
(1) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain

5. Without your inquiring, have adults counseled with you 
about premarital preparation?
(1) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain

6. As you think about your premarital preparation is there a 
married couple to whom you look as a good role model for 
your marriage?
(1) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain

9. Do you feel you are ready for marriage?
(1) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain
Comment:

Division 13 - Home
10. In what type of family do you live when you are at home?

(1) Biological parents (4) Relative - not parent
(2) Step-family (5) Foster home
(3) Single parent (6) Other: specify_____________

*If your biological parents are married and are living
together, skip #11.

Reproduced  with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



60

11. If your parents are not living together, how were they 
separated?
(1) Death of mother (3) Death of both parents (5) Divorce
(2) Death of father (4) Separation (6) Annulment

12. In your home Is there someone to whom you have turned for 
counsel regarding premarital preparation?
(1) Yes (2) Ho (3) Uncertain 
Comment:

13. Do you feel your parents' marriage is a good model for 
your marriage?
(1) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain

14. Has either of your parents talked with you about
premarital preparation?
(1) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain

15. Has either of your parents recommended resources (books,
tapes, or videos) in order to prepare you for marriage?
(1) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain

17. As you think about your premarital preparation within your 
home, what thoughts, feelings, ideas come to mind?
(If you need more room please use the back of this paper.)

Division C - School
18. In your four years of high school (grades 9-12), how many 

years did you attend:
(__) yrs SDA day academy (9-12)
(__) yrs SDA boarding academy (9-12)
(__) yrs public high school (9-12)

19. Have you had any special classes on marriage and family 
preparation in your education?
(1) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain

20. Do the schools that you have attended have any resources 
(books, tapes, videos, magazines) on premarital 
preparation?
(1) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain

21. In your schooling is there someone to whom you have turned 
for counsel regarding premarital preparation?
(1) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain

22. Has any faculty or staff member at schools you attended 
counseled with you about premarital preparation?
(1) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain
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23. Has there been a faculty/staff married couple in your
schooling to whom you look as a good role model for your 
marriage?
(1 ) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain

25. As you think about your premarital preparation within your 
schooling, what thoughts, feelings, ideas come to mind?
(If you need more room please use the back of this paper.)

Division D_ - Church 
(These questions apply to churches where you have been a member)
26. ( ) Are you a member of a religious denomination?

(1) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain
( ) Please state denomination (1 ) SDA (2) Protestant

(3) Catholic (4) Other_____________________
27. Have you received any premarital preparation instruction

in a formal or informal gathering in church?
(1) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain

28. Have you heard any sermons about premarital preparation? 
(e.g., family, marriage, sexuality, parenting)
(1 ) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain

29* Do the churches you have attended have a structured 
premarital counseling program?
(1) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain

30. Do the churches where you have been a member
have resources (books, tapes, videos, magazines) on 
premarital preparation?
(1 ) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain

31. In the churches where you have been a member, is there 
someone to whom you have turned for counsel regarding 
premarital preparation?
(1 ) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain

32. Has a church or staff member counseled with you about 
premarital preparation?
(1) Yes (2) No .(3) Uncertain

33. Is their a family or couple within church to whom you 
look as a good role model for your marriage?
(1) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain

35. As you think about your premarital preparation within
your church, what thoughts, feelings, ideas come to mind?
(If you need more room please use the back of this paper.)
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Pilot Study
Twenty-four junior and senior students at Andrews Academy 

were administered the Premarital Preparation Questionnaire. Each 
student was given a number to enhance anonymity. It was found that, 
in general, the students were able to interpret and respond clearly 
to the questions asked. The time needed for completion of the 
questionnaire was approximately 25-30 minutes. Upon completion of 
the questionnaire the students were asked to comment on the format 
and clarity of the instrument. Along with the comments from the 
students, final suggestions were made by the members of the 
dissertation committee to enhance clarity of meaning and ease of 
reading. The final draft of the questionnaire is found in 
Appendix B.

Procedures for Collecting Data 
The senior academies within the Lake Union Conference which 

made up the population of the study were alloted a number to 
represent that specific school and its geographic location. Each 
student was given a number representing his/her individual 
questionnaire and academy. These referral numbers allowed the 
students to remain anonymous while providing a check on data to be 
entered.

During the spring quarter in 1985, a letter of intent was 
sent to the superintendent of schools for the academies within the 
Lake Union Conference of Seventh-day Adventists. Enclosed was a 
cover letter from the chairman of the dissertation committee and the 
Dean of the School of Education.
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A letter was sent to the principal of each senior academy 
requesting two specific tasks: (a) selection of a faculty member to 
serve as a liaison to work with the researcher, and (b) provision of 
a list of seniors. The faculty liaison was asked to assist in the 
following: (a) selection of a specific date and time for the
administration of the questionnaire, (b) selection of an appropriate 
location for testing; and (c) the administering of the 
questionnaire.

Proctoring of the questionnaire was done by the 
researcher in order to facilitate the (a) distribution and 
collection of the questionnaire, (b) consistency in administration 
of the questionnaire, and (c) saving of time between completion of 
the questionnaire and the recovery of the data. Two academies—  
Andrews Academy and Peterson-Warren Academy— requested that they 
proctor the questionnaire in order to facilitate their school 
schedule.

Data Processing and Analysis
All data were programmed for computer analysis. Questions 

within the instrument asking for written comments were used as 
descriptive data for the comparison and evaluation of the 
hypotheses.

Five types of statistical analysis were used in the study:
(a) description of the data through comparison of measures of 
central tendency using means and ranking of the means;
(b) exploration of data through factor analysis for describing the 
relationships within each of the divisions of the questionnaire; (c)
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comparison of sub-hypotheses 1, 2, and 4 by correlation 
coefficients; (d) analysis of sub-hypotheses 3* 5. and 6 by chi 
square; and (e) comparison of means for sub-hypotheses 7 through 12 
by analysis of variance.
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CHAPTER IV

PRESENTATION AND ANALYSIS OF DATA

The first three chapters of this study have presented a 
description of the rationale and the methodology in researching the 
subject of premarital preparation as perceived by adolescents in the 
Lake Union Conference of Seventh-day Adventists. Within this 
chapter is the presentation and analysis of the data.

The population of the study consisted of senior students 
enrolled in academies of the Lake Union Conference. Of the 373 
seniors, 332 completed the questionnaire. Forty-one students were 
absent. Some students left certain questions unanswered or their 
responses were not understandable. For these reasons the total 
responses do not always number 332. However, adjustments were made 
in the statistical analysis for these variances.

The primary hypothesis upon which the research was 
based is that there is no relationship between perceived premarital 
preparation of SDA adolescents and their perception of how they have 
been prepared in the home, school, and church for marriage. From 
this general hypothesis, 12 research hypotheses were developed.

Responses of the Participants
The responses of the participants to the objective questions 

are presented as numbers and percentages in Tables 1 through 10.
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Selected comments by adolescents to the opened-ended questions are 
found in Appendix C. Responses of the participants are divided as 
follows:

Personal Characteristics - Questions 1-6, 9
Personal Preparation - Question 8
Topical Preparation - Question 8
Home Characteristics - Questions 10-15, 17
Home Preparation - Question 16
School Characteristics - Questions 18-23, 25
School Preparation - Question 24
Church Characteristics - Question 26-33, 35
Church Preparation - Question 34
Responsibility for Preparation - Question 36
Additional Information - Final question.

Personal Characterlstics 
Table 1 presents the responses for questions 1 through 6, 

and 9. Of the 332 responding there were 181 female students and 151 
male students. More than three out of five adolescents (61.89%) 
plan to marry after college. Approximately three out of four 
adolescents had not sought counsel regarding premarital preparation. 
About three out of five (60.54%) of the adolescents have not looked 
up resources in order to prepare themselves for marriage. Nearly 
two-thirds (65.96%) of the students had been contacted by an adult 
for counsel regarding premarital preparation. About the same 
proportion (65.86%) of the adolescents knew a married couple to whom 
they looked as a good role model. Nearly 7 out of 10 (69.91%)
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TABLE 1

RESPONSES FOR PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS

Quest.
No. Questions and Responses Male Female Total %

1.
2.

Sex
If you were to marry, do you expect 
to be married within:

151 181 332 100.00

1 yr (after high school graduation) 5 0 5 1.52
2-4 yrs (during college) 39 64 103 31.40
5 years or more (after college) 95 108 203 61.89

3.
Do not plan to marry

Is there someone to whom you have 
turned for personal couseling 
regarding premarital preparation?

10 7 17 5.18

Ye s 25 43 68 20.48
No 115 129 244 73.49

4.
Uncertain

Have you personally looked up 
. resources (books, tapes, videos, 
magazines) in order to prepare 
yourself for marriage?

11 9 20 6.02

Yes 43 72 120 36.14No 96 105 201 60.54

5.
Uncertain

Without your inquiring, have 
adults counseled with you about 
premarital preparation?

7 4 11 3.31

Yes 90 129 219 65.96
No 50 42 92 27.72

6.
Uncertain

As you think about your pre
marital preparation, is there a 
married couple to whom you look as a 
a good role model for your marriage?

11 10 21 6.33

Yes 83 135 218 65.86
No 48 31 79 23.87

9.
Uncertain

Do you feel you are ready for 
marriage?

19 15 34 10.27

Yes 11 25 35 10.64No 109 121 230 69.91Uncertain
Comment:

28 36 64 19.45
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adolescents in their senior year of high school felt they were not 
ready for marriage.

More than one-third (38.55%) of the adolescents wrote 
comments to question 9 concerning their readiness for marriage. The 
comments revealed that although many of the adolescents felt per- 
sonally prepared for marriage, they also felt that they needed 
further education and additional social skills. Problems which they 
felt needed more time to overcome included age, financial 
independence, further education, an established vocation, choice of 
life partner, personal goals, and doubts about their own ability to 
make a marriage work (see Appendix C).

Personal Preparation 
Table 2 presents the responses to question 7 concerning how 

adolescents felt they were personally prepared on 16 premarital 
topics. In general, adolescents in this study perceived that they 
had a good to adequate preparation. Topics which might pertain more 
to dyadic relationships and which received a greater percentage of 
very good or good ratings were: Choice of life partner (74*32%),
Dating/courtship (73.33%), and Couple communication (73.20%).

Topics of Importance 
Table 3 presents the responses by adolescents on how 

important they felt 16 topics were to premarital preparation. In 
general, adolescents in this study felt the topics to be very highly 
or very important. Topics which might relate to the dyadic aspects 
of a marital relationship and which received the greater percentages
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TABLE 2
RESPONSES FOR PERSONAL PREPARATION

Question 7. How do you feel you are prepared in the 
following premarital preparation topics?

No. Topic Very good 
No. %

Good 
No. %

Adequate 
No. %

Poor 
No. %

Very poor 
No. % Mean® Rankb

1. Life partner 89 26.89 157 47.43 73 22.05 10 3.02 2 .60 3.96 2
2. Finances 46 15.90 132 39.88 109 32.93 35 10.57 9 2.72 3.52 16
3. Courtship- 77 23.33 165 50.00 66 20.00 19 5.76 3 .91 3.89 3
4. Sexuality 75 22.73 143 43.33 90 27.27 14 4-24 8 2.42 3.80 6
3. Religion 77 23.40 121 36.70 88 26.75 34 10.33 9 2.74 3.68 12
6. Comaunication 104 31.33 139 41.87 66 19.88 21 6.33 2 .60 3.97 1
7. Conflict 60 18.13 148 44-71 94 28.40 20 6.04 9 2.74 3.70 11
8. Leisure 65 19.53 142 42.77 94 28.31 26 7.83 5 1.51 3.71 10
9. Parenting 65 19.64 119 35.95 98 29.61 43 12.99 6 1.81 3.59 15
10. Decisions 66 19.88 155 46.69 95 28.61 16 4.82 - - 3.82 411. Relatives 58 17.47 135 40.66 105 31.63 26 7.83 a 2.41 3.63 13
12. Roles 70 21.15 157 47.43 80 24.17 19 5.74 6 1.81 3.81 5
13. Goal setting 56 16.92 137 41.39 100 30.21 30 9.06 8 2.42 3.61 14
14. Personal growth 66 19.88 146 43.98 88 26.51 26 7.83 6 1.81 3.72 9
13. Family life 71 21.39 142 42.77 94 28.31 20 6.02 5 1.51 3.76 8
16. Comnitaent/divorce 96 29.00 118 35.65 78 23.56 24 7.25 15 4-53 3.77 7

aMeam 5 = very good; 1 = very poor
^Rank: Baaed on mean, 1 = aost prepared; 16 = lea st  prepared
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of very highly or very important ratings were: Choice of life
partner (95.1656), Couple communication (97.2856), Conflict resolution 
(93.3156), and Parenting/chi Id care (93.66?6).

Home Characteristcs 
Table 4- presents the responses for questions 10-13. Two 

out of three students (67.6756) live with their biological parents.
As indicated in Table 4> 24 students marked "Other." Of that group 
5 stated they were adopted, 3 lived with friends or guardian, and 16 
lived in a step-family, moving back and forth between parents and/or 
relatives. Four out of five (81.6456) parents not living together 
were apart as a result of divorce or separation. Over one-half 
(31.6656) of the adolescents responded that they had not asked 
someone in the home for counsel regarding premarital preparation. 
Given the opportunity to comment, 74 of the 332 students responded 
with positive feelings about their relationships at home.

Approximately three out of five students responded that they 
were uncertain (18.43$) or stated "No" (40.48$) to their parents' 
marriage being a good role model for their own marriage. Over half 
(34*82$) of the students stated that at least one of their parents 
talked with them about premarital preparation. Nearly three-fourths 
(73.8056) of the seniors stated their parents did not recommend 
resources to prepare them for marriage.

Home Preparation 
Table 3 presents the responses for question 16 concerning 

how adolescents felt they were prepared in the home on 16 premarital
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TABLE 4

RESPONSES FOR HOME CHARACTERISTICS

Question
No. Questions and Responses No. %

10. In what type of family do you live when 
you are at home?
Biological parents 224 67.67
Step-family 27 8.16
Single parent 44 13.29
Relative— not parent 5 1.51
Foster home 7 2.11
Other: specify 24 7.25

11. If your parents are not living together, 
how were they separated?
Death of mother 2 2.04
Death of father- 12 12.24
Death of both parents 2 2.04
Separation 13 13.27
Divorce 67 68.37
Annulment 2 2.04

12. In your home is there someone to whom 
you have turned for counsel regarding 
premarital preparation?
Yes 141 42.60
No 171 51.66
Uncertain 19 5.74

13.
Comment:

Do you feel your parent* marriage is a 
good model for your marriage?
Yes 136 41.09
No 134 40.48
Uncertain 61 18.43

14. Has either of your parents talked with 
you about premarital preparation?
Yes 182 54.82
No 123 37.05
Uncertain 27 8.13

15. Has either of your parents recommended 
resources (books, tapes, or videos) in 
order to prepare you for marriage?
Yes 76 22.89
No 245 73.80
Uncertain 11 3.31

R eproduced  with perm ission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without perm ission.



R
eproduced 

with 
perm

ission 
of the 

copyright 
ow

ner. 
Further 

reproduction 
prohibited 

w
ithout 

perm
ission.

TABLE 5
RESPONSES FOR HOME PREPARATION

Question 17* How well has your home prepared 
you for marriage on these topics?

No. Topic Very good 
No. %

Good 
No. %

Adequate 
No. %

Poor 
No. %

Very poor 
No. % Meana Rank̂

1. Life partner 105 31.63 117 35.24 75 22.59 33 9.94 2 .60 3.87 1
2. Finances 82 24.70 105 31.63 95 28.61 44 13.26 6 1.01 3.64 6
3. Courtship 56 16.92 96 29.00 110 33.23 56 16.92 13 3.93 3.38 13
4. Sexuality 57 17.17 85 25.60 102 30.72 67 20.18 21 6.33 3.27 15
5. Religion 113 34-14 77 23.26 90 27.19 29 8.76 22 6.65 3.69 56. Communication 74 22.29 94 28.31 93 28.01 51 15.36 20 6.02 3.45 10
7. Conflict 54 16.27 99 29.82 100 30.12 54 16.27 25 7.53 3.31 148. Leisure 30 9.06 101 30.51 125 37.76 58 17.52 17 5.14 3.21 16
9. Parenting 94 28.31 118 35.54 79 23.80 31 9.34 10 3.01 3.77 410. Decisions 85 25.60 128 38.55 87 26.20 24 7.23 8 2.41 3.78 3
11. Relatives 58 17.52 119 35.95 103 31.12 37 11.18 14 4.23 3.51 9
12. Roles 75 22.59 112 33.73 93 28.01 34 10.24 18 5.42 3.58 7
13. Coal setting 63 19.03 84 25.38 120 36.25 49 14.80 15 4.53 3.40 12
14- Personal growth 69 20.91 115 34.85 93 28.18 37 11.21 16 4-85 3.56 8
15. Family life 56 16.97 113 34.24 97 29.39 48 14-55 16 4.85 3.44 11
16. Commitment/divorce 123 37.05 92 27.71 69 20.78 25 7.53 23 6.93 3.80 2

aMeani 5 = very good; 1 -  very poor
kRanki Based on mean, 1 = best preparationi 16 = le a s t  preparation
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topics. In general, the students perceived that they had a good to 
adequate preparation. It appeared that topics which had a greater 
percentage of good or very good ratings were areas that adolescents 
might more readily observe and talk about in the home, such as: 
Choice of life partner (66.87#), Religion in the family (57.40#), 
Parenting/chi Id care (63.65#), Decision making (64.15#), and 
Commitment/divorce (64.76#). Only about one out of four adolescents 
felt that the preparation they received in the home was poor or very 
poor on the following topics: Dating/courtship (20.85#), Human
sexuality (26.51#), Conflict management (23.80#), Leisure-time 
planning (22.66#), and Goal setting (19.33#). It may be that in 
the homes of these adolescents there had been little opportunity for 
observation or discussion of these topics.

School Characteristics 
Table 6 presents the responses for questions 18-23. More 

than one-fourth of the students attended a day academy (28.61#) or 
a boarding academy (28.92#) for four years. About four out of five 
of these students had taken a special class on marriage and family 
preparation (83.73#) and had stated that their schools had resources 
for premarital preparation (79.82#). About seven out of 10 
adolescents (72.59#) had not sought a school faculty or staff member 
for counseling about premarital preparation. Approximately 
half of the students (46.08#) had been contacted by one of the 
school faculty or staff members for some premarital counseling.
About the same proportion (45.78#) had identified a good role model 
in the school.
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TABLE 6

RESPONSES EXDR SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS

Question
No. Questions and Responses No.

18. In your four years of high school
(grades 9-12), how many years did you 
you attend:

Yrs
0 yr 133 40.06
1 yr 42 12.65
2 yrs 49 14-76
3 yrs 12 3.61
4 yrs 95 28.61
6 yrs 1 .30
SDA boarding academy
0 yr 108 32.53
1 yr 14 4.22
2 yrs 65 19.58
3 yrs 49 14-76
4 yrs 96 28.92
public high School
0 yr 287 86.45
1 yr 25 7.53
2 yrs 15 4-52
3 yrs 5 1.51

19. Have you had any special classes on 
marriage and family preparation in 
your education?
Yes 278 83.73
No 46 13.86
Uncertain 8 2.41

20. Do the schools that you have attended 
have any resources (books, tapes, 
videos, magazines) on premarital 
preparation?
Yes 265 79.82
No 21 6.33
Uncertain 46 13.86
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Table 6— Continued

Question
So. Questions and Responses No. %

21. In your schooling is there someone to 
whom you have turned for counsel 
regarding premarital preparation?
Yes 70 21.08
No 241 72.59
Uncertain 21 6.33

22. Has any faculty or staff member at 
schools you attended counseled with you 
about premarital preparation?
Yes 153 46.08
No 152 45.78
Uncertain 27 8.13

23. Has there been a faculty/staff married 
couple in your schooling to whom you 
look as a good role model for your 
marriage?
Yes 152 45.78
No 143 43.07
Uncertain 37 11.14

School Preparation 
Table 7 presents the responses to question 24 on how 

adolescents felt their schooling had prepared them for family 
living. It appeared that topics which were ranked higher and had a 
greater percentage of good and very good ratings might be those 
where personal decisions are being made away from home influence, 
such as: Choice of life partner (66.4656), Finances in marriage
(64.3556), Religion in the family (79.4656), Couple communication 
(62.4356), and Self-esteem/personal growth (60.1256). Topics 
receiving greater percentage of poor and very poor ratings pertained
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TABLE 7

RESPONSES FOR SCHOOL PREPARATION

Question 24. Please indicate how you feel your 
schooling has prepared you concerning the 
following premarital preparation topics.

No. Topic Very good 
No. %

Good 
No. %

Adequate 
No. %

Poor 
No. %

Very
No.

poor
* Heana Rank^

1. Life partner 101 30.51 119 35.95 76 22.96 28 8 .4 6 7 2.11 3.84 2
2. Finances 77 23.26 136 41.09 73 22.05 33 9.97 12 3.63 3.70 5
3. Courtship 79 23.94 108 32.73 78 23.64 50 15.15 15 4.55 3.56 9
4. Sexuality 68 20.73 82 25.00 111 33.84 45 13.72 22 6.71 3.39 13
5. Religion 145 44.07 115 34.95 49 14.69 13 3.95 7 2.13 4.15 1
6. Communication 91 27.58 115 34-85 76 23.03 35 10.61 13 3.94 3.72 3
7. Conflict 62 18.73 117 35.35 94 28.40 48 14.50 10 3.02 3.52 10
8. Leisure 31 9.37 80 24.17 139 41.99 68 20.54 13 3.93 3.15 15
9. Parenting 69 20.97 90 27.36 108 32.83 49 14.89 13 3.95 3.47 12
10. Decisions 64 19.34 119 35.95 109 32.93 30 9.06 9 2.72 3.60 a
11. Relatives 30 9.09 78 23.64 126 38.18 71 21.52 25 7.58 3.05 16
12. Roles 80 24-24 104 31.52 104 31.52 32 9.70 10 3.03 3.64 7
13. Goal setting 67 20.30 104 31.52 106 32.12 40 12.12 13 3.94 3.52 11
14. Personal growth 74 22.36 125 37.76 94 28.40 31 9.37 7 2.11 3.69 6
15. Family life 46 13.90 100 30.21 125 37.76 52 15.71 8 2 .42 3.37 14
16. Commitment/divorce 98 29.61 90 27.19 101 30.51 32 9.67 10 3.02 3.71 4

aMeans 5 = very good; 1 = very poor
^Rank: Baaed on mean, 1 = beat preparation; 16 = lea st preparation
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to dyadic relationships and home life, such as: Dating/courtship
(19.7056), Human sexuality (20.43/6), Conflict resolution (17.5256), 
Leisure-time planning (24.4756), Parenting/ chi Id care (18.8456),
In-laws/relatives (29.10#), and Family-life activities (18.13#). In 
general, the students perceived that they had a good-to-adequate 
preparation from their school.

Approximately three-fourths (73.80#) of the students wrote 
responses to the question concerning their school preparation. The 
comments, in general, were objective, giving recommendations or 
criticizing existing programs. See Appendix C4 for sample comments 
on question 24.

Church Characteristics
Table 8 presents the responses to questions 26-33. More 

than nine out of ten (95.96#) of the adolescents in this study were 
Seventh-day Adventists. About two out of three adolescents (68.50#) 
indicated that they had not received any premarital instruction in a 
formal or informal gathering in church. However, about the same 
proportion (67.58#) of the adolescents reported that they had heard 
sermons about premarital preparation. Nearly half (49.85#) of the 
adolescents responded that the churches they had attended did not 
have a structured premarital counseling program. About three- 
fourths of the respondents were. uncertain (48.01#) or did not know 
if their church had premarital preparation resources (27.52#). 
Approximately four out of five (81.35#) adolescents in this study 
had not sought premarital preparation counseling from someone within 
their church. About the same proportion (82.87#) had not been
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TABLE 8

RESPONSES FOR CHURCH CHARACTERISTICS

Question
No. Questions and Responses No.

26A. Are you a member of a religious
denomination?
Yes 310 94.51
No 15 4.57
Uncertain 3 .91

26B. Please 3tats denomination:
SDA 309 95.96
Protestant 3 .93
Catholic 3 .93
Other 7 2.17

27. Have you received any premarital
preparation instruction in a formal or
informal gathering in church?
Yes 81 24.77
No 224 68.50
Uncertain 22 6.73

28. Have you heard any sermons about 
premarital preparation (e.g., family, 
marriage, sexuality, parenting)?
Yes 221 67.58
No 74 22.63
Uncertain 32 9.79

29. Do the churches that you have 
attended have a structured premarital 
counseling program?
Yea 81 24.77
No 163 49.85
Uncertain 83 25.38

30. Do the churches where you have been a
member have resources (books, tapes, 
videos, magazines) on premarital 
preparation?
Yes 80 24.46
No 90 27.52
Uncertain 157 48.01
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Table 8— Continued

Question
Ho. Questions and Responses No. *

31. In the churches where you have been 
a member, is there someone to whom 
you have turned for counsel 
regarding premarital preparation?
Yes 42 12.84
No 266 81.35
Uncertain 19 5.81

32. Has a church or staff member 
counseled with you about premarital 
preparation?
Yes 43 13.15
No 271 82.87
Uncertain 13 3.98

33. Is there a family or couple within 
church to whom you look as a good 
role model for marriage?
Yes 172 52.60
No 120 36.70
Uncertain 35 10.70

contacted by one of the church or staff members for some premarital 
preparation counseling. A little over half (52.6058) of the students 
indicated that they had observed a good role model within their 
church.

Church Preparation 
Table 9 presents the responses to question 34 on how 

adolescents felt the church had prepared them on 16 premarital 
preparation topics. The students tended to rate church preparation 
lower than their home or school preparation. Only one topic,
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TABLE 9

RESPONSES FOR CHURCH PREPARATION

Question 35• Pleaaa indicate how you feel your 
church has prepared you concerning the 

following topics.

No. Topic Very good 
No. %

Good 
No. %

Adequate 
No. %

Poor 
No. %

Very poor 
No. % Mean® Rankb

1 . Life partner 50 15.20 74 22.49 109 33.13 73 22.19 23 6.99 3.17 4
2 . Finances 26 7.93 43 13.11 97 29.57 115 35.06 47 14-33 2.65 14
3. Courtship 28 8.54 58 17.68 110 33.54 100 30.49 32 9.76 2.85 12
4. Sexuality 25 7 .6 2 38 11.59 105 32.01 112 34.15 48 14.15 2.63 15
5. Religion 126 38.41 108 32.93 55 16.77 29 8 .84 10 3.05 3.95 1
6 . Connunication 42 12.77 87 26.44 101 30.70 76 23.10 23 6.99 3.15 5
7. Conflict 32 9.73 77 23.48 114 34.65 79 24.01 27 8.21 3 .02 9
8 . Leisure 18 5.47 47 14-29 127 38 .60 100 30.40 37 11.25 2 .7 2 13
9. Parenting 44 13.37 84 25.53 93 28.27 80 24.32 28 8.51 3.11 6

10. Decisions 36 11.01 81 24.77 117 35.78 67 20.49 26 7.95 3.10 7
11. Relatives 14 4-27 44 13.41 115 35.06 104 31.71 51 15.55 2.59 16
12. Roles 45 13.68 75 22.80 99 30.09 81 24.62 29 8.81 3.08 a
13. Goal setting 39 11.89 69 21.04 105 32.01 81 24.70 34 10.37 2.99 10
14. Personal growth 48 14.59 89 27.05 108 32.83 62 18.84 22 6.69 3.24 3
15. Family life 28 8.51 69 20.97 111 33.74 91 27.66 30 9.12 2 .92 11
16. Commitment/divorce 64 19.45 83 25.23 84 25.53 71 21 .58 27 8.21 3 .26 2

aMean: 3 = very good; 1 = very poor
^Rank: Based on mean, 1 = best preparation; 16 - least preparation
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Religion in the family, was rated good or very good by over half 
(71.34#) of the students. Except for this topic, one out of four 
students or more felt that the preparation they had received in the 
church was poor or very poor.

Nearly one-third of the students wrote responses to question 
25 concerning their church preparation. Of these comments, many had 
negative feelings about their church preparation. However, their 
responses also seemed to indicate an openness for the church to do 
more for them. See Appendix C for sample comments on church 
preparation.

Responsibility for Preparation
Table 10 presents the responses for question 36 on who 

adolescents felt should be responsible for preparing them on 16 
premarital preparation topics. In general, adolescents felt the 
home should have the primary responsibility for their preparation, 
followed by self, school, and the church. It appeared that one out 
of two adolescents or more looked to the home for preparation on 
topics related to family life, such as: Human sexuality (58.12#),
Conflict resolution (51.24#), Parenting/child care (64.78#), In
laws/relatives (64.29#), Husband/wife roles (53.73#), and Family 
life activities (63.32#).

Adolescents in this study indicated that self rather than 
the home should have the primary responsibility for preparation on 
the topics Self-esteem/personal growth (41.69#) and Goal setting in 
marriage (34.58#). Including the two topics mentioned above, about 
one out of three students felt they should have the responsibility
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TABLE 10 
RESPONSIBILITY FOR PREPARATION

In the list below please Indicate who you feel should be 
the moat responsible for preparing adolescents in 
the following premarital preparation topics<

No. Topic Self 
No. %

Home 
No. %

School 
No. %

Church 
No. %

Other 
No. %

1. Life partner 120 39.QQ 133 41.43 24 7.40 19 5.92 17 5.30
2. Finances 49 15.31 143 44.69 119 37.19 1 .31 8 2.50
3. Courtship 82 25.47 163 50.62 45 13.98 16 4.97 16 4-97
4- Sexuality 60 21.35 106 50.12 36 11.25 14 4.30 16 5.00
5. Religion 35 10.97 150 47.02 17 5.33 97 30.41 20 6.27
6. Communication 05 26.56 152 47.50 57 17.81 12 3.75 14 4.30
7. Conflict 70 21.74 165 51.24 49 15.22 24 7.45 14 4.35
8. Leisure 108 33.64 143 44.55 53 16.51 8 2.49 9 2.80
9. Parenting 27 8.49 206 64.70 52 16.35 18 5.66 15 4-72
10. Decisions 90 30.43 142 44.10 49 15.22 17 5.20 16 4.97
11. Relatives 72 22.36 207 64.29 20 6.21 14 4.35 9 2.00
12. Roles 72 22.36 173 53.73 35 10.87 25 7.76 17 5.20
13. Goal setting 111 34-50 100 33.64 61 19.00 27 8.41 14 4-36
14- Personal growth 113 41.69 111 34.80 38 11.91 23 7.21 14 4-39
15. Family life 71 22.26 202 63.32 29 9.09 12 3.76 5 1.57
16. Commitment/divorce 05 26.40 127 39.56 33 10.28 65 20.25 11 3.43



84

for preparation on the topics: Choice of life partner (39.88%,
Leisure-time planning (33.64%), and Decision making (30.43%).

The school usually ranked third to home and self in 
responsibility for premarital preparation. However, approximately 
one out of three adolescents felt that the school should be 
responsible for preparing them in Finances in marriage (37.19%).

One out of 12 adolescents or fewer felt the church should 
prepare them on 14 of the topics. However, the church was selected 
as having the responsibility by one out of three adolescents for 
Religion in the family (30.41%) and one out of five students for 
C ommitment/divorce (20.25%).

The response entitled "Other" was entered for students 
marking more than one choice. A number of students did respond by 
marking "Other" and/or one or more of the five choices. A few 
respondents wrote comments in the blank provided, implying that no 
single institution should be entirely responsible for their 
preparation for marriage.

Fifty-five of the 332 seniors responded to question 36 which 
asked for additional comments. Many of the respondents attempted to 
clarify who should be responsible for premarital preparation. See 
Appendix C for sample comments to this question.

Testing of the Sub-hypotheses
The description and interpretation of the data are presented 

in numerical order. Due to the large amount of data for each sub
hypothesis, the tables presenting this data are found in Appendix D.

In this section analysis of data for each sub-hypothesis is
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presented. Complete description of each question is found in Tables 
1-10. The 16 general premarital preparation topics are:

1. Choice of life partner
2. Finances in marriage
3. Dating/courtship

4. Human sexuality
5. Religion in the family
6. Couple communication
7. Conflict resolution
8. Leisure-time planning
9. Parenting
10. Decision making
11. In-law/relatives
12. Husband/wife roles
13. Goal setting in marriage
14- Self-esteem/personal growth
15. Family-life activities
16. Commitment/divorce.

Tests for Sub-hypotheses 1_ through 6 
Sub-hypotheses 1, 2, and 4 were tested by the Pearson 

product moment coefficient. The significance of the correlations 
was determined by use of the t distribution. Tables D1-4 and D7-9 
in Appendix D present the data. Although all correlations are given 
in the appendix for further evaluation, this study examined only the 
relationship of each topic to itself; i.e., personal preparation 
topic 1 with topical preparation topic 1. These correlations are
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offset within the tables by parentheses.
Sub-hypotheses 3, 5, and 6 were tested by chi-square 

analysis. Tables D5-6 and D10-28 in Appendix D present the chi- 
square values, degrees of freedom, and probability levels. Low 
expected frequencies were avoided by reducing the number of rows or 
columns. For columns, expected frequencies less than 1.0 were 
collapsed with the neighboring column until the minimum frequency 
was obtained. Where row frequencies were low and the expected 
frequencies below the minimum, the variable was omitted. The 
omitting of columns or rows resulted in the different values for the 
degrees of freedom. Only those topics with significant differences 
between groups have been entered in the appendix. The null 
hypothesis was rejected if p = < .05. Observed patterns within the 
analysis of the data are discussed as being higher or lower in 
preparation or importance. Higher implies that students tend to 
rate topics very good or very highly important. Lower implies that 
students tend to rate topics very poor or not important.

Sub-hypothesis 1; There is no relationship 
between how adolescents perceive they are 
prepared in premarital preparation topics, 
and their perception of what topics are 
Important for premarital preparation

Table D1 presents the data for this 3ub-hypothesis and is 
found in Appendix D. The null hypothesis was rejected if r > .141, 
which is significant at the .01 level.

There were 14 significant correlations with the median being 
an r = .296. Sub-hypothesis 1 was rejected for these comparisons. 
Although none of the significant correlations were very high, there
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appears to be a relationship between how adolescents perceive they 
are prepared in premarital preparation and their perception of what 
topics are important for premarital preparation. Some of the higher 
correlations include: In-laws/relatives (r = .422), Commitment/ 
divorce (r 3 .371), Family-life activities (r = .353), Husband/wife 
roles (r = .339), and Conflict resolution (r = .336). Two topics 
with non-significant correlations were Finances in marriage and 
Decision making.

These correlations do not imply that adolescents view these 
subjects of greater importance or feel better prepared. What they 
seem to imply is that adolescents would tend to rate their personal 
preparation and place importance on a particular topic at the same 
level whether high or low. For example, adolescents in this 
population, who rated their preparation very good on a particular 
topic, would tend to rate the same topic very highly important for 
premarital preparation.

Sub-hypothesis 2: There is no relationship
between how adolescents perceive they are 
prepared in premarital preparation topics. 
and their perception of the contribution 
of the home, school, and church to their 
preparation

Tables D2, D3, and D4 present the data for this sub
hypothesis and are found in Appendix D. The tables present the 
findings representing the relationships of how adolescents perceived 
they are personally prepared on the 16 general premarital 
preparation topics and how they perceived the home, school, and
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church had prepared them on the same 16 topics. The findings are 
discussed in the following order:

Personal preparation and home preparation (Table D2) 
Personal preparation and school preparation (Table D3) 
Personal preparation and church preparation (Table D4).

Personal preparation and 
home preparation (Table D2)

The null-hypothesis was rejected for all correlations with
r > .141 at the .01 level and the median being an r = .289.
Although none of the correlations would be considered high, there
appears to be a relationship between personal preparation and home
preparation. This would imply that adolescents who rated their
preparation on Choice of life partner as "good" would tend to rate
their home preparation on the same subject "good." Topics with
higher correlations include: Self-esteem/personal growth
(r = 485), Human sexuality (r = .364). Goal setting in marriage
(r = .334), Dating/courtship (r = .319), and Couple communication
(r = .318).

Personal preparation and school 
preparation (Table D3)

The null-hypothesis was rejected for all correlations with
r > .141 at the .01 level and the median being an r = .293.
Although there were no high correlations, there appears to be a
relationship between personal preparation and school preparation.
Topics with higher correlations between personal preparation and
school preparation include: Parenting/chiId care (r = .395),
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In-law a/relatives (r = .388), Husband/wife roles (r = .377), Family- 
life activities (r = .340), and Religion in the family (r = .329).

Personal preparation and church 
preparation (Table D4)

The null-hypothesis was rejected for 15 of the correlations 
with r > .141 at the .01 level, with the median being an r = .227. 
Dating/courtship was the only topic where there was not a 
significant correlation between how adolescents perceived they were 
personally prepared and their church preparation. Although there 
were no high correlations, there appears to be a relationship 
between personal preparation and church preparation. Topics with 
higher correlations include: Ii>-laws/relatives (r = .334), Family- 
life activities (r = .308), Goal setting in marriage (r = .285), 
Husband/wife roles (r = .273), Commitment/divorce (r = .267), and 
Self-esteem/personal growth (r = .261).

Summarizing the findings which relate to suh-hypothesis 2, 
the way adolescents perceive their personal preparation would tend 
to indicate generally how they would perceive their preparation in 
the home, school, and church. When the pattern of the higher 
correlations was observed, it appears that adolescents seem to 
associate certain topics with an institution. For example, personal 
preparation and home preparation have high correlations on Choice of 
life partner, Dating/courtship, Human sexuality, Couple 
communication, Decision making, Goal setting in Marriage, and Self
esteem/personal growth. Personal preparation and school preparation 
are more closely aligned on the topics of Religion in the family,
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Conflict resolution, Parenting/child care, In-laws/relatives, 
Husband/wife roles, Family-life activities, and Commitment/divorce. 
It is interesting to note that personal preparation and home 
preparation appear to have higher correlations on topics relating to 
personal-oriented topics, whereas school preparation is correlated 
higher with group- or social-oriented topics. The church was not as 
closely correlated to personal preparation as were the home or 
school in their preparations.

Significant correlations do not mean that adolescents felt 
their preparation was good or bad. A significant correlation seems 
to imply that an adolescent's response to his/her personal 
preparation, whether good or bad, would tend to reflect the same 
response for his/her perception of the home, school, or church 
preparation.

Sub-hypothesis 3j_ There is no relationship 
between how adolescents perceive they are 
prepared in premarital preparation topics, 
and their perception of who should be 
most responsible for preparing them 
In premarital preparation topics

Table D5 in Appendix D presents the chi-square data for this 
sub-hypothesis. There were significant differences between groups 
on the topic, Goal setting in marriage. Sub-hypothesis 3 was 
rejected for this comparison. For the other 15 topics there were no 
significant differences between groups, and the sub-hypothesis was 
retained.

Table D6 shows the data for personal preparation and who 
should be responsible for the topic: Goal setting in marriage. The
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major differences occurred with students who selected self, and 
school. Compared with the other groups, of those students who 
selected self, only 5.41 % rated their preparation from very poor to 
poor. In comparison, 6.56% of the students who selected school, 
rated their preparation very good. On this topic it appeared that 
students who selected self tended to rate their personal preparation 
higher, whereas those who selected school tended to rate their 
personal preparation on the topic lower.

In summary of sub-hypothesis 3, only 1 of the 16 topics had 
a significant chi square. On the topic, Goal setting in marriage, 
students who selected self tended to rate their preparation higher, 
whereas those who selected school tended to rate their preparation 
lower. Except for this topic there appeared to be very little 
difference between personal preparation and who should be most 
responsible for that preparation.

Sub-hypothesis 4s There is no relationsliip
between adolescents1 perception of what
topics are important for premarital
preparation, and their perception
of the contribution of the home,
school, and church in their
preparation

Tables D7, D8, and D9 present the data for this sub
hypothesis and are found in Appendix D. The tables present the 
findings which represent the relationships of how important 
adolescents perceive specific topics are to premarital preparation 
with their perception of the training they received on those topics 
from the home, school, and church. The findings are discussed in 
the following order:
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Topical preparation and home preparation (Table D7)
Topical preparation and school preparation (Table D8)
Topical preparation and church preparation (Table D9).

Topical preparation and home 
preparation (Table D7)

The null hypothesis was rejected for 12 correlations with 
r > .141 at the .01 level with the median being an r = .172. Sub
hypothesis 4 was rejected for these comparisons. Although none of 
the correlations are high, there appears to be a relationship 
between what topics adolescents perceive as important and their 
perception of their home preparation. Topics with higher 
correlations include: Commitment/divorce (r = .336), In
laws/relatives (r = .257), Leisure-time planning (r = .251),
Religion in the family (r = .248), and Family-life activities 
(r = .240).

Topical preparation and school 
preparation (Table D8)

The null hypothesis was rejected for 15 correlations with 
r > .141 at the .01 level with the median being an r 3 .212. Sub
hypothesis 4 was rejected for these comparisons. The only 
correlation not significant was Parenting/child care. Although none 
of the correlations are high, there appears to be a relationship 
between what topics adolescents perceive as important and their 
perception of their home preparation. Topics with higher 
correlations include: Parenting/child care (r = .362), Religion in
the family (r = .320), Commitment/divorce (r = .319), Husband/wife
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roles (r = .279), and Goal setting in marriage (r = .275).

Topical preparation and church 
preparation (Table D9)

The null-hypothesis was rejected for sir correlations with 
r > .141 at the .01 level with the median being an r = .108. Sub- 
hypothesis 4 was rejected for these comparisons. There were no high 
correlations. With only six significant correlations, there appears 
to be little relationship between what topics adolescents perceive 
as important and their perception of their church preparation.
Topics with significant correlations include: Religion in the
family (r = .200), Commitment/divorce (r = .188), Decision making 
(r = .155), Conflict resolution (r = .153) Self-esteem/personal 
growth (r = .145), and In-laws/relatives (r = .143).

In summary of sub-hypothesis 4> adolescents' perception of 
the importance of the 16 premarital topics appears to be correlated 
with how they felt the home, school, and church had prepared them on 
the 16 topics. School preparation appeared to be more closely 
correlated to topical preparation followed by home and then church 
preparation. One must keep in mind that a higher correlation does 
not indicate a better preparation or imply greater importance for 
those topics. A significant correlation seems to imply that, if an 
adolescent perceived a topic to be very important, he would tend to 
rate his preparation as very good.
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Sub-hypothesis 5: There is no relationship 
between adolescents' perception of what 
topics are important for premarital 
preparation, and their perception 
of who should be most responsible 
for preparing them in premarital 
preparation topics

Table DIO presents the chi-square data for this sub
hypothesis. Frequency and percentage tables are shown only for 
topics where the sub-hypothesis was rejected and are found in 
Appendix D. There were four topics which had a significant chi- 
square: Religion in the family, Parenting/chiId care, Self
esteem/personal growth, and Family-life activities. Sub-hypothesis 
5 was rejected for these comparisons. For the other 12 topics the 
sub-hypothesis was retained.

Table D11 shows the data for topical preparation and who 
should be responsible for the topic: Religion in the family. The
major differences occurred with students who selected self and home. 
Compared to the other groups, a greater percentage (22.8636) of those 
students who selected self rated their topical preparation from not 
important to moderately important. A greater percentage (80.54#) of 
students who selected home tended to rate the topic very highly 
important.

Table D12 shows the data for topical preparation and who 
should be responsible for the topic: Parenting/chiId care. The
major differences occurred between students who selected self, home, 
and church. In comparison to the other groups, a greater percentage 
of those who selected self (22.2236) and church (16.67/6) rated the 
topic nor important to moderately important. A greater percentage
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(77.07/8) of students who selected home, rated the topic very highly 
Important.

Table D13 shows the data for topical preparation and who 
should be responsible for the topic: Self-esteem/personal growth.
The major differences occurred between students who selected home 
and church. In comparison with the other groups, a greater 
percentage of the students who selected church (58.5658) and home 
(58.56#) rated the topic very important and very highly important.

Table D14 shows the data for topical preparation and who 
should be responsible for the topic: Family-life activities. The
major differences occurred with students who selected self and 
school. In comparison to the other groups, the greatest percentage 
(34.29#) of students who selected self rated the topic not important 
to moderately important. Compared with the other groups, the 
greatest percentage (55.1758) of students who selected school rated 
the topic very highly important. There appeared to be a tendency 
for students who selected self to rate Family-life activities lower 
in importance, whereas students who selected school tended to rate 
the topic higher in importance.

In summary of sub-hypothesis 5, four of the 16 topics had a 
significant chi square. Students who selected self tended to rate 
the topic Religion in the family, lower in importance, whereas 
students who selected home tended to rate the topic higher in 
importance. On the topic Parenting/child care, students who 
selected self and church tended to rate the topic lower in 
importance, whereas students who selected home tended to rate the
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topic higher in importance. For the topic Self-esteem/personal 
growth, students who selected church and home tended to rate the 
topic higher in importance. On the topic Family-life activities, 
students who selected self tended to rate the topic lower in 
importance, whereas students who selected school tended to rate it 
higher in importance. There appears to be very little relationship 
between topical preparation and who should be most responsible for 
that preparation.

Sub-hypothesis 6. There is no relationship 
between adolescents' perception of the 
contribution of the home, school, and' church 
in their preparation, and their perception 
of who should be most responsible for 
preparing them in premarital 
preparation topics

Tables D15, D20, and D21 present the chi-square values for 
this sub-hypothesis. Frequency and percentage tables, found in 
Appendix D, are shown only in those cases where the hypothesis was 
rejected. The findings are discussed in the following order:

Home preparation and responsibility for preparation 
(Table D15)

School preparation and responsibility for preparation 
(Table D20)

Church preparation and responsibility for preparation 
(Table D21).

Home preparation and responsibility 
for preparation (Table D15)

There were four topics which had a significant chi square: 
Choice of life partner, Finances in marriage, Dating/courtship, and
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Conflict resolution. Sut>-hypothesis 6 was rejected for these 
comparisons.

Table D16 is the frequency and percentage table for Choice 
of life partner. The major differences occurred with students who 
selected home and school. The variable church was omitted due to 
low frequencies. In comparison to the other groups, the greatest 
percentage (39.10%) of students who selected home indicated very
good preparation by the home on the topic. In comparison with the
other groups, the greatest percentage (20.83%) of students who 
selected school indicated very poor to poor preparation.

It appeared that students who selected home tended to rate 
home preparation higher on Choice of life partner, whereas students 
who selected school tended to rate home preparation lower on the 
topic.

Table D17 is the frequency and percentage table for home 
preparation and who should be responsible for the topic on Finances 
in marriage. The variable church was omitted due to low 
frequencies. The major differences occurred with students who 
selected self. In comparison with the other groups, a higher 
percentage (48.98%) of students who selected self rated home
preparation good. It appeared that students who selected self
tended to rate home preparation higher on the topic Finances in 
marriage, whereas students who selected school tended to rate home 
preparation lower on the topic.

Table D18 is the frequency and percentage table for home 
preparation and who should be responsible for the topic on
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Dating/courtship. The variable church was omitted due to low 
frequencies. The major differences occurred with students who 
selected school. In comparison with self and home, the greatest 
percentage (26.67/6) of the students who selected school rated home 
preparation on the topic poor. It appeared that students who 
selected school tended to rate home preparation lower on the topic 
Dating/courtship. Students who selected home and self tended to 
rate home preparation higher on the topic.

Table D19 is the frequency and percentage table for home 
preparation and who should be responsible for the topic on Conflict 
resolution. The major differences occurred with students who 
selected school. In comparison with the other groups, 8.16# of the 
students who selected school rated home preparation very good, while 
the same group had the greatest percentage for very poor (12.24#) 
and adequate (46.94#). It appeared that students who selected 
school tended to rate home preparation lower than did the other 
groups on the topic Conflict resolution.

School preparation and responsibility 
for preparation (Table D20)

Table D20 shows the data for the comparisons between 
adolescents' perception of their school preparation and who they 
indicated should be most responsible for their preparation. As 
indicated, all comparisons yielded a non-significant chi square. 
Therefore, null hypothesis 6 was retained for the relationship 
between school preparation and who should prepare them.
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Church preparation and responsibility 
for preparation (Table D21)

Table D21 shows the data for comparisons between 
adolescents' perception of their church preparation and who should 
be responsible for that preparation. There were seven topics which 
had a significant chi square: Choice of life partner, Finances in
marriage, In-laws/relatives, Husband/wife roles, Self-esteem/ 
personal growth, Family-life activities, and Commitment/divorce.
Sub-hypothesis 6 was rejected for these comparisons.

Table D22 shows the data for church preparation and who 
should be responsible for the topic Choice of life partner. The 
major differences occurred with students who selected home and 
church. In comparison with the other groups, 6.87% of those who 
selected home rated the topic very good. This was compared with 
36.84% of those who selected church who rated the topic very good.
It appeared that students who selected home tended to rate church 
preparation lower on the topic Choice of life partner, whereas 
students who selected self and church tended to rate church 
preparation higher on the topic.

Table D23 shows the data for church preparation and who 
should be responsible for the topic on Finances in marriage. The 
variable church was omitted due to low frequencies. The major 
differences occurred with students who selected self and school. In 
comparison with home and school, a greater percentage (22.45%) of 
students who selected self, rated church preparation very good. In 
comparison with self and home, a greater percentage (41.53%) of 
students who selected school rated church preparation poor. It
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appeared that students who selected self tended to rate church 
preparation higher on Finances in marriage, whereas students who 
selected home and school tended to rate church preparation lower on 
the topic.

Table D24 shows the data for church preparation and who 
should be responsible for the topic on In-laws/relatives. The major 
differences occurred with students who selected self, school, and 
church. In comparison with the other groups, a greater percentage 
(34.72#) of students who selected self rated church preparation very 
good. The greatest percentage of students who selected church 
(64.29#) and school (55#) rated church preparation poor and very 
poor. It appeared that students who selected self tended to rate 
church preparation higher on In-laws/relatives, whereas students who 
selected school or church tended to rate church preparation lower on 
the same topic.

Table D25 shows the data for church preparation and who 
should be responsible for the topic Husband/wife roles. The major 
differences occurred with students who selected home and church. In 
comparison with the other groups, 7.60# of the students who selected 
home, rated church preparation very good. In comparison with the 
other groups, the greatest percentage (20#) of students who selected 
church preparation rated it very poor. It appeared that students 
who selected home and church tended to rate church preparation on 
Husband/wife roles lower in preparation.

Table D26 shows the data for church preparation and who 
should be responsible for the topic: Self-esteem/personal growth.
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The major differences occurred with students who selected self and 
school. In comparison with the other groups, 21.05/6 of the students 
who selected self rated church preparation very good. In comparison 
with the other groups, 31*58/6 of students who selected school rated 
church preparation poor. It appeared that students who selected 
self tended to rate church preparation higher on the topic 
Husband/wife roles, whereas students who selected school tended to 
rate church preparation lower.

Table D27 shows the data for church preparation and who 
should be responsible for the topic Family-life activities. The 
major difference occurred with students who selected self. In 
comparison with the other groups, 35.21# and 19*72# of the students 
who selected self rated church preparation good and very good. It 
appeared that students who selected self tended to rate church 
preparation higher on Family-life activities, whereas students who 
selected home, school, and church tended to rate church preparation 
lower on the same topic.

Table D28 shows the data for church preparation and who 
should be responsible for the topic: Commitment/divorce. The major
differences occurred with students who selected self and school. In 
comparison with the other groups, 31*76# of students who selected 
self, rated church preparation very good. In comparison with the 
other groups, 9*09# of students who selected school rated church 
preparation very good. It appeared that students who selected self 
tended to rate church preparation higher on the topic Commitment/ 
divorce, whereas students who selected school tended to rate church
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preparation lower on the same topic.
There were 4 of the 16 topics which had a significant chi 

square for comparison of home preparation and who is most 
responsible for premarital preparation topics. These topics were: 
Choice of life partner, Finances in marriage, Dating/courtship, and 
Conflict resolution. For the topic Choice of life partner, it 
appeared that students who selected home tended to rate home 
preparation higher, whereas students who selected school tended to 
rate home preparation lower. For the topic Finances in marriage, it 
appeared that students who selected self tended to rate home 
preparation higher, whereas those who selected school tended to rate 
home preparation on the topic lower. For the topic Dating/ 
courtship, it appeared that students who selected self and home 
tended to rate home preparation higher. For the topic Conflict 
resolution, it appeared that students who selected school tended to 
rate home preparation lower than the other groups.

There were no topics which had a significant chi square for 
comparisons of school preparation and who should be responsible for 
premarital preparation. Therefore, the null hypothesis was retained 
for these relationships.

There were 7 of the 16 topics which had a significant chi 
square for comparison of church preparation and who should be most 
responsible for premarital preparation of these topics. These 
topics were: Choice of life partner, Finances in marriage, In
laws/relatives, Husband/wife roles, Self-esteem/personal growth, 
Family-life activities, and Commitment/divorce. For the topic
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Choice of life partner, it appeared that students who selected home 
tended to rate church preparation lower than did those who selected 
self or church. For the topic Finances in marriage, it appeared 
that students who selected self tended to rate church preparation 
higher than did those who selected home or school. For the topic 
In-laws/relatives, it appeared that students who selected self 
tended to rate church preparation higher than did those who selected 
home, school, or church. For the topic Husband/wife roles, it 
appeared that students who selected home and church tended to rate 
church preparation lower than did those who selected self, home, or 
school. For the topic Self-esteem/personal growth, it appeared that 
students who selected self tended to rate church preparation higher 
than did those who selected school. For the topic Family-life 
activities, it appeared that students who selected self tended to 
rate church preparation higher than did those who selected home, 
school, or church. For the topic Commitment/divorce, it appeared 
that students who selected self tended to rate church preparation 
higher than did those in the other groups.

Factor Analysis for Premarital 
Preparation Topics

Factor analysis was performed on 80 variables which comprise 
the five questions with the 16 general premarital preparation topics 
(see Table D29 in Appendix D). The Varimax method was used to obtain 
the six rotated factor loadings. The decision for how many factors 
to select was based first on the group factors obtained from the 
sample. Second, a preliminary investigation of the eigen values
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using Cattell's scree test revealed a cut-off point following the 
sixth factor.

As indicated in Table D29, there is very little overlap 
among the factors; that is, the variables appear to be factorially 
pure. Study of the matrix table indicates that the heavily loaded 
16 variables in factor 1 are related to adolescents' perception of 
their premarital preparation by the church. The heavily loaded 
variables are identified by bold print in Table D29* This pattern 
of commonality is also apparent for factors 2 through 5 with the 
variables grouped under the column headings entitled "School," 
"Home," "Personal," and "Topical," representing the general 
divisions being analyzed by the study.

Table D30 shows the high loadings under factor 6. The 16th 
topic, Commitment/divorce, of the general premarital preparation 
topics loaded high for each of the divisions. This was followed by 
Family-life activities, Leisure-time planning, Religion in the 
family, Choice of life partner, and Conflict resolution. All other 
variables were below plus or minus .225. Overall, no pattern seemed 
to be indicated by these loadings except for the individual grouping 
of similar variables. Therefore, the heading Commitment reflects 
the variable with the most high loadings for the sixth factor.

In summary, the factor analysis performed on the 80 
variables indicated that the first five factors were factorially 
pure. Factors are usually defined by the characteristics of the 
data. In this case the titles for the group factors represent the 
general divisions for personal, topical, home, school, and church
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preparation. These high group loadings seem to indicate that, given 
the same instrument to a similar population, these group factors 
would again appear.

Factor 6 revealed loadings on several groups. Overall, no 
pattern seems to be indicated by these loadings except for the 
individual groupings of similar variables. In this case, the 16th 
topic on Commitment/divorce loaded high for each of the divisions. 
The other characteristics selected by adolescents pertained to 
choosing a life partner, planning involved for family life and 
leisure time, and the religious welfare of the family. As no 
apparent pattern was indicated for factor 6, the heading Commitment 
represents the variable with the highest loadings.

Test for Sub-hypotheses 7 through 12
Testing of the sub-hypotheses 7 through 12 was done by 

analysis of variance. The null hypothesis was rejected if 
p = < .05. Tables D31-D44, which present the data of means and 
probability values are found in Appendix D. Each question, where 
significant differences occurred between groups, is discussed below. 
This is followed by a description of the comparisons which exist 
between these groups.

In describing the data, reference has been made to a group 
as being better or least prepared on the 16 topics, or having placed 
higher or lower importance on the 16 topics. For example, a group 
having the largest means for the 16 topics has been stated as being 
better prepared or placing higher importance on the topics. A group 
having the lowest means for the 16 topics has been stated as being
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1683*6 prepared or placing lower importance on the topics.

Sub-hypothesis 7: There is no relationship 
between personal, home, school, and church 
characteristics. and how adolescents 
perceive they are prepared in 
premarital preparation topics

Tables D31, D32, D33. and D34 present the data for this sub
hypothesis and are found in Appendix D. The adolescents' perception 
of how they are prepared in premarital preparation topics is labeled 
under the heading of personal preparation.

Personal characteristics and personal 
preparation (Table D31)

Personal characteristics pertain to questions 1 through 6, 
and question 9. Personal preparation pertains to question 7.

Question 1 asked the students to identify their sex. There 
were significant differences between males and females on 3 of the 
16 topics: Religion in the family (p = .008), Couple communication
(p = .035), and Parenting/child care (p = .023). Sub-hypothesis 7 
was rejected for these comparisons. Female adolescents on these 
topics tended to rate themselves better prepared than did male 
adolescents.

Question 2 asked if the student were to marry, when did 
he/she expect to marry. There were no significant differences 
between groups for any of the topics. Therefore, the null 
hypothesis was retained for this question.

Question 3 asked, Is there someone to whom you have turned 
for personal counseling regarding premarital preparation. Seven 
topics had significant differences between groups: Finances in
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marriage (p = .033), Dating/courtship (p = .007), Religion in the 
family (p = .001), Couple communication (p = .049), Parenting/child 
care (p = .019), Ii>-laws/relatives (p = .047), and Commitment/ 
divorce (p = .034). Sub-hypothesis 7 was rejected for these 
comparisons. On these seven topics, students responding "Yes" they 
had sought personal counseling regarding premarital preparation 
tended to rate themselves better prepared than those responding "No" 
or "Uncertain."

Question 4 asked adolescents if they had looked up resources 
(books, tapes, videos, etc.) in order to prepare for marriage.
There were no significant differences between groups for all 16 
topics. Therefore, the null hypothesis was retained for this 
question.

Question 3 pertained to adults counseling with adolescents 
about preparation. Nine topics had significant differences between 
groups: Choice of life partner (p = .003), Dating/courtship
(p = .003), Human sexuality (p = .001), Couple communication 
(p = .007), Conflict resolution (p = .004), Leisure-time planning 
(p = .044), Goal setting in marriage (p = .045), Self-esteem/ 
personal growth (p = .000), and Commitment/divorce (p = .023). Sub
hypothesis 7 was rejected for these comparisons. On the above 
topics, the greatest differences were among those students who 
responded that they were "Uncertain" as to whether adults had 
counseled with them. These students tended to rate themselves least 
prepared on these topics.

Question 6 asked if adolescents had a married couple to whom
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they looked as a good role model for their marriage. Seven topics 
had significant differences between groups: Dating/courtship 
(p = .008), Couple communication (p = .001), Conflict resolution 
(p = .001), Leisure-time planning (p = .019), Decision making 
(p = .039), Goal setting in marriage (p = .012), and Family-life 
activities (p = .007). Sub-hypothesis 7 was rejected for these 
comparisons. The greatest differences were those who had responded 
"Yes" and those who were "Uncertain" as to having a good role model 
for marriage. However, on all topics those who had a good role 
model tended to rate themselves better prepared.

Question 9 asked students if they were ready for marriage.
In 9 topics there were significant differences between groups: 
Choice of life partner (p = .008), Finances in marriage (p = .007), 
Dating/courtship (p = .048), Human sexuality (p = .020), Conflict 
resolution (p = 0.18), Parenting/child-care (p = .000), Decision 
making (p = .022), Husband/wife roles (p = .001), and Family-life 
activities (p = .045). Sub-hypothesis 7 was rejected for these 
comparisons. In topics where there were significant differences 
between groups, those who said "No" they were not ready for marriage 
tended to rate themselves least prepared.

Home characteristics and personal 
preparation (Table D32)

Home characteristics pertain to questions 10 through 15. 
Personal preparation pertains to question 7.

Question 10 asked in what type of family the adolescent 
lived when at home. There were no significant differences between
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groups for any of the topics. Therefore, the null hypothesis was 
retained for the question.

Question 11 inquired as to the reason for separation of 
parents. There were no significant differences between groups for 
any of the topics. Therefore, the null hypothesis was retained for 
this question.

Question 12 asked if there was someone in their home to whom 
they had turned for counsel regarding premarital preparation. Seven 
topics had significant differences between groups: Dating/courtship
(p = .001), Religion in the family (p = .000), Couple communication 
(p = .002), Conflict resolution (p = .045), Parenting/child care 
(p = .031), In-laws/relatives (p = .009), and Family-life activities 
(p = .029). Sub-hypothesis 7 was rejected for these comparisons.
In six of the topics, those who said "Yes" to having someone in 
their home to counsel with rated themselves more prepared. Only on 
the topic Parenting/chiId care did those responding "Uncertain" 
indicate better preparation.

Question 13 related to the parents' marriage as a good role 
model for the adolescent's future marriage. Only two topics had 
significant differences between groups: Parenting/child care 
(p = .013) and Self-esteem/personal growth (p = .007). Sub
hypothesis 7 was rejected for these comparisons. The differences 
between groups for parenting/child care were not as large as those 
for In-laws/ relatives; however, in both cases those stating "Yes" 
to their parents' marriage being a good role model rated themselves 
better prepared.
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Question 14 asked if the parents had talked with the 
adolescent about premarital preparation. Eight topics were found to 
have significant differences between groups: Dating/courtship
(p = .007), Human sexuality (p = .038), Religion in the family 
(p = .000), Couple communication (p = .001), Conflict resolution 
(p = .008), Leisure-time planning (p = .010), In-laws/relatives 
(p = .023), and Family-life activities (p = .039). Sub-hypothesis 7 
was rejected for these comparisons. In these eight topics, 
adolescents responding "Yes" to their parents talking with them 
about premarital preparation indicated better personal preparation.

Question 15 asked if parents had recommended resources. Two 
topics had significant differences between groups: Religion in the
family (p = .007) and Parenting/child care (p = .021). Sub
hypothesis 7 was rejected for these comparisons. Those stating 
"Yes" that their parents had recommended resources indicated they 
were better prepared for Religion in the family. In Parenting/chiId 
care, those responding "Uncertain" that their parents had not 
recommended resources felt better prepared.

School characteristics and personal 
preparation (Table D33)

School characteristics pertain to questions 18 through 23. 
Personal preparation pertains to question 7.

Question 18 was divided into three categories according to 
the different schools. Years in attendance were used as variables 
in comparison with the 16 premarital preparation topics.

There were significant differences between years of
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attendance for students attending day academies who responded to the 
topic Religion In the family (p = .041 )• Sub-hypothesis 7 was 
rejected for this comparison. For the other 15 non-significant 
comparisons, sub-hypothesis 7 was retained. It was noted that those 
who had attended four years and the one subject who attended six 
years rated themselves better prepared in premarital preparation 
topics.

Students who had attended a boarding academy had significant 
differences between years of attendance on the topics of Choice of 
life partner (p * .008) and Religion in the family (p = .030). Sut>- 
hypothesis 7 was rejected for these comparisons. Those who had 
attended one year felt least prepared in Choice of life partner.
On the topic Religion in the family, those who had attended 
boarding academy for one year rated themselves least prepared.

Those who had attended public school had significant 
differences between years of attendance on the topics of Self
esteem/personal growth (p * .045), Family-life activities 
(p = .009), and Commitment/divorce (p = .007). Sub-hypothesis 7 was 
rejected for these comparisons. Those who had attended public 
school one year or less rated themselves better prepared on these 
topics; however, those who attended two or three years rated 
themselves least prepared on these topics.

Question 19 inquired if the students had any special classes 
on marriage and family preparation. There were no significant 
differences between groups for any of the topics. Therefore, the 
null hypothesis was retained for this question.
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Question 20 asked if schools had resources on premarital 
preparation. Only Choice of life partner (p = .020) was found to 
have significant differences between groups. Sub-hypothesis 7 was 
rejected for these comparisons. For this topic, those who stated 
"No" that their school did not have resources felt least prepared.

Question 21 asked if students had sought counsel from 
someone in their school regarding premarital preparation. 
Dating/courtship (p = .001) and Parenting/child care (p = .006) had 
significant differences. Sub-hypothesis 7 was rejected for these 
comparisons. In both topics, students stating "No" to not having 
sought counsel rated themselves least prepared on the topics.

Question 22 related to faculty/staff members counseling 
with students about premarital preparation. Four topics were found 
to be significantly different between groups: Dating/courtship
(p = .030), Couple communication (p = .005), Conflict resolution 
(p = .024), and Parenting/child care (p = .031). Sub-hypothesis 7 
was rejected for these comparisons. Those who responsed "No" to 
having a faculty/staff member counsel with them rated themselves 
least prepared in Parenting/chiId care. Students responding "Yes" 
to receiving counsel from a school personnel member indicated they 
were better prepared on the topics of Dating/courtship, Couple 
communication, and Conflict resolution.

Question 23 inquired if students had a faculty/staff married 
couple to whom they looked to as a good role model for their 
marriage. Seven topics had significant differences between groups: 
Choice of life partner (p = .036), Dating/courtship (p = .000),
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Religion in the family (p = .019), Couple communication (p = .011), 
Parenting/child care (p = .042), Decision making (p = .011), and 
Goal setting in marriage (p = .032), Sub-hypothesis 7 was rejected 
for these comparisons. Those responding "Uncertain" to having 
observed a faculty/staff couple as a good role model rated 
themselves least prepared on all the above topics except for 
Parenting/chiId care. Students responding "Yes" indicated they were 
better prepared on the seven topics.

Church characteristics and personal 
preparation (Table D34)

Church characteristics pertain to questions 26 through 33. 
Personal preparation pertains to question 7.

Questions 26A and 26B asked if the adolescent was a member 
of a denomination, and if so, of what general religious persuasion. 
In 26A there were significant differences between groups for the 
topic of Self-esteem/personal growth (p = .002). Sub-hypothesis 7 
was rejected for this comparison. The other 15 comparisons were 
non-significant and the hypothesis was retained. Those who 
responded "Yes" to being a member of a denomination rated themselves 
least prepared. However, the greatest difference was indicated by 
those who were not sure whether of not they were a member of a 
denomination, who rated themselves better prepared. Part "B" had 
five groups with significant differences in Choice of life partner 
(p = .001), Decision making (p = .014), In-laws/relatives 
(p = .040), Husband/wife roles (p » .001), and Self-esteem/personal 
growth (p = .004). Sub-hypothesis 7 was rejected for these
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comparisons. Adolescents who marked "Other" rated themselves least 
prepared on the topics. Protestants rated themselves better 
prepared than did SDAs and Catholics on Choice of life partner, 
Husband/wife roles, and Self-esteem/personal growth. Catholics 
indicated better preparation in Decision making and In
laws/ relatives.

Question 27 inquired whether adolescents had received 
premarital preparation instruction in an informal or formal 
gathering in church. Three topics were found to be significantly 
different between groups: Human sexuality (p = .035), Couple
communication (p = .002), and Parenting/child care (p = .000). Sub
hypothesis 7 was rejected for these comparisons. Those students 
responding "Yes" to having received instruction from their church 
felt they were better prepared. On Couple communication and 
Parenting/child care, those marking "No" indicated they were the 
least prepared.

Question 28 pertained to whether or not students had heard 
any sermons about premarital preparation. The only significant 
difference was on the subject of Human sexuality (.013) where those 
who were "uncertain" to having heard a sermon on premarital 
preparation rated themselves the least prepared. Sub-hypothesis 7 
was rejected for this comparison. The other 15 comparisons were 
non-significant and the hypothesis was retained.

Question 29 inquired if there was a structured premarital 
counseling program in their church. Four topics were found to have 
significant differences between groups: Parenting/child care
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(p = .006), Husband/wife roles (p = .017), Goal setting in marriage 
(p = .020) and Family life activities (p = .023). Sub-hypothesis 7 
was rejected for these comparisons. The greatest differences were 
indicated by those responding "Yes," their church had a program, who 
rated themselves better prepared on these subjects.

Question 30 asked if the church had resources for prepara
tion. Three topics were found to have significant differences 
between groups: Dating/courtship (p = .003), Leisure-time planning
(p = .025) and Family-life activities (p = .031). Sub-hypothesis 7 
was rejected for these comparisons. In all three topics those 
responding "Yes" to their church having resources rated themselves 
better prepared.

Question 31 asked if there was someone in their church to 
whom they turned for counsel regarding premarital preparation.
There were no significant differences between groups for any of the 
topics. Therefore, the null hypothesis was retained for this 
question.

Question 32 asked if a church or staff member had counseled 
with them about premarital preparation. Eight topics were found to 
have significant differences between groups: Finances in marriage
(p = .040), Human sexuality (p = .004)» Religion in the 
family (p = .003), Couple communication (p = .004), Conflict 
resolution (p = .006), Parenting/child care (p = .006), In-laws/ 
relatives (p = .003), and Husband/wife roles (p = .011). Sub
hypothesis 7 was rejected for these comparisons. The greatest 
differences occurred by students responding "Yes" to having a
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church/staff member counsel with them. On the topics Finances in 
marriage, Human sexuality, Religion in the family, Couple 
communication, Parenting/child care, and Husband/wife roles, those 
who responded "Yes" to having had this counsel rated themselves 
better prepared except on the topic In-laws/relatives.

Question 33 inquired if there was a good role model in their 
church to whom the adolescents looked as a model for their marriage. 
There was a significant difference found between groups in four 
topics: Dating/courtship (p = .049), In-laws/relatives (p = .048),
Husband/wife roles (p = .044). and Goal setting in marriage 
(p = .038). Sub-hypothesis 7 was rejected for these comparisons.
In the topics where there were significant differences between 
groups, those who responded ,fYes" to having a good role model in 
their church rated themselves better prepared.

The following is a summary of the comparisons for sub
hypothesis 7 an home characteristics with personal preparation.
Where there were significant differences between groups it seems to 
indicate that adolescent females feel better prepared for marriage 
than male adolescents. Adolescents who had sought counseling and 
who had adults counsel with them generally rated themselves better 
prepared than those who have not had these personal preparation 
opportunities. It seemed that a good role model for marriage might 
have had a positive effect on adolescents' perception of preparation 
for marriage. Students responding "Uncertain" to being ready for 
marriage generally rated themselves least prepared, while those

Reproduced  with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



117

responding "Yes" to being ready for marriage tended to rate 
themselves better prepared.

Home characteristics and personal preparation comparisons 
seemed to indicate that adolescents who have talked with someone at 
home about premarital preparation and whose parents' marriage was a 
good role model tended to rate themselves better prepared. 
Adolescents whose parents had talked with them and recommended 
resource material also rated themselves better prepared than those 
who did not have these personal preparation opportunities.

School characteristics and personal preparation comparisons 
seem to indicate that for the topic of Religion in the family, 
students who attend all four years of day academy or boarding 
academy feel better prepared. Students who attend boarding academy 
for only three years rated themselves better prepared on the topic 
Choice of a life partner. Students who had attended one year of 
school tended to rate themselves better prepared than did those who 
had attended more than one year in public school. Students who 
indicated their school did not have resources or who had not sought 
counsel rated themselves least prepared on Choice of a life partner, 
Dating/courtship, and Parenting/chi Id care. In many of the compari
sons, students responding "Uncertain" to questions rated themselves 
better prepared than those responding "No." In general, students 
who had sought counsel, had a faculty member counsel with them, and 
had observed a good marriage role model at school rated their 
preparation higher than those who responded "No" or Uncertain."

Church characteristics and personal preparation comparisons
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seemed to Indicate that although few Protestant and Catholic 
adolescents were among the population surveyed, they rated their 
personal preparation higher than SDA adolescents. On topics where 
significant differences occurred between choices, adolescents who 
had received formal or informal instruction in church concerning 
premarital preparation rated themselves better prepared. This was 
also true of adolescents whose church had a structured premarital 
counseling program and whose church had premarital preparation 
resources. Adolescents who had observed a family or married couple 
in church who served as a good role model for their future marriage 
tended to rate themselves better prepared.

Sub-hypothesis 8: There la no relationship 
between personal. home, school, and church 
characteristics, and adolescents' 
perception of what topics are 
Important for premarital preparation

Tables D35, D36, D37, and D38 present the data for this sub
hypothesis and are found in Appendix D. Data representing 
significant differences between groups are listed in numerical order 
of the questions presented in the instrument. The adolescents' 
perception of what topics are important are labeled under the 
heading of topical preparation.

Personal characteristics and 
topical preparation (Table D35)

Personal characteristics pertain to questions 1 through 6, 
and question 9* Topical preparation pertains to question 8.

There were significant differences between males and females
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on the following topics: In-laws/relatives (p = .001), Husband/wife 
roles (p = .031), Goal setting in marriage (p = .021), and Self
esteem/personal growth (p = .005). Sub-hypothesis 8 was rejected 
for these comparisons. Females rated these topics higher 
in importance than did males.

Question 2 asked adolescents when they expected to marry.
One topic was found to have significant differences between groups: 
Self-esteem/personal growth (p = .044). Sub-hypothesis 8 was 
rejected for this comparison. In this topic, those who plan to 
marry in one year and those who do not plan to marry rated the topic 
lower in importance.

Question 3 asked if the adolescent had sought personal 
counseling regarding premarital preparation. Four topics had 
significant differences between groups: Dating/courtship
(p = .044), Human sexuality (p =» .032), In-laws/relatives
(p = .004), and Husband/wife roles (p = .036). Sub-hypothesis 8 was
rejected for these comparisons. In Dating/courtship and Human 
sexuality, those responding that they had not sought counsel rated 
these topics lower in importance. Those responding "Yes" to having 
sought counsel rated In-laws/relatives and Husband/wife roles higher 
in importance.

Question 4 inquired if adolescents had looked up resources
(books, tapes, videos, etc.) in order to prepare for marriage. Five
topics had significant differences between groups: Religion in the
family (p = .009), Leisure-time planning (p = .007) Parenting/child 
care (p = .004), In-laws/relatives (p = .000), and Husband/wife
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roles (p = .038). Sub-hypothesis 8 was rejected for these 
comparisons. Those who were uncertain to having looked up 
resources rated the topics lower in importance; except, those who 
responded "No" who rated Religion in the family the lowest. Those 
responding "Yes" to having looked up resources rated In
laws/relatives and Husband/wife roles higher in importance.

Question 5 asked if adults had counseled with adolescents 
without the adolescent inquiring about premarital preparation. 
Thirteen topics had significant differences between groups: Choice
of a life partner (p = .000), Finances in marriage (p = .021), 
Dating/courtship (p = .017), Religion in the family (p = .013), 
Couple communication (p = .000), Conflict resolution (p = .000), 
Leisure-time planning (p = .037), Parenting/chi Id care (p = .000) 
Decision making (p = .000), In-law/relatives (p = .022), Goal 
setting in marriage (p = .01099, Self-esteem/personal growth 
(p = .006), and Commitment/divorce (p = .000). Sub-hypothesis 8 was 
rejected for these comparisons. In all topics where there were 
significant differences between groups, those who were uncertain if 
adults had counseled with them rated the topics lower in importance.

Question 6 inquired if adolescents had a married couple to 
whom they looked as a role model for their marriage. Five topics 
had significant differences between groups: Dating/courtship 
(p = .014), Religion in the family (p = .003), Parenting/child care 
(p = .002), In-laws/relatives (p = .009), and Husband/wife roles 
(p = .004)* Sub-hypothesis 8 was rejected for these comparisons. 
Those who were uncertain if they had a good role model rated the
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topics lower in importance except for Religion in the family. Those 
responding they did not have a good role model rated Religion in 
the family lower in importance.

Question 9 asked adolescents if they were ready for 
marriage. Two topics had significant differences between groups: 
Human sexuality (p = .006) and Decision making (p = .011). Sub
hypothesis 8 was rejected for these comparisons. Those who were 
uncertain if they were ready for marriage rated Human sexuality 
lower in importance. Those responding "Yes" they were ready, rated 
Decision making lower in importance.

Home characteristics and topical 
preparation (Table D36)

Home characteristics pertain to questions 10 through 15. 
Topical preparation pertains to question 8.

Question 10 asked in what type of family the adolescent 
lived when at home. Two topics had significant differences between 
groups: Leisure-time planning (p = .020) and Commitment/divorce
(p = .000). Sub-hypothesis 8 was rejected for these comparisons. 
Those living with a relative who was not a parent, rated Leisure
time planning lower in importance. Those living in a foster home 
rated Commitment/divorce lower in importance.

Question 11 inquired as to the reason for separation of 
parents. Three topics had significant differences between groups: 
Choice of a life partner (p = .011), Couple communication (p = .041) 
and Commitment/divorce (p = .022). Sub-hypothesis 8 was rejected 
for these comparisons. Students whose parents were separated or
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whose marriages had been annulled rated all three topics lower in 
importance.

Question 12 asked if there was someone in their home to whom 
they turned for counsel regarding premarital preparation. Three 
topics had significant differences between groups: In-laws/
relatives (p = .006), Husband/wife roles (p = .006), and Goal 
setting in marriage (p = .044). Sub-hypothesis S was rejected for 
these comparisons. Seniors who were uncertain if there was anyone 
at home with whom they might seek counsel rated the above topics of 
more importance, while those responding "No" rated them the lowest 
in importance.

Question 13 pertains to the parents' marriage as a good role 
model for the adolescent's future marriage. Two topics had 
significant differences between groups: Choice of a life partner
(p = .024) and Couple communication (p = .036). Sub-hypothesis 8 
was rejected for these comparisons. Both topics were rated lower in 
importance by students who responded "Uncertain" to their parent's 
marriage being a good role model.

Question 14 asked if either parent had talked with the 
adolescent about premarital preparation. Six topics had significant 
differences between groups: Choice of a life partner (p = .017),
Religion in the family (p = .044), Couple communication (p = .003), 
Parenting/child care (p = .005), Husband/wife roles (p = .026), and 
Goal setting in marriage (p = .008). Sub-hypothesis 8 was rejected 
for these comparisons. Those who responded "Yes" to having had 
their parents talk with them rated the topics of more importance,
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while those responding "Uncertain" rated them of least importance.
Question 15 asked if parents had recommended resources in 

order to help prepare the adolescent for marriage. One topic had 
significant differences between groups: Choice of a life partner
(p = .012). Sub-hypothesis 8 was rejected for this comparison.
The students responding that their parents had not recommended 
resources rated the topic higher in importance. Those marking 
"Uncertain" to having had their parents recommend resources 
indicated the topic to be of less importance.

School characteristics and topical 
preparation (Table D37)

School characteristics pertain to questions 18 through 23. 
Topical preparation pertains to question 8.

Question 18 was divided into three categories according to 
the different schools. Years in attendance were used as variables 
in comparing the 16 premarital preparation topics.

There were no significant differences on topical preparation 
and years in attendance for students enrolled in an SDA day academy. 
Students attending a boarding academy had significant differences 
between years of attendance on four topics: Choice of a life
partner (p = .020), Dating/courtship (p = .030), Religion in the 
family (p = .032), and Couple communication (p = .005). Sub
hypothesis 8 was rejected for these comparisons. Those who had 
attended two to four years of boarding academy rated the topics 
higher in importance, while those who had attended only one year or 
less rated them lower in importance.
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Only one topic, Religion in the family (p = .033), was found 
to have significant differences for those who had attended public 
school. Sub-hypothesis 8 was rejected for these comparisons. Those 
who had attended three years of public school rated Religion in the 
family lower in importance.

Question 19 inquired if the students had any special classes 
on marriage and family preparation. Four topics had significant 
differences between groups: Dating/courtship (p = .015), Parenting/ 
child care (p = .029), In-laws/relatives (p = .028), and 
Commitment/divorce (p = .010). Sub-hypothesis 8 was rejected for 
these comparisons. Those who responded "Uncertain" to having had 
any classes on marriage and family preparation rated Dating/ 
courtship, Parenting/child care, and In-laws/relatives lower in 
importance. The topic Commitment/divorce was rated lower in 
importance by students who responded that they did not have a class 
in marriage preparation.

Question 20 asked if the schools had resources on premarital 
preparation. Four topics had significant differences between 
groups: Choice of a life partner (p = .000), Religion in the family
(p = .000), Couple communication (p = .026), and Parenting/child
care (p = .019). Suh-hypothesis 8 was rejected for these 
comparisons. Those responding that their school did not have any 
resources on premarital preparation rated the topics lower in 
importance.

Question 21 asked if students had sought counseling at 
school regarding premarital preparation. Four topics had
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significant differences between groups: Finances in marriage
(p = .034)» Conflict resolution (p = .006), Decision making 
(p = .005), and In-laws/relatives (p = .000). Sub-hypothesis 8 was 
rejected for these comparisons. Seniors responding "Uncertain" to 
having sought counsel rated Finances in marriage, Conflict 
resolution, and Decision making lower in importance. Those 
responding "Yes" they had sought counsel rated In-laws/relatives 
higher in importance.

Question 22 related to faculty/staff members counseling with 
students about premarital preparation. Twelve topics had 
significant differences between groups: Choice of a life partner
(p = .008), Finances in marriage (p = .004), Dating/courtship 
(p = .001), Human sexuality (p * .011), Religion in the family 
(p = .034), Couple communication (p = .004), Conflict resolution 
(p = .002), Parenting/child care (p = .003), Decision making 
(p = .004), Husband/wife roles (p = .027), Self-esteem/personal 
growth (p = .036), and Commitment/divorce (p = .005). Sub
hypothesis 8 was rejected for these comparisons. Students 
responding "No" rated Religion in the family and Husband/wife roles 
lower in importance. Those who were uncertain if a faculty/staff 
member had counseled with them rated the other topics with 
significant differences between groups lower in importance.

Question 23 inquired if students had a faculty/staff married 
couple to whom they looked to as a good role model for their future 
marriage. Eight topics had significant differences between groups: 
Choice of a life partner (p = .017), Finances in marriage
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(p = .002), Religion in the family (p = .001), Leisure-time planning 
(p = .003), In-laws/relatives (p = .000), Husband/wife roles 
(p = .001), Goal setting in marriage (p = .047), and Family-life 
activities (p = .035). Sub-hypothesis 8 was rejected for these 
comparisons. Students responding "Yes" they had a good role model 
in their school rated Leisure time planning, Husband/wife roles, 
and Family-life activities higher in importance. Those responding 
"No" they did not have a good role model in their school rated 
Husband/wife roles and Goal setting in marriage lower in importance.

Church characteristics and topical 
preparation (Table D38)

Church characteristics pertain to questions 26 through 33. 
Topical preparation pertains to question 8.

Questions 26A and 26B asked if the adolescent was a member 
of a denomination, and if so, what was their religious persuasion.
In 26A there were seven topics with significant differences between 
groups: Choice of a life partner (p = .000), Religion in the family
(p = .000), Couple communication (p = .000), Conflict resolution 
(p = .006), Parenting/child care (p = .000), Decision making 
(p = .042), and Husband/wife roles (p = .050). Sub-hypothesis 8 was 
rejected for these comparisons. Students responding "No" and 
"Uncertain" tended to rate topics lower in importance. Those 
responding "Yes" they were a member of a denomination tended to rate 
the topics higher in importance.

The second part of question 26B had seven topics with 
significant differences between groups: Choice of a life partner
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(p = .000), Finances in marriage (p = .004), Religion in the family
(p = .001), Couple communication (p = .000), Parenting/child care
(p = .000), Husband/wife roles (p = .007), and Self-esteem/personal 
growth (p = .001). Those who responded as being "Catholic" or 
"Other" tended to rate the topics lower in importance. Protestants 
and SDAs tended to rate the topics higher in importance.

Question 27 inquired whether adolescents had received 
premarital preparation instruction in an informal or formal 
gathering in church. Six topics had significant differences between 
groups: Choice of a life partner (p = .036), Religion in the family
(p = .024), Couple communication (p = .040), Conflict resolution
(p = .027), Parenting/child care (p = .011), and Husband/wife roles
(p = .001). Sub-hypothesis 8 was rejected for these comparisons. 
Students responding "Yes" rated Religion in the family, Parenting/ 
child care, Husband/wife roles, and Goal setting in marriage higher in 
importance. Those responding "Uncertain" to whether they had any 
premarital preparation instruction from their church rated the 
topics lower in importance.

Question 28 pertained to whether or not students had heard 
any sermons about premarital preparation. Two topics had 
significant differences between groups: Human sexuality (p = .032)
and Conflict resolution (p = .002). Sub-hypothesis 8 was rejected 
for these comparisons. Students responding "Uncertain" to having 
heard sermons about premarital preparation rated both topics lower 
in importance, while those responding "Yes" they had heard sermons 
rated them higher in importance.
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Question 29 inquired if there was a structured premarital 
counseling program in their church. Two topics had significant 
differences between groups: Husband/wife roles (p = .027), and
Family-life activities (p = .027). Sub-hypothesis 8 was rejected 
for these comparisons. These topics were rated higher in importance 
by those responding "Yes" to their church having had a structured 
premarital counseling program. It was also interesting to note that 
in general those responding "No," their church did not have a 
program, rated topics lower in importance.

Question 30 asked if the church had resources for premarital 
preparation. There were no significant differences between groups. 
Therefore, the null hypothesis was .retained for these comparisons.

Question 31 asked if there was someone in their church to 
whom they turned for counsel regarding premarital preparation.
Three topics had significant differences between groups: Finances
in marriage (p = .049), Couple communication (p = .007), and 
Commitment/divorce (p = .001). Sub-hypothesis 8 was rejected for 
these comparisons. Adolescents who were uncertain if there was 
anyone in their church to whom they could turn for counsel rated the 
topics lower in importance. Those responding that there was not 
anyone to whom they could turn, rated Finances in marriage and 
Commitment/divorce higher in importance.

Question 32 asked if a church or staff member had counseled 
with them about premarital preparation. Five topics had significant 
differences between groups: Choice of a life partner (p = .005),
Finances in marriage (p = .014), Religion in the family (p = .014),
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Couple communication (p = .001), and Conflict resolution (p = .002). 
Sub-hypothesis 3 was rejected for these comparisons. Students 
responding "Yes" to having had a church or staff member counsel with 
them rated Religion in the family higher in importance. Those who 
were uncertain if a church or staff member had counseled with them 
tended to rate topics lower in importance.

Question 33 inquired if there was a family or married couple 
within the church to whom the adolescent looked as a good role model 
for their marriage. Two topics had significant differences between 
groups: Religion in the family (p = .034 )i and Parenting/chi Id care
(p = .022). In both topics those responding "Yes" to having a good 
role model in their church rated the topics higher in importance.

In summary, it was noted that significant differences 
occurred more often for the following topics: Choice of a life
partner, Religion in the family, Couple communication, Decision 
making, and Husband/wife roles. In many cases these differences 
were greatest with those adolescents responding "Uncertain" to 
questions. These students tended to rate the topics of less 
importance. More differences between groups occurred with questions 
related to school and church characteristics. Home characteristics 
had the fewest differences between groups.

In personal characteristics and topical preparation 
comparisons, female adolescents tended to rate topics higher in 
importance than did male adolescents. Adolescents who planned to 
marry within one year or who never planned to marry rated Self
esteem/personal growth lower in importance. Adolescents who sought
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counseling rated topics on In-laws/relatives and Husband/wife roles 
higher in importance. Those responding "No" rated topics on 
Dating/courtship and Human sexuality lower in importance. Students 
who responded "Uncertain" about looking up resources or having 
adults counsel with them tended to rate topics lower in importance. 
Topics were rated lower in importance by students who were uncertain 
about having a good role model. Students who were uncertain whether 
they were ready for marriage also rated the topics lower in 
importance. It is interesting to note that those who responded 
"Yes" to being ready for marriage rated the topic Decision making of 
less importance than did those who said "No" or "Uncertain."

Home characteristics and topical preparation comparisons 
revealed that adolescents living with a relative rated Leisure-time 
planning lower in importance. Those living in a foster home rated 
Commitment/divorce lower in importance. Students whose parents were 
separated or whose marriage was annulled rated topics Choice of a 
life partner, Couple communication, and Commitment/divorce lower in 
importance. Students who indicated they had no one in their home to 
whom they could turn for counsel rated the following topics lower in 
importance: In-laws/relatives, Husband/wife roles, and Goal setting
in marriage. Adolescents who responded "Uncertain" about their 
parents' marriage being a good role model, and "Uncertain" as to 
whether their parents had or had not talked with them about 
premarital preparation or recommended resources, tended to rate the 
following topics lower in importance: Choice of a life partner,
Religion in the family, Couple communication, Hus band/wife roles,
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Parenting/child care, and Goal setting in marriage.
School characteristics and topical preparation comparisons 

revealed significant differences for those attending boarding 
academies. Students who attend two to four years tended to rate 
topics Choice of a life partner, Dating/courtship, Religion in the 
family, and Couple communication higher in importance, while those 
who attended only one year or less rated the same topics 
considerably lower in importance. Students who attended three years 
of public school rated Religion in the family lower in importance 
than those who had attended fewer years of public schools or those 
who attended SDA schools.

Students who attended schools with special classes on 
marriage and family preparation, and who had resources available to 
them tended to rate topics higher in importance than those who 
responded "No" or "Uncertain." This pattern was also true of 
students who had sought counsel, had faculty or staff members 
counsel with them, and who observed a faculty/staff couple as a good 
role model.

Church characteristics and topical preparation comparisons 
revealed that there were significant differences between groups. 
Adolescents who are not members of a denomination rated topics lower 
in importance. Protestant and Seventh-day Adventist adolescents 
tended to rate topics higher in importance than did Catholic 
students or students responding "Other."

In general, adolescents responding positively to having had 
instruction from their church and who had adults counsel with them,
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rated the topics of more importance than did those responding 
"Uncertain" or "No." Students who attended a church with a 
structured counseling program and observed a family or couple within 
the church as a good role model also tended to rate topics more 
important than did those responding "Uncertain" or "No."

Sub-hypothesis 9s. There is no relationship 
between personal characteristics, and 
adolescents' perception of the 
contributions of the home, 
school, and church

Tables D39, D40, and D41 present the data for this sub
hypothesis. They may be found in Appendix D. Data representing 
significant differences between groups are listed below in 
numerical order of the questions presented in the instrument. 
Personal characteristics pertain to questions 1 through 6, and 
question 9. Home preparation pertains to question 11. School 
preparation pertains to question 24- Church preparation pertains to 
question 34*

Personal characteristics and 
home preparation (Table D39)

Question 1 asked the students to identify their sex. The 
only significant difference between males and females was on 
Dating/courtship (p = .010). Sub-hypothesis 9 was rejected for this 
comparison. The other 15 comparisons were non-significant and the 
sub-hypothesis was retained for these. Female adolescents rated 
themselves better prepared than males.

Question 2 asked if the student were to marry, when did 
he/she expect to marry. There were no significant differences
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between groups for any of the topics. Therefore, the null 
hypothesis was retained for this question.

Question 3 asked if the adolescent had sought personal 
counseling regarding premarital preparation. Five topics had 
significant differences between groups: Dating/courtship
(p = .018), Couple communication (p = .023), Parenting/child care 
(p = .022), Husband/wife roles (p = .013), and Goal setting in 
marriage (p = .044). Sub-hypothesis 9 was rejected for these 
comparisons. In general, those who responded that they had not 
sought personal counseling regarding premarital preparation rated 
themselves least prepared by the home on the topics. Only in 
Dating/courtship did those responding "Uncertain" as to whether they 
had sought counsel have a lower rating for preparation.

Question 4 inquired if adolescents had looked up resources 
(books, tapes, videos, magazines) in order to prepare for marriage. 
Two topics had significant differences between groups: Decision
making (p = .024) and In-laws/relatives (p = .044). Sub
hypothesis 9 was rejected for these comparisons. Students 
responding "Uncertain" to having looked up resources indicated lower 
preparation on both topics, while those responding "Yes" indicated 
better preparation.

Question 5 asked whether without inquiry, adults had 
counseled with the students about premarital preparation. There 
were no significant differences between groups for any of the 
topics. Therefore, the null hypotheses was retained for thi3 
question.
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Question 6 inquired if adolescents had a married couple to 
whom they looked as a role model for their marriage. Six topics had 
significant differences between groups: Dating/courtship 
(p = .001), Couple communication (p = .024), Conflict resolution 
(p = .039), Parenting/child care (p = .016), Self-esteem/personal 
growth (p = .016), and Family-life activities (p = .007). Sub
hypothesis 9 was rejected for these comparisons. Those students 
responding "No" or "Uncertain" to having had a role model for their 
marriage tended to rate themselves least prepared by the home on 
these topics.

Question 9 asked adolescents if they were ready for 
marriage. Two topics had significant differences between groups: 
Goal setting in marriage (p = .036) and Commitment/divorce 
(p = .036). Sub-hypothesis 9 was rejected for these comparisons. 
Those responding "Yes" they were ready for marriage indicated that 
they were better prepared by the home in Goal setting in marriage, 
while those responding "No" or "Uncertain" felt least prepared. 
Seniors responding that they were not ready for marriage rated their 
preparation higher on Commitment/divorce than those responding "Yes" 
or "Uncertain."

Personal characteristics and 
school preparation (Table D40)

Question 1 asked the students to identify their sex. Eight 
topics had significant differences between groups: Dating/courtship
(p = .000), Human sexuality (p = .024), Religion in the family 
(p = .007), Couple communication (p = .042), Parenting/ chi Id care
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(p = .039), In-law a/relatives (p = .009), Husband/wif e roles 
(p = .027), and Goal setting in marriage (p = .016). Sub-hypothesis 
9 was rejected for these comparisons. In all topics where there 
were significant differences, female adolescents rated their 
preparation better than did male adolescents.

Question 2 asked if the student were to marry, when did 
he/she expect to marry. There were no significant differences 
between groups for and of the topics. Therefore, the null 
hypothesis was retained for this question.

Question 3 asked if the adolescent had sought personal 
counseling regarding premarital preparation. Eight topics had 
significant differences between groups: Finances in marriage
(p = .005), Dating/courtship (p = .000), Human sexuality (p = .007), 
Religion in the family (p = .033), Conflict resolution (p = .011), 
Parenting/child care (p = .017), In-laws/relatives (p = .022), and 
Husband/wife roles (p = .021). Sub-hypothesis 9 was retained for 
these comparisons. Students responding ,T7es" they had sought 
counsel rated their school preparation higher on the above topics. 
Those responding "No" to having turned to someone for counseling 
rated their school preparation lower in Religion in the family, 
Conflict resolution, and In-laws/relatives.

Question 4 inquired if adolescents had looked up resources 
(books, tapes, videos, etc.) in order to prepare for marriage.
There were no significant differences between groups for any of the 
topics. Therefore, the null hypothesis was retained for this 
question.
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Question 5 asked whether, without inquiry, adults had 
counseled them about premarital preparation. Four topics had 
significant differences between groups: Human sexuality (p = .031),
Parenting/chiId care (p = .012), Self-esteem/personal growth 
(p = .026), and Commitment/divorce (p = .009). Sub-hypothesis 9 was 
retained for these comparisons. The greatest differences occurred 
with students who responded "Uncertain" to having had adults counsel 
with them. These students rated school preparation for Human 
sexuality the highest while rating their Parenting/child-care, Self
esteem/personal growth, and Commitment/divorce the lowest.

Question 6 inquired if adolescents had a married couple to 
whom they looked as a good role model for their marriage. Twelve 
topics had significant differences between groups: Choice of life
partner (p = .000), Finances in marriage (p = .004), Dating/ 
courtship (p = .004), Religion in the family (p = .012), Couple 
communication (p = .005), Conflict resolution (p = .000), Leisure
time planning (p = .001), Decision making (p = .005), Ir>-laws/ 
relatives (p = .003), Husband/wife roles (p = .030), Goal setting in 
marriage (p = .004), and Family-life activities (p = .001). Sub
hypothesis 9 was rejected for these comparisons. In general 
students stating "No," that they did not have a good role model for 
marriage, rated their school preparation lower, while those 
responding "Yes" rated it higher in preparation.

Question 9 asked adolescents if they were ready for 
marriage. There were no significant differences between groups for
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any of the topics. Therefore, the null hypothesis was retained for 
this question.

Personal characteristics and church 
preparation (Table 41)

Question 1 asked the students to identify their sex. There 
were no significant differences between groups for any of the 
topics. Therefore, the null hypothesis was retained for this 
question.

Question 2 pertained to when adolescents planned to marry. 
Two topics had significant differences between groups: Leisure-time
planning (p = .006) and Family-life activities (p = .036). Sub
hypothesis 9 was rejected for these comparisons. Those who 
indicated they did not plan to marry rated their church preparation 
higher on these topics. Seniors planning to marry within one year 
after high school rated their church preparation lower on these 
topics.

Question 3 asked if adolescents had sought counseling 
regarding premarital preparation. Only in Self-esteem/personal 
growth (p = .048) was there a significant difference between groups. 
Students who had not sought counseling rated their church 
preparation lower on this topic and, generally, lower on the other 
topics.

Question 4 inquired if adolescents had looked up resources 
(books, tapes, videos, etc.) in order to prepare for marriage.
There were no significant differences between groups for any of the
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topics. Therefore, the null hypothesis was retained for this 
question.

Question 5 asked whether, without inquiry, adults had 
counseled with them about premarital preparation. There were no 
significant differences between groups for any of the topics. 
Therefore, the null hypothesis was retained for this question.

Question 6 inquired if adolescents had a married couple to 
whom they looked as a good role model for their marriage. Only in 
Decision making (p = .031) was there a significant difference 
between groups. Sub-hypothesis 9 was rejected for these 
comparisons. Adolescents responding that they did not have a good 
role model for their marriage rated their church preparation lower 
on this topic than they generally did with the other topics.

Question 9 asked adolescents if they were ready for 
marriage. There were no significant differences between groups for 
any of the topics. Therefore, the null hypothesis was retained for 
this question.

In summary, female adolescents tended to rate their 
preparation in the home, school, and church higher than male 
adolescents. Adolescents who plan to marry within one year tended 
to rate home preparation higher and school and church preparation 
lower in the different groups. Students who plan to wait at least 
five years to marry rated Husband/wife roles lower in preparation 
for all three institutions. Those students seeking counsel 
regarding premarital preparation generally indicated better 
preparation. Adolescents who looked up resources in order to help
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prepare themselves for marriage rated the home and school higher in 
preparation.

Students who responded "No" or "Uncertain" to their church 
preparation tended to rate themselves better prepared. There 
appeared to be little relationship between responses related to 
having adults counsel with adolescents regarding premarital 
preparation.

When the adolescents were asked if there was a married 
couple to whom they looked as a role model, those responding "Yes" 
rated their preparation higher in all three institutions than did 
those responding "No" or "Uncertain." Also, there appeared to be 
little difference between responses related to readiness for 
marriage.

Sub-hypothesis 10; There is no relationship 
between the home characteristics. and 
adolescents' perception of the contribution 
of the home in their preparation.

Table D42 presents the data for this hypothesis and is found 
in Appendix D. Data representing significant differences between 
groups are listed below in chronological order. Home 
characteristics pertain to questions 10 through 15* Home 
preparation pertains to question 16.

Home characteristics and home 
preparation (Table D42)

Question 10 asked in what type of family the adolescent 
lived when at home. Eight topics had significant differences 
between groups: Choice of life partner (p = .021), Religion in the
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family (p = .001), Couple communication (p = .000), Conflict 
resolution (p = .004), Decision making (p = .007), Husband/wife 
roles (p = .003), Goal setting in marriage (p = .030), and 
Commitment/divorce (p = .000). Sub-hypothesis 10 was rejected for 
these comparisons. In all topics with significant differences, 
except for Choice of life partner, adolescents living with their 
biological parents rated their home preparation higher. Topics were 
generally rated lower by adolescents living in other 
types of family units. Six of the topics where there were 
significant differences were rated lower by adolescents living with 
a relative other than their biological parents.

Question 11 inquired as to the reason for separation of 
parents. There were no significant differences between groups for 
and of the topics. Therefore, the null hypothesis was retained for 
this question.

Question 12 asked if there was someone in their home to whom 
they turned for counsel regarding premarital preparation. Fourteen 
topics had significant differences between groups: Choice of life
(p = .004), Religion in the family (p = .006), Couple communication 
(p = .000), Conflict resolution (p = .000), Leisure-time planning 
(p = .000), Parenting/chi Id care ((p = .000), Decision making 
(p = .001), In-laws/relatives (p = .000), Husband/wife roles 
(p = .000), Goal setting in marriage (p = .000), Self-esteem/ 
personal growth (p = .003), and Family-life activities (p = .000). 
Sub-hypothesis 10 was rejected for these comparisons. On every 
topic those who responded "Yes" to having someone in their home to
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whom they could turn for counsel rated their home preparation 
higher. Adolescents who responded they did not have anyone to whom 
they could turn for counsel, in general rated themselves 
considerably lower in preparation.

Question 13 pertained to the parents' marriage as a good 
role model for the adolescent's future marriage. All 16 topics had 
significant differences between groups with p = < .05. Sub
hypothesis 10 was rejected for these comparisons. Students who 
responded "Yes" to having a good home role model rated their home 
preparation higher on every topic. Conversely, students who 
responded "No" or "Uncertain" to having a good home role model rated 
home preparation considerably lower.

Question 14 asked if either parent had talked with the 
adolescent about premarital preparation. Fifteen of the topics had 
significant differences between groups. Sub-hypothesis 10 was 
rejected for these comparisons. Only in Commitment/divorce did the 
groups not differ significantly in their preparation. Adolescents 
who had parents talk with them about premarital preparation rated 
their home preparation higher than did those whose parents did not 
talk with them.

Question 15 asked if parents had recommended resources in 
order to help prepare the adolescents for marriage. Eleven topics 
had significant differences between groups: Dating/courtship
(p = .032), Religion in the family (p = .002), Couple communication 
(p = .028), Conflict resolution (p = .035), Leisure-time planning 
(p = .022), Parenting/child care (p = .001), Decision making
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(p = .014)» In-laws/relatives (p = .020), and Husband/wife roles 
(p = .003). Sub-hypothesis 10 was rejected for these comparisons. 
Adolescents responding "Yes" to having had their parents recommend 
resources rated their home preparation higher than those who 
responded "No." Only on the topic of In-laws/relatives did students 
responding "Uncertain" to their parents recommending resources rate 
their preparation higher.

In summary, students who come from a home where both 
biological parents live and whose parents spend time talking and 
listening to them indicated better home preparation on premarital 
preparation topics. These parents also recommended resources for 
further study by their adolescents. It is also evident that 
students who have not had this positive home atmosphere rate their 
home preparation lower.

Sut>-hypothesis 11: There is no relationship
between the school characteristics. and 
adolescents' perception of the contribution 
of the school in their preparation.

Table D43 presents the data for this hypothesis and is found 
in Appendix D. Data representing significant differences between 
groups are listed below chronologically. School characteristics 
pertain to questions 18 through 23. School preparation pertains to 
question 24.

School characteristics and school 
preparation (Table D43)

Question 18 was divided into three categories according to 
the different types of schools. Years in attendance were used as
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groups in comparison with the 16 premarital preparation topics.
Students attending a day academy had significant differences 

between years in attendance and 10 topics: Choice of life partner
(p = .006), Finances in marriage (p = .004), Dating/courtship 
(p = .005), Couple communication (p = .021), Conflict resolution 
(p = .005), Leisure-time planning (p = .002), Decision making 
(p = .045), Husband/wife roles (p = .046), Goal setting in marriage 
(p = .008), and Family-life activities (p = .014). Sub-hypothesis 
11 was rejected for these comparisons. On all topics where there 
were significant differences between years in attendance, students 
who had attended three or four years of day academy rated their 
school lower than those who had attended for only one or two years.

Students attending a boarding academy had significant 
differences between years in attendance on 12 topics: Choice of
life partner (p = .002), Finances in marriage (p = .001), Religion 
in the family (p = .003), Couple communication (p = .000), Conflict 
resolution (p = .000), Leisure-time planning (p = .043),
Parenting/ chi Id care (p * .015), In-laws/relatives (p = .007), 
Husband/wife roles (p = .033), Goal setting in marriage (p = .008), 
Self-esteem/personal growth (p = .012), and Family-life activities 
(p = .046). Sub-hypothesis 11 was rejected for these comparisons. 
Students who had attended boarding academy one year or less tended 
to rate their school preparation lower than did students who had 
attended two or more years.

Question 19 inquired if the students had any special classes 
on marriage and family preparation. Only two topics had significant
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differences between groups: Parenting/child care (p = .006) and 
Commitment/divorce (p = .019). Sub-hypothesis 11 was rejected for 
these comparisons. In both topics, the greatest difference was 
indicated by those who responded "No" that they did not have any 
special classes on marriage and family preparation. They rated 
their school preparation lower on these topics.

Question 20 asked if the schools had resources on premarital 
preparation. Nine topics had significant differences between 
groups: Choice of life partner (p = .002) Finances in marriage
(p = .006), Human sexuality (p = .012), Religion in the family 
(p = .002), Couple communication (p = .007), Conflict resolution 
(p = .004), Decision making (p = .012), • Husband/wife roles 
(p = .024), and Goal setting in marriage (p = .005). Sub-hypothesis 
11 was rejected for these comparisons. In all topics where there 
were significant differences between groups; students responding 
"Yes" to their school having resources rated their school prepara
tion higher than did those who responded their school did not have 
resources.

Question 21 asked if students had sought counseling at 
school regarding premarital preparation. All 16 topics had 
significant differences between groups at the p = .05 level. Sub
hypothesis 11 was rejected for these comparisons. On every topic 
the greatest difference occurred with students who responded that 
they had not sought counsel at school. They rated their school 
preparation lower than did those who responded "Yes" or "Uncertain." 
Although there was little difference between students responding
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’'Yes" or "Uncertain" on many of the topics, those responding "Yes" 
to having sought counsel tended to rate their school preparation the 
highest of the three groups.

Question 22 related to faculty/staff members counseling 
students regarding premarital preparation. All 16 topics had 
significant differences at the p = .05 level. Sub-hypothesis 11 was 
rejected for these comparisons. Every topic had considerable 
differences between students responding "Yes" versus those 
responding "No" or "Uncertain." Students who stated they had a 
faculty/staff member counsel with them regarding premarital 
preparation tended to rate their school preparation the highest.

Question 23 inquired if students had a faculty/staff married 
couple to whom they looked as a good role model for their future 
marriage. Again, all 16 topics had significant differences between 
groups at the p = .05 level. Sub-hypothesis 11 was rejected for 
these comparisons. On all topics students who had a good role model 
on which to pattern their future marriage rated the school 
preparation considerably higher than did those who responded "No" or 
"Uncertain."

In summary, students who have attended a day academy for 
three or four years tended to rate their premarital preparation from 
the school lower than did those who had attended for only one or two 
years. Students who had attended boarding academy for one or less 
years tended to rate their preparation lower than those who had 
attended either two or more years of boarding academy. Students, in 
general, who sought counsel or who had a faculty/staff member
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counsel them, and whose school had resources, tended to rate their 
preparation higher than did those who did not have these 
opportunities. A positive role model by a faculty/staff couple also 
seemed to be an influence on the premarital preparation by the 
school.

Sub-hypothesis 12: There is no relationship 
between the church characteristics. and 
adolescents' perception of the contribution 
of the church in their preparation.

Table D44 presents the data for this sub-hypothesis and is 
found in Appendix D. Data representing significant differences 
between groups are listed below in chronological order. Church 
characteristics pertain to questions 26 through 33. Church 
preparation pertains to question 34.

Church characteristics and church 
preparation (Table D44)

Questions 26A and 26B asked if the adolescent was a member 
of a denomination, and if so, of what general religious persuasion. 
In 26A there were four topics with significant differences between 
groups: Finances in marriage (p = .026), Dating/courtship
(p = .036), Human sexuality (p = .042), and Goal setting in marriage 
(p = .042). Sub-hypothesis 12 was rejected for these comparisons.
In response to these topics, students who indicated "No" they were 
not a member of a denomination rated church preparation lower than 
did those who stated "Yes" or "Uncertain."

Question 26B had seven topics which had significant 
differences between groups: Finances in marriage (p = .017),
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Dating/courtship (p = .028), Conflict resolution (p = .027),
Decision making (p = .020), In-laws/relatives (p = .050), Goal 
setting in marriage (p = .025), and Self-esteem/personal growth 
Cp = .011). Sub-hypothesis 12 was rejected for these comparisons. 
Protestants rated their church preparation higher than Catholics or 
SDAs. Students who indicated "Other" and SDAs rated their church 
preparation the lowest.

Question 27 inquired whether adolescents had received 
premarital instruction in a formal or informal gathering in church. 
In all 16 topics there were significant differences between groups 
at the p = .05 level. Sub-hypothesis 12 was rejected for these 
comparisons. Students responding that they had not received such 
instruction rated church preparation lower than did those who 
responded "Yes" or "Uncertain." Those who did receive instruction 
rated their church preparation the highest.

Question 28 pertained to whether or not students had heard 
sermons about premarital preparation. All 16 topics had significant 
differences between groups at the p = .05 level. Sub-hypothesis 12 
was rejected for these comparisons. In every comparison students 
responding "No," that they had not heard a sermon on premarital 
preparation, rated their church preparation lower than did those 
indicating "Yes." Again, students who had heard sermons on 
premarital preparation rated their church preparation the highest.

Question 29 inquired if there was a structured premarital 
counseling program in their church. All 16 topics had significant 
differences between groups at the p = .05 level. Sub-hypothesis 12

R eproduced  with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



143

was rejected for these comparisons. In all relationships students 
responding "Yes," that their church had a structured program, rated 
their church preparation higher than did those who responded "No" or 
"Uncertain."

Question 30 asked the adolescent if his/her church had 
resources on premarital preparation. All 16 topics had significant 
differences between groups at the p = .05 level. Sub-hypothesis 12 
was rejected for these comparisons. As with the other character
istics, students responding "Yes," that there were resources at the 
church, rated their preparation higher than did those indicating 
"No" or "Uncertain."

Question 31 asked if there was someone in their church to 
whom they had turned for counseling regarding premarital 
preparation. In 14 topics there were significant differences 
between groups at the p = .05 level. Sub-hypothesis 12 was rejected 
for these comparisons. Two topics, Decision making and 
Commitment/divorce had non-significant differences between groups 
and the sub-hypothesis was retained for those comparisons. 
Adolescents who had sought counsel from a church member rated their 
preparation higher than did adolescents who indicated "No," that 
they had not sought counsel.

Question 32 asked if a church or staff member had counseled 
with the adolescent regarding premarital preparation. All 16 topics 
had significant differences between groups at the p = .05 level.
Sub-hypothesis 12 was rejected for these comparisons. Adolescents 
who responded "Yes" to having had a church or staff member counsel

R eproduced  with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



149

with them rated their church preparation higher than did adolescents 
who indicated "No" or "Uncertain."

Question 33 inquired if there was a family or married couple 
within the church to whom the adolescent looked as a good role model 
for marriage. Seven topics had significant differences between 
groups: Religion in the family (p = .040), Decision making
(p = .013), Husband/wife roles (p = .046), Goal setting in marriage 
(p = .010), Self-esteem/personal growth (p = .004)» Family-life 
activities (p = .026), and Commitment/divorce (p = .009)* Sub
hypothesis 12 was rejected for these comparisons. The greatest 
differences were indicated by adolescents who did not have a good 
family or couple role model. These adolescents rated their church 
preparation considerably lower than did those responding "Yes” or 
"Uncertain."

Summarizing the comparisons in hypothesis 12, adolescents 
who were church members tended to rate their premarital preparation 
higher than did those who were not members of a church. Protestant 
adolescents tended to rata their preparation higher than did 
Catholics or SDA adolescents. It appeared that adolescents who had 
someone in the church to whom they could turn for counsel, and/or 
who had had a staff or church member counsel with them, rated their 
church preparation higher. Those who had heard sermons about 
premarital preparation and who had come from a church with a 
structured premarital counseling program also rated their church 
preparation higher than did those who had not had these 
opportunities. Students who responded that they did not have a
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family or couple within their church as a good role model rated 
their church preparation lower than did those responding "Yes" or 
"Uncertain" to this question.
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CHAPTER V

SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS, RECOMMENDATIONS

Literature relating to adolescents indicates that many youth 
are considering alternative life styles rather than traditional 
Judeo-Christian marriage and family relationships. Because of the 
continued rate of divorce and internal stress upon family relations, 
many youth are considering co-habitating life styles. These 
problems may also confront Seventh-day Adventist youth (Crider & 
Kistler, 1979; Dudley & Dudley, 1985). This study measures SDA 
adolescent perceptions of their premarital preparation, and may 
provide information useful for designing more effective premarital 
preparation programs.

The summary of this study is divided into the following 
sections: (1) purpose, (2) overview of related literature,
(3) population and instrumentation, (4) results, and (5) discussion 
of the findings.

Purpose
The purpose of this study was to describe adolescents' 

perceptions of premarital preparation within the home, school, and 
church. This included the analysis of the following: (a) how
adolescents perceived that they were prepared on 16 premarital
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preparation topics; (b) what adolescents perceived were important 
topics in which to be prepared for marriage; (c) what premarital 
preparation adolescents perceived that they had received in the 
home, school, and church; and (d) who adolescents perceived should 
be responsible for preparing them in 16 premarital preparation 
subjects. This study further examined what relationships, if any, 
existed between items (a) through (d) and included (e) how the 
personal, home, school, and church characteristics related to the 
adolescents' perceived premarital preparation within the home, 
school, and church.

Overview of related literature
Literature and research over the past three decades seem to 

indicate that adolescents of the 1980s, as those of previous years, 
continue to face problems and needs associated with emotional 
distress, early parenthood, and marriage. Berman (1983) stated that 
"seven million teen-age boys and five million teen-age girls between 
13 and 19 are sexually active" (p. 133). He also noted that 96# of 
adolescent girls who become pregnant choose to keep their babies.
As a result of increased data concerning early pregnancies, 
marriages, divorces, and remarriages of adolescents, researchers 
have taken a closer look at what changes and needs are occurring 
during adolescence in the United States.

Programs have been developed for preparing adolescents for 
marriage and family life. Bagarozzi and Rauen (1981) noted 
that no empirical data indicated that these programs reduced 
divorce and separation or prevented unhealthy marriages. Also, no
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data were available to indicate whether couples who receive 
counseling are more successful at marriage than are those who have 
not received counseling. However, programs for family-life 
preparation have become more prevalent within the home, school, and 
church. Many of these programs may be biased, lack pertinent 
information, or have poorly trained leaders. Christian 
organizations have prepared programs and literature for presenting 
Christian values to their young people. However, the conflict of 
who should provide this education and training is still a vital 
issue.

There is literature written for the purpose of helping 
adolescents in the SDA church prepare for marriage and family life. 
An emphasis has been placed on the home, school, and church to 
provide this training. However, very little research has been done 
attempting to assess the effectiveness of premarital preparation 
within the church.

Population and instrumentation
The population for this study included seniors enrolled in 

10 academies in the Lake Union Conference of Seventh-day Adventists. 
This conference is located geographically within the boundaries of 
Wisconsin, Illinois, Indiana, and Michigan. Of the 373 seniors 
enrolled in the academies, 332 answered the questionnaire.

The instrument, The Premarital Preparation Questionnaire, 
was developed by the researcher and critiqued by adolescents and 
professionals who work with adolescents. The questionnaire 
primarily utilized the Likert-type attitude scale along with
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subjective questions which provided opportunity for personal 
comments to be made by the participants. The instrument was given 
to a pilot group of 24 juniors and seniors for clarification and to 
determine the time needed for completion. After evaluation of the 
comments by the pilot group and dissertation committee! minor 
changes were made.

The instrument consisted of 36 questions comprising the 
following divisions:

1. Division A - Personal
A. Characteristics: Questions 1-6, 9
B. Personal Preparation: Question 7
C. Topical Preparation: Question 8

2. Division B - Home
A. Characteristics: Questions 10-15, 17
B. Home Preparation: Question 16

3. Division C - School
A. Characteristics: Questions 18-23, 25
B. School Preparation: Question 24

4. Division D - Church
A. Characteristics: Questions 26-33, 35
B. Church Preparation: Question 34

5. Division E - Responsibility
A. Who should be responsible: Question 36
B. Final question asked for any additional information.

Results
The primary hypothesis of this study was that there is no
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relationship between perceived premarital preparation of Seventh-day 
Adventist adolescents and their perception of how they have been 
prepared in the home, school, and church. This general hypothesis 
was divided into 12 sub-hypotheses.

Testing of sub-hypotheses 1, 2, and 4 was done by Pearson 
product moment coefficient. Testing of sub-hypotheses 3, 5, and 6 
was done by chi-square analysis. Sub-hypotheses 7 through 12 were 
analyzed by analysis of variance.

Twelve hypotheses were tested. A null hypothesis was 
rejected if more than half of the comparisons were significant. A 
general summary of the findings of the hypotheses follows in 
chronological order:

Sub-hypothesis 1 states: "There is no relationship between
how adolescents perceive they are prepared in premarital preparation
topics, and their perception of what topics are important for 
premarital preparation." Fourteen of the 16 correlations in sub
hypothesis 1 were significant. Although none of the significant 
correlations were very high, there appeared to be a relationship 
between how adolescents perceived they were prepared in premarital 
preparation, and their perception of what topics are important to 
premarital preparation.

Sub-hypothesis 2 reads: 'There is no relationship between
how adolescents perceive they are prepared in premarital preparation
topics, and their perception of the contributions of the home, 
school, and church to their preparation.”

Sub-hypothesis 2 was divided into three divisions. They

R eproduced  with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



156

are: personal preparation and home preparation, personal
preparation and school preparation, and personal preparation and 
church preparation.

For personal preparation and home preparation, all 16 
correlations were significant. Although the correlations were not 
high, there appeared to be a relationship between how adolescents 
perceived they were personally prepared and their perception of 
their home preparation.

For personal preparation and school preparation, all 16 
correlations were significant. Although the correlations were not 
high, there appeared to be a relationship between how adolescents 
perceived they were personally prepared and their perception of 
their school preparation.

For personal preparation and church preparation, 15 of the 
16 correlations were significant. Although the correlations were 
not high, there appeared to be a relationship between how 
adolescents perceived they were personally prepared and their 
perception of their church preparation.

Sub-hypothesis 3 states: 'There is no relationship between
how adolescents perceive they are prepared in premarital preparation 
topics, and their perception of who should be most responsible for 
preparing them in premarital preparation topics."

One of the 16 topics disclosed significant differences 
between adolescents' responses on who should prepare them and 
personal preparation. In general, there appeared to be very little 
relationship between how adolescents perceived they were prepared in
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premarital preparation topics and their perception of who should be 
most responsible for preparing them in premarital preparation 
topics.

Sub-hypothesis 4 states: "There is no relationship between
adolescents' perception of what topics are important for premarital 
preparation, and their perception of the contribution of the home, 
school, and church to their preparation."

Sub-hypothesis 4 was divided into three divisions. They 
are: topical preparation and home preparation, topical preparation
and school preparation, and topical preparation and church 
preparation.

For topical preparation and home preparation, 12 of the 16 
correlations were significant. Although there were no high 
correlations, there appeared to be a relationship between how 
important adolescents perceive topics are to premarital preparation 
and their perception of their home preparation on the same topics.

For topical preparation and school preparation, 12 of the 16 
correlations were significant. Although there were no high 
correlations, there appeared to be a relationship between how 
important adolescents perceive topics are to premarital preparation 
and their perception of their school preparation on the same topics.

For topical preparation and church preparation, 12 of the 16 
correlations were significant. Although there were no high 
correlations, there appeared to be a relationship between how 
important adolescents perceive topics are to premarital preparation 
and their perception of their church preparation on the same topics.
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Sub-hypothesis 5 states: 'There is no relationship between
adolescents' perception of what topics are important for premarital 
preparation, and their perception of who should be most responsible 
for preparing them in premarital preparation topics.1'

Four of the 16 topics had significant differences between 
adolescents' responses on who should be responsible for premarital 
preparation and topical preparation. There appeared to be very 
little relationship between adolescents' perception of how important 
topics are to premarital preparation and who should be responsible 
for that preparation.

Sub-hypothesis 6 states: 'There is no relationship between
adolescents' perception of the contribution of the home, school, and 
church in their preparation, and their perception of who should be 
most responsible for preparing them on premarital preparation 
topics."

Sub-hypothesis 6 was divided into three divisions. They 
are: Home preparation and who is responsible for preparation,
school preparation and who is responsible for preparation, and 
church preparation and who is responsible for preparation.

For home preparation and who is responsible for preparation, 
4 of the 16 topics had significant differences between adolescents' 
responses on who should be responsible for preparation and home 
preparation. There appeared to be little relationship between how 
adolescents perceived their home had prepared them and who they 
felt should be most responsible for that preparation.

For school preparation and who is responsible for
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preparation, none of the 16 topics had significant differences 
between adolescents' responses on who should prepare them and 
school preparation. There appeared to be no relationship between 
how adolescents perceived they were prepared by the school and who 
they felt should be most responsible for that preparation.

For church preparation and who is responsible for 
preparation, 7 of the 16 topics had significant differences between 
adolescents' responses on who should prepare them and church 
preparation. There appeared to be a slight relationship between how 
adolescents perceived they were prepared by the church and who they 
felt should be most responsible for that preparation.

Sub-hypothesis 7 states: •'There is no relationship between
personal, home, school, and church characteristics, and how 
adolescents perceive they are prepared in premarital preparation 
topics."

Sub-hypothesis 7 was divided into four divisions. They are: 
personal characteristics and personal preparation, home 
characteristics and personal preparation, school characteristics and 
personal preparation, and church characteristics and personal 
preparation.

For the seven questions comparing personal characteristics 
with personal preparation, five of the questions had less than 8 of 
the 16 topics with significant differences between responses for 
personal characteristics and personal preparation. On question 5, 
which pertained to adults counseling with adolescents about 
premarital preparation, there were significant differences between
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responses on 9 of the 16 topics. Question 9, which asked students 
if they were ready for marriage, had significant differences between 
responses on 9 of the 16 topics. In general, there appeared to be 
little relationship between personal characteristics and how 
adolescents perceived they were prepared in premarital preparation 
topics.

For the six questions comparing home characteristics with 
personal preparation, five of the questions had less than 3 of the 
16 topics with significant differences between responses for home 
characteristics and personal preparation. Question 14, which asked 
if the adolescent's parents had talked with him/her about premarital 
preparation, had significant differences between responses on 8 of 
the 16 topics. In general, there appeared to be little relationship 
between home characteristics and how adolescents perceived they were 
prepared by the home in premarital preparation topics.

For the six questions comparing school characteristics with 
personal preparation, all 3ix questions had less than 3 of the 16 
topics with significant differences between responses for school 
characteristics and personal preparation. There appeared to be very 
little relationship between school characteristics and how 
adolescents perceived they were prepared by the school in premarital 
preparation topics.

For the eight questions comparing church characteristics 
with personal preparation, seven of the questions had less than 8 of 
the 16 topics with significant differences between responses for 
church characteristics and personal preparation. Question 32, which
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asked IT a church or staff member had counseled with the adolescent 
about premarital preparation, had significant differences between 
responses on eight of the 16 topics. In general, there appeared to 
be little relationship between church characteristics and how 
adolescents perceived they were prepared by the church in premarital 
preparation topics.

Sub-hypothesis 3 states: "There is no relationship between
personal, home, school, and church characteristics and adolescents' 
perception of what topics are important for premarital preparation."

Sub-hypothesis 8 was divided into four divisions. They are: 
personal characteristics and topical preparation, home 
characteristics and topical preparation, school characteristics and 
topical preparation, and church characteristics and topical 
preparation.

For the seven questions comparing personal characteristics 
with topical preparation, six of the questions had less than 3 of 
the 16 topics with significant differences between responses for 
personal characteristics and topical preparation. Question 5, which 
pertained to adults counseling with adolescents concerning 
premarital preparation, had significant differences between 
responses on 13 of the 16 topics. In general, there appeared to be 
little relationship between personal characteristics and how 
important adolescents perceived topics to be for premarital 
preparation.

For the six questions comparing home characteristics with 
topical preparation, all six questions had less than 8 of the 16
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topics with significant differences for home characteristics and 
topical preparation. There appeared to be very little relationship 
between home characteristics and how important adolescents perceived 
topics to be for premarital preparation.

For the six questions comparing school characteristics with 
topical preparation, four of the questions had less than 8 of the 16 
topics with significant differences between responses for school 
characteristics and topical preparation. Question 22, which 
pertained to faculty/staff members counseling with the adolescents 
about premarital preparation, had significant differences between 
responses on 12 of the 16 topics. Question 23, which asked if the 
adolescent had a faculty/staff married couple to whom they looked as 
a good role model, had significant differences between responses on 
8 of the 16 topics. There appears to be little relationship between 
school characteristics and how important adolescents perceived 
topics to be for premarital preparation.

For the eight questions comparing church characteristics 
with topical preparation, seven of the questions had less than 8 of 
the 16 topics with significant differences between responses for 
church characteristics and topical preparation. Question 26 asked 
if the adolescent was a member of a religious denomination and, if 
so, what general religious persuasion. There were significant 
differences between responses for different religious persuasions on 
7 of the 16 topics. In general, there appeared to be very little 
relationship between church characteristics and how important 
adolescents perceived topics to be for premarital preparation.
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Sub-hypothesis 9 states: "There is no relationship between
personal characteristics and adolescents' perception of the 
contributions of the home, school, and church."

Sub-hypothesis 9 was divided into three divisions. They 
are: personal characteristics and home preparation, personal
characteristics and school preparation, and personal characteristics 
and church preparation.

For the six questions comparing personal characteristics 
with home preparation, all six questions had less than 8 of the 16 
topics with significant differences between responses for personal 
characteristics and home preparation. There appeared to be very 
little relationship between personal characteristics and how 
adolescents perceived they were prepared in premarital preparation 
topics.

For the six questions comparing personal characteristics 
with school preparation, three of the questions had less than 8 of 
the 16 topics with significant differences between responses for 
personal characteristics and school preparation. Question 1, which 
asked the adolescents to identify their sex, had significant 
differences between males and females on 3 of the 16 topics.
Question 3, which asked if the adolescent had sought personal 
counseling regarding premarital preparation, had significant 
differences between responses on 8 of the 16 topics. Question 6, 
which inquired if the adolescent had a married couple to whom they 
looked for a good role model, had significant differences on 12 of 
the 16 topics. There appeared to be a relationship between personal
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characteristics and how adolescents perceived they were prepared by 
the school in premarital preparation topics.

For the sir questions comparing personal characteristics 
with church preparation, all six questions had less than 8 of the 16 
topics with significant differences between responses for personal 
characteristics and church preparation. There appeared to be very 
little relationship between personal characteristics and how 
adolescents perceived they were prepared by the church in premarital 
preparation topics.

Sub-hypothesis 10 states: "There is no relationship between
the home characteristics and adolescents' perception of the 
contribution of the home in their preparation."

For the six questions comparing home characteristics with 
home preparation, five of the questions had more than 8 of the 16 
topics with significant differences between responses for home 
characteristics and home preparation. Question 10, which asked in 
what type of family the adolescent lived when at home, had 
significant differences on 8 of the 16 topics. Question 12, which 
asked if there was someone in the adolescents' home to whom they 
turned for counsel regarding premarital preparation, had significant 
differences between 14 of the 16 topics. Question 13 pertained to 
the parents' marriage being a good role model. It had significant 
differences between responses on all 16 topics. Question 14, which 
asked if either parent had talked with the adolescent about 
premarital preparation, had significant differences between 
responses on 15 of the 16 topics. Question 15, which asked if the
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adolescents' parents had recommended resources for premarital 
preparation, had significant differences between responses on 11 of 
the 16 topics. There appeared to be a relationship between home 
characteristics and how adolescents perceived they were prepared by 
the home in premarital preparation topics.

Sub-hypothesis 11 states: "There is no relationship between
the school characteristics and adolescents' perception of the 
contribution of the school in their preparation."

For the six questions comparing school characteristics with 
school preparation, five questions had more than 8 of the 16 topics 
with significant differences between responses for school 
characteristics and school preparation. Question 18 was divided 
into three categories according to the different types of schools 
the adolescent might have attended. There were significant 
differences between years of attendance for adolescents who attended 
an SDA day academy on 10 of the 16 topics. There were significant 
differences between years in attendance for adolescents who attended 
an SDA boarding academy on 12 of the 16 topics. Question 21, which 
asked if adolescents had sought counseling at school regarding 
premarital preparation, had significant differences between 
responses on all 16 topics. Question 22, which asked if a 
faculty/staff member had counseled with the adolescent about 
premarital preparation, had significant differences between 
responses on all 16 topics. Question 23, which inquired if the 
adolescent had a faculty/staff married couple to whom they looked as 
a good role model, had significant differences between responses on
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all 16 topics. There appeared to be a relationship between school 
characteristics and how adolescents perceived they were prepared by 
the school in premarital preparation topics.

Sub-hypothesis 12 states: "There is no relationship between
the church characteristics and adolescents' perception of the 
contribution of the church in their preparation."

For the eight questions comparing church characteristics 
with church preparation, six of the questions had more than 3 of the 
16 topics with significant differences between responses for church 
characteristics and church preparation. Question 27, which inquired 
whether the adolescent had received premarital preparation in an 
informal or formal gathering in the church, had significant 
differences between responses on all 16 topics. Question 28, which 
asked if the students had heard any sermons about premarital 
preparation, had significant differences between responses on all 16 
topics. Question 29, which inquired if there was a structured 
premarital counseling program in their church, had significant 
differences between responses on all 16 topics. Question 30, which 
asked the adolescent if his/her church had resources on premarital 
preparation, had significant differences between responses on all 16 
topics. Question 31 asked the adolescents if there was someone in 
their church to whom they turned for counsel regarding premarital 
preparation. It had significant differences between responses on 
all 16 topics. There appeared to be a relationship between church 
characteristics and how adolescents perceived they were prepared by 
the church in premarital preparation topics.
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Discussion of the findings
Adolescents responding to this study generally felt their 

personal preparation for the 16 premarital topics was adequate to 
good, and that the topics were also very important for marriage 
preparation. However, nearly 7 out of 10 (69.91%) of the 
adolescents indicated they were not ready for marriage. An 
explanation for this apparent discrepancy may be that adolescents 
appear to have a theoretical understanding of the premarital 
preparation topics, yet feel that they lack the practical skills 
necessary for marriage. This explanation is based on the personal 
comments of the adolescents, who expressed concerns related to 
having a vocation, finishing their education, developing financial 
independence, and possessing the necessary social skills. About 
three out of five of the adolescents (61.89%) plan to wait five or 
more years before they marry or until they have finished college. 
Approximately a third (31.40%) plan to wait at least two to four 
years before marrying.

About two-thirds (67.67%) of the adolescents lived with 
their biological parents. However, not all the adolescents came 
from a positive home environment. More than half of the adolescents 
were uncertain or did not feel their parents' marriage was a good 
role model (18.43% and 40-48% respectively). Comments of the 
adolescents revealed mixed feelings about positive and negative 
aspects of their home life. Yet the mean ratings of adolescents in 
this study indicated that their home preparation tended to be higher 
than adequate. A plausible explanation for these discrepancies
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might be in the perception of how adolescents perceive that they 
were prepared by the home. The home environment, whether good or 
bad, appears to be related to how an adolescent perceives he/she is 
personally prepared. Although adolescents may feel unsure of their 
parents' marriage being a good role model, half of the adolescents 
had talks with one of their parents (54*8256) and/or had counseled 
with someone in their family about premarital preparation (51.66$).

Adolescents also tended to feel adequately prepared by the 
school and church. Yet the means for church preparation, generally, 
were lower than those of home or school preparation. The data also 
revealed that personal preparation was more closely correlated with 
home and school preparation than church preparation. Possible 
explanations for these findings might be related to two factors.
The first factor and, perhaps the primary one, is the amount of time 
adolescents have spent in the home and school environment versus the 
church environment. The second factor is that adults are more 
readily available for counseling in the home and the school than 
they are in the church.

The findings seem to indicate that topical preparation was 
more closely correlated with school preparation than home and church 
preparation. A possible explanation is that four out of five 
(83.73$) of the adolescents had had a special class at school 
related to premarital preparation. Nearly the 3ame proportion 
(79.82$) stated that the schools had premarital preparation 
resources.

The lower correlations between topical preparation and home
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and church preparation may be related to the lack of resources and 
time spent on premarital preparation in the home and church. For 
example, about 7 out of 10 adolescents stated they were unsure 
(18.43#) or did not have someone in their home to whom they might 
turn for counsel regarding premarital preparation (51.66#). Nearly 
three-fourths (73.80#) of the adolescents indicated that their 
parents had not recommended resources for premarital preparation.

Findings related to the church revealed that approximately 
three-fourths of the adolescents were unsure (6.73#) or had not 
received any formal or informal instruction from the church 
regarding premarital preparation (68.50#). Nearly the same 
proportion of the adolescents indicated they were uncertain (48.01#) 
or did not have premarital preparation resources in their church 
(27.52#). Perhaps the availability of information and the 
significant time spent directly related to premarital preparation 
topics played an important part in the higher correlations between 
topical preparation and school preparation.

There appeared to be little relationship between 
personal and topical preparation and who should be most responsible 
for preparation. Also there appeared to be little relationship 
between home, school, and church preparation and who should be most 
responsible for preparation. The relatively few significant 
differences between these relationships may be associated with the 
nature of the wording of question 36 relative to who should be most 
responsible for that preparation. Students were asked to select one 
of the five possible choices with the last choice being "other."
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The pilot study and critics of the questionnaire revealed the 
question to be understandable and acceptable. However, comments by 
several of the adolescents and written statements to the response of 
"other" seem to indicate that many adolescents feel no one 
institution should be most responsible for the preparation. The 
question may have provided more informative data if the students 
responded to the degree of responsibility for each choice. However, 
findings relating to question 36 did provide insight into who 
adolescents perceived should be most responsible for their 
preparation. Adolescents in this population indicated that 
generally home should be most responsible for preparing them. This 
was followed by self, the school, and their church in that order.

Closer observation of the data 3eems to indicate that 
students associated certain topics with an institution. For 
example, although the school in general ranked third to home and 
self, over one-third (37.19#) of the students felt the school should 
prepare them in finances. A possible explanation of this ranking 
may be that adolescents feel the home should be their primary 
educator in financial matters. Secondly, they may feel personally 
responsible for their own finances. However, it also appears that 
some students feel formal classes in family finances are the best 
preparation for becoming financially competent.

Although nearly half (47.02#) of the students indicated the 
home should be first in preparing them for Religion in the family, 
approximately one-third (30.41#) of them indicated the church should 
be primarily responsible. Although the data provided no information
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related to adolescents' religious training, the environment in which 
they received this training may have influenced their selection of 
who should be responsible. With more than 9 out of 10 (94-51#) of 
the adolescents belonging to a religious denomination, it may be 
that many of them came from religiously oriented families. Perhaps 
home was indicated first because of the religious home environment. 
The church may have been indicated by many of the adolescents 
because of lack of training within the home or the association of 
religious instruction and the church. It was noted that all 
students had attended one to four years of parochial school. The 
tendency of the adolescents not to select the school may be related 
to the formal and structured religious training found there.

There appeared to be few significant relationships between 
personal and topical preparation and individual characteristics of 
self, nome, school, and church. Where there were significant 
differences between responses to the questions, adolescents 
responding in the affirmative generally indicated better preparation 
and rated the topics of greater importance. The data also indicated 
that females generally felt better prepared and tended to rate 
topics of greater importance than males. Carlson (1979) indicated 
that primary social influences on girls were involvement in school 
and living with their parents. Perhaps female adolescents are more 
oriented toward family life than are male adolescents. Family-life 
and parenting preparation within the home, school, and church may 
still possess strong sex role biases (Reiner & Edwards, 1974;
Honig, 1978; and Force, 1970).
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Statistically there appeared to be little relationship 
between personal characteristics and how adolescents perceived they 
were prepared by the home, school, and church. Where there were 
significant differences between adolescent responses to personal 
characteristics, those answering in the affirmative tended to rate 
their home, school, and church preparation higher. Those responding 
"No” or "Uncertain" to the question tended to rate their home, 
school, and church preparation lower. Adolescents who had resources 
available, access to counseling, and a good role model for marriage, 
tended also to rate their home, school, and church preparation 
higher. It must be kept in mind that this generalization applied to 
those few topics where there were significant differences between 
responses.

There appeared to be significant differences in how 
adolescents responded to home characteristics when compared with 
home preparation. The responses of the adolescents to home 
characteristics revealed that the home environment for many of the 
adolescents may not have been conducive to positive premarital 
preparation. Nearly one-third of the adolescents surveyed did 
not live with their biological parents when at home. More than two 
out of five adolescents (42.60%) said there was someone in their 
home to whom they could turn for counsel regarding premarital 
preparation. Less than half (41.09%) of the adolescents indicated 
that their parents' marriages were good role models. Fewer than one 
out of four adolescents (22.89%) stated their parents had 
recommended resources for marriage preparation. However, on the
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questions where there were significant differences between 
responses, a positive home environment seemed to have influenced how 
adolescents perceived home preparation. Adolescents who lived with 
their biological parents tended to rate their home preparation 
higher than did those who lived in other types of family units. 
Adolescents who had talked with someone in their home or whose 
parents had counseled with them tended to rate home preparation 
higher than did those who did not have these opportunities. 
Furthermore, adolescents who felt their parents' marriage was a good 
role model and whose parents had recommended resources tended to 
rate home preparation higher than did those who had negative role 
models.

There appeared to be significant differences between how 
adolescents responded to questions related to school characteristics 
and how they perceived that they were prepared by the school. 
Comparisons of school characteristics and school preparation 
revealed differences between years of attendance. Adolescents who 
attended an SDA day academy three or four years, tended to rate 
their school preparation lower than did those who only attended one 
or two years. The data provided no indication as to the reasons for 
the significant differences between adolescents who attended a day 
academy three or four years and those who attended only one or two 
years. Also the statistical findings did not reveal why there were 
significant differences among the adolescents who attended boarding 
school for one or less years who rated their preparation lower than 
did those who attended two or more years. A possible explanation of
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these differences may be attributed to the personal experiences of 
the adolescents.

Comments to question 25 relating to how they felt the school 
had prepared them revealed that many of the adolescents had mixed 
feelings about their education. Factors they cited that might have 
influenced their preparation related to what subjects were discussed 
and how it was presented. Other adolescents commented on the 
negative or positive qualifications of their teachers. Some of the 
statements indicated a concern for earlier education for premarital 
preparation. It should be noted that approximately three out of 
four (72.5955) of the adolescents had not sought counsel regarding 
premarital preparation. More than half (54-21 %) of the adolescents 
stated they were uncertain or did not have a good marital role model 
at their school. These good and bad experiences may have been 
contributing factors to the significant differences existing between 
the number of years in attendance.

On topics where there were significant differences between 
student responses, the school environment seemed to have influenced 
their perception of the premarital preparation by the school. For 
example, adolescents who had special classes and knew their school 
had resources available related to premarital preparation tended to 
rate school preparation higher than did those who did not have these 
instructional resources. Students who had sought advice or had a 
school faculty or staff member counsel with them about premarital 
preparation, rated school preparation higher than did those who did 
not avail themselves of these opportunities. Adolescents who had
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observed a good marital role model while at school also tended to 
rate their school preparation higher.

There appeared to be significant differences between how 
adolescents responded to questions related to church characteristics 
and how they perceived they were prepared by the church. Church 
characteristics and church preparation revealed that few adolescents 
were receiving premarital preparation. Perhaps either they do not 
know or were unaware of the ministry of the church in premarital 
preparation.

Three out of four (75.23$) of the adolescents were uncertain 
or had not received any premarital preparation instruction in an 
informal or formal gathering in church. About the same proportion 
(75.23$) did not know or were uncertain whether their church had a 
structured premarital counseling program. Less than one-fourth 
(24.46$) indicated their church had resources available to them 
regarding premarital preparation. Four out of five adolescents did 
not seek counsel (81.55$) and/or have a church/staff member counsel 
with them regarding premarital preparation (82.87$). However, more 
than half (52.60$) of the adolescents stated that in their church 
they had a good role model for their marriage. Approximately two- 
thirds (67.58$) of the adolescents had heard a sermon dealing with 
some aspect of premarital preparation.

Saw in (1981) reported that the amount of interest for family 
life in the church reflected the clergy's interest in it. Ipes 
(1983) found in his study that SDA clergy had little training in 
premarital counseling. Very few had any structured programs or felt
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comfortable doing premarital counseling. However, on questions 
where there were significant differences between responses, 
adolescents who answered in the affirmative tended to feel they were 
better prepared by the church than did those responding "No" or 
"Uncertain." For example, adolescents who had someone to whom they 
turned for counsel or had a church/staff member counsel with them 
tended to rate their preparation higher than did those who did not 
have these opportunities.

Adolescents who had heard sermons about premarital 
preparation or where the church had a structured premarital 
counseling program, tended to rate their preparation by the church 
higher than did those responding "No" or who were uncertain. Also, 
adolescents whose church had resources available and who observed a 
good role model at church tended to rate church preparation higher. 
It would appear that where there were significant differences in 
responses, the church environment seemed to have influenced 
adolescents' perceptions of their premarital preparation by the 
church.

In summary, the data seemed to indicate that how adolescents 
perceived they were prepared in premarital preparation topics may be 
an indication of how important they felt the topics were to their 
premarital preparation. Furthermore, there appeared to be a 
relationship between how adolescents perceived they were personally 
prepared in premarital preparation topics and how they rated their 
preparation by the home, school, and church on the same topics. 
There also appeared to be a relationship between the importance
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adolescents placed on premarital preparation topics and how they 
rated their preparation by the home and school. The data also 
seemed to indicate that access to premarital counseling, resources, 
instruction, and a good role model might have been positive factors 
that influenced adolescents' perception of their preparation by the 
home, school, and church. On the contrary, the lack or absence of 
these factors seem to be related to a lower rating of the 
preparation by the home, school, and church.

Conclusions
From the findings of this study concerning adolescents' 

perception of their premarital preparation by the home, school, and 
church, the following conclusions were drawn:

1. Adolescents generally perceived they had good-to- 
adequate preparation in the 16 premarital preparation topics.

2. Adolescents generally perceived the 16 premarital 
preparation topics to be very important.

3. Adolescents generally perceived their home preparation 
on the 16 premarital preparation topics to be adequate.

4. Adolescents generally perceived their school preparation 
on the 16 premarital preparation topics to be adequate.

5. Adolescents generally perceived their church preparation 
on the 16 premarital preparation topics to be poor.

6. Adolescents primarily felt the home should be most 
responsible for preparing them for marriage. Self was indicated 
second, followed by the school and then the church.
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7. There appeared to be a relationship between how 
adolescents perceived they were prepared in premarital preparation 
topics, and their perception of what topics were important for 
premarital preparation.

8. There appeared to be a relationship between how 
adolescents perceived they were prepared in premarital preparation 
topics, and their perception of the contribution of the home, 
school, and church to their preparation.

9. There appeared to be very little relationship between 
how adolescents perceived they were prepared in premarital 
preparation topics and their perception of who should be most 
responsible for preparing them in premarital preparation topics.

10. There appeared to be a relationship between adolescents' 
perception of what topics were important for premarital preparation, 
and their perception of the contribution of the home and school but 
not with the contribution of the church.

11. There appeared to be very little relationship between 
adolescents' perception of which topics are important for premarital 
preparation, and their perception of who should be most responsible 
for preparing them in premarital preparation topics.

12. There appeared to be very little relationship between 
adolescents' perception of the contribution of the home, school, and 
church in their preparation, and their perception of who should be 
most responsible for preparing them in premarital preparation 
topics.

13. There appeared to be little relationship between
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personal, home, school, and church characteristics, and how 
adolescents perceived they were prepared in premarital preparation 
topics.

14. There appeared to be little relationship between 
personal, home, school, and church characteristics, and adolescents' 
perception of what topics are important to premarital preparation.

15. There appeared to be very little relationship between 
personal characteristics, and adolescents' perception of the 
contribution of the home, school, and church to their preparation.

16. There appeared to be a relationship between the home 
characteristics, and adolescents' perception of the contribution of 
the home to their preparation.

17. There appeared to be a relationship between the school 
characteristics, and adolescents' perception of the contribution of 
the school to their preparation.

18. There appeared to be a relationship between the church 
characteristics, and adolescents' perception of the contribution of 
the church to their preparation.

Recommendations 
The recommendations of this study are divided into the 

following sections: (1) nonstatistical implications, and
(2) implications for further research.

Nonstatistical Implications
It was assumed that adolescents would report their 

observations honestly and accurately if they felt they were free
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from reprisals and if the significance of the study was conveyed to 
them. This assumption seemed to be upheld by both the statistical 
data and the personal and frank comments written by the adolescents 
concerning their premarital preparation. Although space would not 
permit all the comments to be entered in this study, samples have 
been given in Appendix C. The nonstatistical implications found 
within these comments provide further descriptive information.

As previously mentioned in the discussion of the findings, 
adolescents' perception of their personal preparation was better 
than adequate. Responses of the adolescents to being ready for 
marriage indicated that approximately 7 out of 10 (69.91 %) felt they 
were not ready for marriage. Many of the comments revealed that 
these adolescents often felt personally ready for marriage but were 
still questioning their maturity and ability to handle the 
responsibilities of marriage. Several expressed fear of marrying 
the wrong person or not having enough money. Many expressed a need 
for more education and were looking toward college or vocational 
training. As mentioned, the personal needs of the adolescents seem 
to make earlier marriage a less likelihood. However, the literature 
seems to indicate that stress within the home environment may 
precipitate early marriage (Burchinal, 1960; Reiner & Edwards, 1974; 
and Shivanandan, 197S). Nearly one-third (32.3256) of the 
adolescents in this study were not living with their biological 
parents when at home. Of those whose parents were not living 
together, 81% were separated or divorced. Approximately three out 
of five (58.91%) of the adolescents were uncertain or responded "No"
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to their parents' marriage being a good role model. Some of the 
adolescents who feel prepared for marriage and have continued 
conflict within the home environment, may marry early.

In question 12, relating to adolescents having someone at 
home to whom they could turn for counsel, more than half (51.66#) of 
the students said they had not turned to anyone. Approximately half 
of the students who commented on question 12 had negative statements 
about the home and their inability to talk with one or both parents. 
This inability to talk about premarital preparation may be due to 
the lack of knowledge on the part of the parents or the inability of 
adolescents to express their needs. Comments to question 17 
revealed many fears adolescents had about their future marriage as a 
result of observing their parents' marriage. Over one-third of 
adolescents who commented, talked about problems their parents had 
with communication, finances, family worship, discipline, sexuality, 
and religious differences. Lewis and Lewis (1982) and Short (1984) 
reported that often there is a fear and lack of discussion by 
parents with their children about premarital preparation topics. 
Reiner and Edwards (1974) found adolescents with similar home 
problems seemed to attract each other. Rolfe (1976) found that 
adolescents who married early, among other problems, often had 
inadequate communication patterns. Comparisons between studies 
should be made with caution, even though findings may reflect 
similar patterns or trends. Dudley and Dudley (1985) stated that 
the typical SDA family's standards on marriage, family, and social 
purity were in real danger. Crider and Kistler (1979) indicated it

R eproduced  with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



182

would be unrealistic to think the Seventh-day Adventist home could 
escape the forces of change placed upon it by present-day American 
society. With both the number of adolescents expressing they had 
not sought counsel at home, and the large percentage expressing 
difficulty in communicating with their parents, it appears that many 
adolescents in this study may be confronted with similar 
difficulties at home.

The comments to question 25 related to premarital 
preparation by the school seemed to vary with each student's 
response about the teacher and subject material. Students commented 
positively about Bible classes having premarital preparation 
material and films. Other positive comments mentioned mock weddings 
and having class assignments that dealt with real problems related 
to marriage. Students commented negatively about teachers not 
knowing the subject material, subjects not discussed adequately, and 
the lack of opportunities to socialize with the opposite sex. A 
number of positive suggestions were made by the students. Several 
students cited the need for premarital preparation classes to start 
in the freshman and sophomore years. Suggestions were by some of 
the students that it would be more helpful for the material to be 
spread out over the four years rathei than having it all during the 
senior year. Others indicated that classes ought to be required.
The topics of socialization among students, school requirements, and 
faculty attitudes were mentioned as problems in SDA schools. Topics 
mentioned as being over-emphasized included sexuality, religious 
problems, and the need for a Christian (SDA) partner. Topics
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adolescents mentioned as needing more emphasis included finances, 
marriage without children, communication, conflict resolution, and 
practical applications to real problems. It was mentioned several 
times that there was a need for teachers and counselors trained in 
premarital preparation.

Although more than four out of five (83.73$) of the students 
had classes on marriage and family preparation, there appeared to be 
some question as to what is actually being taught. Kaercher (1981), 
Patterson and Defrain (1981), and Shonick (1975) have raised 
questions regarding what the schools are teaching concerning 
marriage and family life. Dudley and Dudley (1985) expressed 
"disappointment" concerning adolescents, "that years in Adventist 
schools failed to make any real difference in value attitudes"
(p. 6). Flowers and Flowers (1984), and Mazat (1984) have expressed 
the need for earlier family-life education. The concerns and 
suggestions expressed by adolescents in this study and those 
elaborated by other researchers seem to imply a strong need to 
explore the issue of what is being taught within the school 
regarding marriage and family life.

Perhaps the most critical and negative comments were those 
in response to church preparation. Approximately 70$ of the 
adolescents who responded to question 35 made generalizations 
pertaining to the church not doing much for them regarding 
premarital preparation. Yet many of the adolescents commented that 
they would like the church to do more. Adolescents noted that the 
church provided religious training but little help anywhere else.
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Several positive suggestions included programs designed for 
teenagers and sermons on the practical issues involved in family 
life. Other suggestions included the need for trained counselors or 
teachers in premarital preparation, and the need to know what 
resources are available.

The overwhelming indication for church preparation was that 
adolescents want the church to do more for them. Many expressed the 
feeling of being left out when facing real decisions. Perhaps the 
church provides a unique learning opportunity for adolescents, free 
of conflicts within many of the home3 and the rigid structure 
associated with school. Studies have indicated the important role 
churches have played in the education and support of family-life 
education (de Lissovoy, 1973, 1975; Ipes, 1983; and Shonick, 1975). 
However, researchers have also identified problems associated with 
some church programs, such as poorly trained clergy, unstructured 
programs, and lack of professionalism (Ipes, 1983; Mace, 1978; and 
Shonick, 1975). Sawin (1981) believes the church is the logical 
place to deal with family issues. She stated that few agencies or 
institutions have contact with the entire family over the period of 
time as does the church. Another researcher (de Lissovoy, 1973) 
noted that it was to the church that adolescents who married early 
turned for acceptance and continued support in the face of lost 
identities.

The findings of this study seem to support the important 
role.of the church in the premarital preparation of adolescents. 
More adolescents in this study indicated they had observed a good
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role model for their marriage within the church (52.60%) than in the 
home (41.09%) or school (45.78%). In response to the questions 
related to church characteristics, adolescents who responded in the 
affirmative generally tended to rate their church preparation higher 
than did those who responded "Uncertain" or "No." It would appear 
that the church could be an important influence on the premarital 
preparation of adolescents.

Implications for further research
This study attempted to determine how adolescents perceived 

they were prepared in premarital preparation. However, the findings 
were limited to adolescents attending academies in the Lake Union 
Conference of Seventh-day Adventists. The conclusions made apply 
only to a small population, although the students represented many 
cultures and ethnic backgrounds.

In the discussion of the findings and non-statistical 
implications, questions were asked concerning specific issues that 
additional research might address. The adolescents' perception of 
premarital preparation raises a number of questions related to the 
SDA church and society in general. The following recommendations 
for further studies are offered:

1. A study utilizing a larger sample drawn from adolescents 
throughout North America might help determine if the perceptions of 
this population represent those in the U.S.

2. A cross-generational study related to how individuals 
perceived they were prepared and the importance of topics to their
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preparation may provide information relative to when information 
should be presented to adolescents.

3. A study of the premarital preparation instructional 
techniques of parents, faculty, and ministerial staff, along with 
how they are received by adolescents may provide data for the 
development of training and instructional programs for premarital 
preparation of adolescents.

4. The development of premarital preparation instruments 
which would convey specific needs and expectations of adolescents 
would aid adults in the guidance and education of adolescents.

5. A comparative study of premarital preparation of 
adolescents who are SDA's and those who belong to other 
denominations may provide additional insights into the uniqueness 
and similarities of adolescents preparing for marriage and family 
life.

Summary
This study presents further research concerning premarital 

and family life preparation of adolescents. It provides data 
concerning the relationships of how adolescents perceived they were 
prepared and their perception of their premarital preparation by the 
home, school, and church. The findings and conclusions pertain 
specifically to adolescents who were seniors attending academies in 
the Lake Union Conference of Seventh-day Adventists. Generaliza
tions from this study for comparisons with other adolescents should 
be made with caution.

It was indicated that in general there exists a relationship
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between adolescents' perception of their premarital preparation and 
their perception of the contribution of the home, school, and church 
to their preparation. Adolescents appear to be interested in 
premarital preparation and were concerned about having successful 
marital and family relationships.
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RESEARCH APPROVAL FORM

5uideline 
Steps Completed Ernest J. Stevens. Jr. has satisfactorily defined his/

her rasaarch problem, Justified the research, and given evidence 3f 
having completed a reasonably thorough litaratura review on this subject 
and has presented an aceaptabla outlina of his/har rasaarch proposal.

la frf’—  .(Advisor)
i-ia-as

7T--------------- T3IS7!-----
TOPIC PREMARITAL PREPARATION 'JITHIM THE ROME. SCHOOL. AND CHURCH AS 

PERCEIVED BY ADOLESCENTS IN THE LAKE UNION CONFERENCE OF SEVENTH-PAY

5-7
ADVENTISTS
The plan for tasting tha raaaareh hypothesis ii satisfactory, 
instrument s) for collaotlng tha data is appropriate and tha 
statistical design for tha data is aceaptabla.

__
fAdvisor)

The

1-18-85

- T—  '-ayiCepertaental Shilantal Sbseareh Coordinator)

(Data)

- b ± U ± l
\ Cate)

3-10 Tha rasaarch procedures and schedule ire satisfactory and the research 
project is planned in harmony with tha published ethical standards.

* Advisor)
i-ia-8S

Departmental kf.arch Coordinator)

.Date;

!l7r//CTOate (
Tha proposed/data collecting system is vail adapted for computer 
analysi '

(Comjijftlng Center Acadamie Coordinator T
Z <• f -h"

If this rasaarch is to ha conducted in an academy or conference within tha 
laha Union, tha rasaarch topic and instrument require the approval of tha laas 
Union Principals Council or tpa Lake Union Superintendents Council.

Approved ̂ ______________________  January 22. 1985
-nlon ?fi iptlj Council .an

Schools span for this study

Union ^lpe-i no.nrl.nre .-umi-i 1 ~hem .

n-inn. Onnferenre t.n)nr »r»flemiee
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la k e  Union 

C onference of

January 23, 1985
Seventh-day

Adventists

Mr. Ernie Stevens
c/o Elder Charles Case
Lake Union Conference Office

Dear Ernie:

We are very pleased to be able to inform you that the Educational 
Management Team of the Lake Union Conference has approved your 
research request. Please feel free to contact the academy principals 
to arrange time for you to meet with their seniors.

Enclosed is a signed copy of your Research Approval Form.

Most sincerely,

W. E. Minder 
Director/
OFFICE OF EDUCATION

ii

Sox C
S«m«n Springs. Michigan 49103 

(616) 473-4541
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April 19, 1985

Dear
Ernest J. Stevens, Jr. is a doctoral student at Andrews 
University. His dissertation topic is "Premarital Preparation 
within the Home, School, and Church as Perceived by Adolescents 
in the lake Union Conference of Seventh-day Adventists."
He wishes permission to survey the seniors currently enrolled at 
your acadeny. He plans for this procedure to take a forty minute 
class period or time arranged that would best meet your schedule. 
Any courtesies you might extend to him would be appreciated.
Sincerely,

School of Education
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April 27, 1985

Dear
In regards to ay phone call on April 22, I want to thank you for providing 
ae the opportunity to visit your campus and collect data for my disserta
tion. Kith your interest and support, I feel confident that not only will 
this study provide valuable information for the training of our your people, 
but that it will also be a positive learning experience for them.
Being aware of the value of your time, I have taken the opportunity to 
outline an approach that will facilitate the minimum use of time with 
maximum efficiency.

1. Your task:
A. Select a faculty member to work with me.
B. Inform the faculty liaison person of the study and that I will 

be contacting him/her by phone in the near future.
C. Give letter containing the Questionnaire Procedures to the 

faculty liaison person.
D. Inform faculty of the study and the purpose of my visit.

2. Faculty liaison person:
A. Establish date, time, and place for administration of the 

questionnaire when all seniors will be present.
B. Assist me in administering the questionnaire.

Enclosed you will find a letter of introduction from the Dean of the School 
of Education, the sheet of signatures of those governing this study, letter 
of approval from the Director of Education - Lake Union Conference, and a 
brief information sheet for the faculty liaison.
Again, thank you for your assistance. If you have any questions, or if I 
can be of service to you while on your campus, please feel free to call me.
Sincerely,

Ernest J. Stevens, Jr. 
end: (4)
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PREMARITAL PREPARATION WITHIN THE HOME, SCHOOL, AND 
CHURCH AS PERCEIVED BY ADOLESCENTS IN THE LAKE 
UNION CONFERENCE OF SEVENTH-DAY ADVENTISTS

Purpose of the Study 
The purpose of the study is to describe adolescents' 

attitudes toward and preparation for marriage, and their perception 
of premarital preparation within the home, school, and church. This 
will include analysis of the following: (a) how adolescents
perceive they are prepared in premarital preparation topics;
(b) what adolescents perceive are important topics in which to be 
prepared for marriage by premarital preparation: (c) what premarital
preparation adolescents perceive they have received in the home, 
school, and church; and (d) who adolescents perceive should be 
responsible for preparing them in premarital preparation subjects. 
This study will further examine the relationships, if any, that 
exist between items a though d and include (e) how the personal, 
home, school, and church characteristics relate to the adolescents' 
preceived premarital preparation within the home, school, and 
church.
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To Faculty liaison:
Thank you for accepting the responsibility of helping me 
administer my dissertation questionnaire to the seniors in 
your academy. Your principal has notified me that you have 
accepted this responsibility. I will be contacting you by 
phone regarding the final details. These are the arrangements 
I will appreciate your making:

QUESTIONNAIRE PROCEDURES
Information for the administration of the Premarital 

Preparation Questionnaire is as follows:
WHO: ALL SENIORS CURRENTLY ENROLLED
WHEN: APRIL/MAY 1985
WHERE: CLASSROOM OR CHAPEL
TIME: ARRANGED - PERFERRED TIME IS ONE CLASS 

MOST STUDENTS TAKE 30 MINUTES. I WILL 
WORK WITH YOU ON ANY TIME SCHEDULE.

PERIOD.
GLADLY

TOOLS: ALL MATERIALS ARE PROVIDED
PROCTOR: ERNEST J. STEVENS, JR.

All information is held in strict confidence. No name or 
identification is required. If you have any questions please 
contact:

Ernest J. Stevens, Jr.
25 Walnut #C
Berrien Springs, MI 49103 
(616) 471-5750
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PREMARITAL PREPARATION QUESTIONNAIRE 
Prepared by Ernest J. Stevens, Jr.

Introduction
The purpose of this questionnaire is to provide information on 

your perception of the premarital preparation you are receiving.
Premarital preparation refers to the total educational process 

by the home, the school, and the church for the sharing of facts, 
attitudes, and skills needed to prepare you for marriage and 
parenthood.

Instructions
Please complete this questionnaire as honestly as possible. 

You need not sign your name. No identification is required. Your 
answers will be anonymous. Kindly answer all questions in the space 
provided. See example.

Upon completion, please glance back through the questionnaire 
to be sure all questions are answered.

Example
ANSWER
COLUMN

SO. (1) Will you attend the school picnic this year?
(1) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain
(By placing a (1) in the answer column for question 80, 
I indicated "Yes" I will attend the school picnic.)

1_
PERSONAL

ANSWER
COLUMN

1. ( ) Sex: (1) Male (2) Female

R eproduced  with perm ission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited w ithout perm ission.



L 9 7

2. ( ) If you were to marry, do you expect to be be married
within:
(1)1 yr (after high school graduation)
(2) 2-4 yrs (during college)
(3) 5 years or more (after college)
(4) Do not plan to marry

3. ( ) Is there someone to whom you have turned for personal
counseling regarding premarital preparation?
(1) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain

4* ( ) Have you personally looked at resources (books, tapes,
videos, magazines) in order to prepare yourself for 
marriage?
(1 ) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain

5. ( ) Without your inquiring, have adults counseled with you
about premarital preparation?
(1 ) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain

6. ( ) As you think about your premarital preparation is there a
married couple to whom you look as a good role model for 
your marriage?
(1) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain

7. How do you feel you are prepared in the following premarital 
preparation topics: (Mark only one "X" for each topic.)

Very
Good Good

Choice of life partner 
Finances in marriage 
Dating/courtship 
Human sexuality 
Religion in the family
Couple communication 
Conflict resolution 
Leisure time planning 
Parenting/chiId care 
Decision making
Ir>- law/ relatives 
Husband/wife roles 
Goal setting in marriage 
Self-esteem/personal growth 
Family life activities 
Commitment/divorce

Adequate Poor
Very
Poor
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8. How important do you feel each topic is for marraige 
preparation? (Hark only one "X" for each topic.)

Very Highly Very Moderately Slightly Hot 
Important Important Important Important Important

Choice of life
partner ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )

Finances in marriage ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )
Dating/courtship ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )
Human sexuality ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )
Religion in the family ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )
Couple communication ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )
Conflict resolution ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )
Leisure time planning ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )
Parenting/child care () () ( ) () ( )
Decision making ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )
In-law/relatives () () () () ()
Husband/wife roles () () () () ()
Goal setting in

marriage ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )
Self-esteem/personal

growth ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )
Family life activities ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )
Commitment/divorce ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )
9. ( ) Do you feel you are ready for marriage?

(1 ) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain 
Comment:

2
HOME

10. ( ) In what type of family do you live when you are at home?
(1) Biological parents (4) Relative - not parent
(2) Step-family (5) Foster home
(3) Single parent (6) Other: specify_______________

♦If your biological parents are married and are living together, 
skip §11.
11. ( ) If your parents are not living together, how were they

separated?
(1) Death of mother (3) Death of both parents (5) Divorce
(2) Death of father (4) Separation (6) Annulment
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12. ( ) In your home is there someone to whom you have turned for
counsel regarding premarital preparation?
(1) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain 
Comment:

13. ( ) Do you feel your parents' marriage is a good model for 
your marriage?
(1) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain

14- ( ) Has either of your parents talked with you about
premarital preparation?
(1) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain

15. C ) Has either of your parents recommended resources (books,
tapes, or videos) in order to prepare you for marriage? 
(1) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain

16. How well has your home prepared you for marriage on these 
topics? (Mark only one "X" for each topic.)

Very
Good Good

Choice of life partner 
Finances in marriage 
Dating/courtship 
Human sexuality 
Religion in the family
Couple communication 
Conflict resolution 
Leisure time planning 
Parenting/chiId care 
Decision making
In-law/relatives 
Husband/wife roles 
Goal setting in marriage 
Self-esteem/personal growth 
Family life activities 
Commitment/divorce

Adequate Poor
Very
Poor

17. As you think about your premarital preparation within your home, 
what thoughts, feelings, ideas come to mind?
(if you need more room please use the back of this paper.)
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3

18.

19.

20.

2 1 .

22.

23.

SCHOOL

In your four years of high school (grades 9-12), how many years 
did you attend:

(__ ) yrs SDA day academy (9-12)
(__) yrs SDA boarding academy (9-12)
(__ ) yrs SDA public high school (9-12)

( ) Have you had any special classes on marriage and family
preparation in your education?
(1) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain

( ) Do the schools that you have attended have any resources
(books, tapes, videos, magazines) on premarital 
preparation?
(1) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain

( ) In your schooling is there someone to whom you have turned
for counsel regarding premarital preparation?
(1) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain

( ) Has any faculty or staff member at schools you attended
counseled with you about premarital preparation?
(1 ) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain

( ) Has there been a faculty/staff married couple in your
schooling to whom you look as a good role model for your 
marriage?
(1) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain
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24. Please indicate how you feel your school has prepared you 
concerning the following premarital preparation topics: (Mark 
only one "X" for each topic.)

Very Highly Very Moderately Slightly Not 
Important Important Important Important Important

Choice of life
partner ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )

Finances in marriage () () () () ()
Dating/courtship ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )
Human sexuality ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )
Religion in the family () ( ) ( ) () ()
Couple communication () () () () ( )
Conflict resolution ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )
Leisure time planning ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )
Parenting/child care () ( ) () () ()
Decision making ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )
In-law/relatives ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )
Husband/wife roles ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )
Goal setting in

marriage ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )
Self-esteem/personal

growth ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )
Family life activities ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )
Commitment/divorce () () () () ()
25. As you think about your premarital preparation within your 

schooling, what thoughts, feelings, ideas come to mind?
(If you need more room please use the back of this paper.)

(*These questions apply to churches where you have been a member.)
26. ( ) Are you a member of a religious denomination?

(1) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain
( ) Please state denomination (1) SDA (2) Protestant

(3) Catholic (4) Other ___________________________
27. ( ) Have you received any premarital preparation instruction

in a formal or informal gathering in church?
(1) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain

28. ( ) Have you heard any sermons about premarital preparation?
(e.g. family, marriage, sexuality, parenting)
(1) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain
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29. ( ) Do the churches you have attended have a structured
premarital counseling program?
(1) Yes (2) Ho (3) Uncertain

30. ( ) Do the churches where you have been a member
have resources (books, tapes, videos, magazines) on 
premarital preparation?
(1) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain

31. ( ) In the churches where you have been a member, is there
someone to whom you have turned for counsel regarding 
premarital preparation?
(1) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain

32. ( ) Has a church or staff member counseled with you about
premarital preparation?
(1 ) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain

33. ( ) Is their a family or couple within church to whom you
look as a good role model for your marriage?
(1) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain

34* Please indicate how you feel church has prepared you
concerning the following topics: (Mark only one "X" for each
topic.)

Very
Good Good

Choice of life partner 
Finances in marriage 
Dating/courtship 
Human sexuality 
Religion in the family
Couple communication 
Conflict resolution 
Leisure time planning 
Parenting/child care 
Decision making
In-law/relatives 
Husband/wife roles 
Goal setting in marriage 
Self-esteem/personal growth 
Family life activities 
C ommitment/divorce

Adequate Poor
Very
Poor

35. As you think about your premarital preparation within your 
church, what thoughts, feelings, ideas come to mind?
(If you need more room please use the back of this paper.)
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36. In the list below please indicate who you feel should be the 
most responsible for preparing adolescents in the following 
premarital topics: (Mark only one "X" for each topic.)

Self Home School Church Ocher: specify
Choice of life partner ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )_________
Finances in marriage ( ) ( )  () () ( )_________
Dating/courtship ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )_________
Human sexuality ( ) ( )  ( ) () ( )
Religion in the family ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )_________
Couple communication ( ) ( )  () () ( )_________
Conflict resolution ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )_________
Leisure time planning ( ) ( )  () () ( )_________
Parenting/child care ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )_________
Decision making ( ) ( )  () () ( )_________
In- law/relatives 
Husband/wife roles 
Goal setting in marriage 
Self-esteem/personal growth 
Family life activities 
Commitment/divorce

i

If there is any additional information you would like to provide 
in assisting with this questionnaire, please use this space. You may 
write on the back of these pages if necessary. Your suggestions 
would be most appreciated. Thank you for your assistance.
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APPENDIX C

SAMPLE COMMENTS BY RESPONDENTS TO 
PREMARITAL QUESTIONNAIRE

C1 - Sample comments to Readiness for Marriage r 
Question 9

C2 - Sample comments to Seeking Counsel within the
Home - Question 12

C3 - Sample comments to Home Preparation - Question 7
C4 - Sample comments to School Preparation - Question 25
C5 - Sample comments to Church Preparation - Question 35
C6 - Sample Comments for Addition Information

R eproduced  with perm ission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without perm ission.



205

APPENDIX C1

SAMPLE COMMENTS TO READINESS FOR MARRIAGE -  QUESTION 9

Question: ,rDo you feel you are ready for marriage?"
Sample Comments:

"Yes, I'm ready but don't plan to marry, and I'm only ready in 
certain areas."
"I was engaged at 16, but I decided to wait. Now I'm not so 
sure I shouldn't have gotten married. I want to do it right the 
first time so I'm a little unsure of myself."
"I’m not ready to be committed to one person. I'm only 18 and I 
feel that I have a lot of growing to do emotionally."
"I would like to get married to the person I'm dating now, but 
she needs to grow a bit, And I don't want to get married until 
after I'm out of college and have a job, and a home of my own."
"I feel I could manage a marriage but I don't feel like I am 
fully prepared to handle all the responsibilities."
"In some ways I feel I am more ready than adults who are 
married, but I lack experience in jobs and leadership."
"I feel I am quite mature for my age, but I know I've got a long 
way to go before I'm ready for marriage."
"I could get married now. If I knew the right girl had the
money."
"I haven't had a family life that has made a good impression on 
me. Where am I supposed to look?"
"I'm in the middle. If I had a well payed job or owned my own 
company I would get married."
"I am only 20. I am not emotionally ready for marriage, but I 
want to get married because I know it is God's will for me and I
love people so much that I want to share this love."
"I couldn't spend the rest of my life with one person yet."
"Don't feel I could stick with the person for all of my life. 
Want to do things first then get married. With this attitude, 
if I get married within the next 7 yrs, I'd resent the poor guy 
shortly after marriage. Unless he helped me get my goals, but
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that'd be using him. Also, I want to get them myself, by 
myself."
"I feel as though I'm too young but yet I feel as though I'm 
ready to handle marriage."
"Sometimes I feel ready to take on the world and others like a 
little kid. I 'feel' ready but know I'm not - that there's 
points in my character that needs ironing out (so I can give her 
the best I possibly can - me - whoever she may be) so that I can 
effectively (& happily) run (support) the household."
"I think that a person should only marry after they have had a 
chance to be alone in the world for a while and have had that 
chance to mature."
"Any high-school senior who feels he/she is ready to make the 
type of commitment that marriage entails is either:
(a) extraordinarily well developed for his/her age or
(b) deluded. Marriage is a phenomenal undertaking, and the vast 
majority of high-school students haven't 'been around' enough to 
be ready."
"I don't want to get married because I'm young and there are 
lots of things I still don't know. As far as handling a 
relationship, taking care of a family and house, I think I could 
do it now."
"Not now! I'm having too much fun dating around. I guess if 
the "right" one came along as far as being prepared I could be - 
but as I see it I still have a lot to learn about life and need 
to develop my character more."
"If I had to take on the responsibility of a marriage 
relationship I feel I'm prepared enough to handle it. However,
I am not as fully prepared as I would like to be. There are a 
lot of personal goals I'd like to obtain before marriage."
"I feel that no one is ready for marriage at this age. Even 
though a person may think that he or she is mature enough, 
he/she still has a lot of things to consider and learn when it 
comes to marriage."
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APPENDIX C2

SAMPLE COMMENTS TO SEEKING COUNSEL WITHIN THE HOME -  QUESTION 12

Question: "In your home is there someone to whom you have turned
for counsel regarding premarital preparation?"
(1) Yes (2) No (3) Uncertain

Comments:
"My parents have told all about their mistakes, and I've asked 
them what to do when I run into problems I'm having with dates."
"My mother is like my best friend. She is honest and open with 
all my questions. I love her for that."
"I don't think my parents are ready for me to start thinking 
about marriage. I think they still want me to be their ' little 
girl.'"
"My parents have really given me good and sound advice."
"I usually don't have to ask for advice; my parents give it to 
me anyway."
"I do not find it in my immediate family but I talk to my 
grandparents."
"My parents have never given me verbal preparation, but by what 
goes on in their home I have learned."
"If I want to talk, mom will listen, but dad's likely to say, 
'look it up in the encyclopedia.'"
"I can't talk to anyone in my family about marriage."
"I have never asked for counsel on the subject - I cannot 
remember a time when we ever talked on the subject, however my 
home life is conducive to learning such things."
"I'm not sure why, but I guess I don't feel really comfortable 
talking about these things with my parents yet."
"My mom and I have had terrific discussions. Both of my parents 
are super role models and are willing to answer my questions."
"They're too busy finding a college for me to go to."
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APPENDIX C3

SAMPLE COMMENTS TO HOME PREPARATION -  QUESTION 17

Question: "As you think about your premarital preparation within
your home, what thoughts, feelings, ideas come to mind?"

Comments:
"I want to be like my parents."
"My parents were divorced about a year ago and I watched and 
learned what I should and shouldn't do when I am married. They 
didn't really talk to one another, and they didn't solve their 
problems, so I found out by watching them. My dad was stubborn 
and bullheaded, and he wouldn't listen to my mom's side of the 
story. But then again I don't blame him, cause she got herself 
into the mess in the first place. So I learned to be patient, 
and to be a good listener, and a good talker, and think to solve 
your problems."
"That the home is where you should learn all these things at."
"I feel it is very important! The parents should sit down with 
their teens and tell them how it is! It brings a feeling of 
closeness between them, and the teens learn a lot. I also think 
that some books and things are important for dating years and 
engagement years. I also feel that if the teen has any 
questions, they shouldn't be embarrassed to ask their parents."
"I don't like the idea of getting married, but I suppose when I 
find somebody that I love and I feel that I'm mature enough for 
a serious commitment then I'll do a lot of studying, counseling 
and an awful lot of praying. I definitely know I won't get 
married before I am at least 26 or until I'm stable. I take 
marriage as a life-long commitment and I have to get it right 
the first time."
"I believe parents don't realize the trends they set 
subconsciously in their kids for their future lives. The kid, 
no matter if he likes certain aspects of his parents marriage or 
not, will duplicate some of the techniques regardless."
"In my home, I see lots of things that I will do different in my 
own life and home. First I am going to be sure of marriage to 
someone. Second, religion and Christ are going to be present.
I want to be a 'friend' to my children and stress that decisions 
that affect the whole family will be made by the entire family."
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"My parents have a good marriage and they have faults. By this 
I'd like to set my marriage to be the same and where they have 
faults I will try and not make that same mistake."
"A lot of parents don't really talk to their kids about the 
subject until they absolutely have to."
"My parents talked, counseled and suggested reading for growth 
in this area. I've been taught that God leads us in this and 
that being a good partner is more important than looking."
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APPENDIX C4

SAMPLE COMMENTS TO SCHOOL PREPARATION -  QUESTION 25

Question: "As you think about your premarital preparation within
your schooling, what thoughts, feelings, ideas come to 
mind?"

Comments:
"The Bible IV class provided good information regarding marriage 
and relationships, and you could learn a lot if you really 
wanted to."
"The faculty and staff as a whole have been exemplary in their 
own lives and have shared their homes and experiences with us. 
Youth Guidance (Bible IV) has thoroughly covered premarital 
preparation. Home Economics touched quite a bit in this area 
also."
"I've learned a lot from my bibla classes about things E. G. 
White says. I think it helped me a lot."
"Senior bible class spent 2 weeks studying marriage. It was 
quite helpful."
"I think we should start learning about marriage and family 
before our senior year. They should teach it at least by our 
sophomore year. By the senior year our minds are made up and 
we've made a lot of mistakes because we never had a class in 
it."
"The school has been great about the whole thing. Always 
willing to help and always there. We have had plenty of classes 
to help us through it."
"The Youth Guidance chapters on dating should have been 
introduced during the freshman or sophomore years of Academy.
By the time we get to dating chapters our senior year, we've 
learned most of the stuff the hard way. I needed the info my 
freshman year. By my senior year I had read enough on my own, 
and had enough experience dating that [that] chapter was boring 
and, though enlightening, quite late."
"The ideas prescribed to me at this SDA school have helped me 
realize just how much is involved in marriage and how much more 
preparation I need before I feel comfortable about supporting 
and caring for a wife and/or family."
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"If the child is not taught, at home, these things, I think it 
is the school's job to teach them."
"I strongly feel that the senior bible class course on dating 
should be taught in the freshman year. Because by the senior 
year your ideas are set. I had a course on dating and sexuality 
my freshman year. And I'm not taking the senior course, I feel 
well prepared."
"I wish our school would prepare us better for marriage. More 
time and care should be taken when planning for these studies."
"Up until my senior yr, these things were left under the table 
so to speak. But I've really learned a lot this school year and 
I'm thankful for it."
"I felt the class I took was a help and probably a big eye 
opener. I only wish there had been more time."
"I think my school has a really good program for seniors. But I 
think a lot of the topics should be discussed earlier, perhaps 
not as deeply. In 9th or 10th grade possibly."
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APPENDIX C5

SAMPLE COMMENTS TO CHURCH PREPARATION -  QUESTION 35

Question: "As you think about your premarital preparation within
your church, what thoughts, feelings, ideas come to 
mind?"

Comments:
"I have never given the church a chance so don't know what help 
they could give but I’m sure that they would try their best to 
help if asked to do so."
"The church seems to be a bit noncommittal on the subject of 
marriage and all that is involved especially with young people.
I think that it could take a stronger more outspoken stand and 
this could only help young men and women to cope better with 
these situations today."
"I think it is the church's responsibility to inform it's people 
of these and how God would want it. I think the church should 
counsel with those who are planning on getting married."
"My home has not offered any kind of premarital preparation at 
all. The (my) church knows that these are young adults about to 
graduate, but they don't offer anything. Not even any books."
"The church's standards on marriage is definitely the way I 
would like to go. I doubt if I will be able to do it perfectly, 
but I would like to."
"I think that I can get good advice if I ask for it."
'The church deals intimately with how to relate your family to 
Christ, how to solve quarrels and how to grow in love. But 
everyday pressures and how to handle them is not really 
discussed."
"I have never thought of my church preparing me for marriage 
except for going to the pastor for counseling together with your 
fiancee' a year or so prior to your marriage. I was unclear on 
#34 as far as church is concerned. The actual church service 
doesn't teach much about marriage but there are activities on 
the side that do."
"I think the SDA church and pastors here do not speak freely on 
thi3 subject enough. They act as if this subject is something 
to be embarrassed about."
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"It's not a topic I hear discussed often but I feel there are 
individuals in the church that I could go to if I had any real 
specific questions."
"I never knew that such a big number of divorced, bad family 
could exist in our church. Why is it becoming so common? Why 
don't churches start groups or programs where only young people 
go and find out, or talk about how they feel their church should 
help youth prepare for marriage."
"As I was filling out 30 the thought hit me that I'm not aware 
of what the church provides for us. I attend a very large 
church and I'm sure they have some material. But if that is the 
case they should let people know so it can be used. I do 
appreciate the movies that the youth department brings every 
once in a while on dating and other pertinent issues. I think
there could be even more such programs."
"I think a little more could be done to keep those who are 
dating but not yet ready for marriage. It would help them to 
see, possibly what they are heading for."
"Being an S.D.A., I have gotten a lot of good advice from the 
sermons on how your life can be and how it is now."
"I wish they would speak more on these issues because every time
I turn around someone is either getting divorced or separating 
(even though they have been together more than 15 years.)"
"The pastor's family has made a huge difference in this area. 
When the pastor has a conscientious, God-fearing family, the 
pastor is more apt to be a better leader and counselor in the 
church. I've appreciated the individual interest that some of 
the church members take in the youth."
"Formally, as a church group, I have had little help from the 
church. I don't see this as a problem, though, because the 
philosphies of the church have reached me through parents and 
some other members and school. When you attend church once a 
week, you aren't as affected by it as you are by parents, 
school, etc."
"The church should have a qualified counselor that people can 
talk with about marriage preparation."
"I think my church needs more leisurely activities to draw young 
people into the church, and to make them want to stay once they 
get involved into the activity. Pathfinders is good, but once 
one gets to the age of 15 one tends to look for more activities 
involving action and excitement. And also activities that build 
up personal esteem. Many SDA churches tend to be too critical 
to the young people overlooking their feelings and ideas simply
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because of age. S.D.A. churches should involve young people 
more in activities."
"If not for ray church I would be totally baffled about marriage. 
I am not ready for marriage but I do know what to expect in my 
relationship. S.D.A. has prepared and informed me well. I 
thank God for that."
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APPENDIX C-6

SAMPLE COMMENTS FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

Question: If there is any additional information you would like to
provide in assisting with this questionnaire, please use 
this space. You may write on the back of these pages if 
necessary. Your suggestions would be most appreciated. 
Thank you for your assistance.

Comments:
"Concerning question #36. The home should be the basis for all 
family planning. The school, church and any other organization 
should just help out. You yourself are the final judge on 
whatever happens. You have to have the incentive to learn 
about all this. But it is to the home that you should turn to, 
to get this information.11
"I feel that I have learned a lot about myself from this 
questionnaire. It's very thorough. I feel a lot of people 
think they're communicating with teens while few really are. I 
find that we're often stereotyped as trouble makers, and 
aimlessly wandering. We need people to listen and communicate 
more than lecture and tell us all the things we're doing wrong."
'Tor the section on church, I feel a question asking how long 
you have been a member may help clarify why the scores are as 
they are."
"I think the parents should have the major job of preparing the 
children. It helps if the church and school help. It shouldn't 
be left up to the individual."
"I believe that schools can and do and should help prepare 
teenagers for marriage. I also believe that the basic 
responsibility of teaching the roles and ways marriage works 
best is in the home. Religion in the family is the 
responsibility of the church as far as teaching and the home for 
demonstrating. Roles should also be taught in the church but 
observed in the home. I come from a single parent family yet I 
have learned most of what I know about marriage from my mom. I 
have not observed 'conflict resolution,’ 'couple communication' 
but because I have heard about it from mom and in school and X 
Center Bible Church, I don't feel my marriage will fail. It is 
my responsibility to make sure that I am prepared for marriage. 
These areas are only the places where I got my learning. Home 
i3 designed to prepare you for your own home, but if something 
is not perfect at home you shouldn't give up or blame your 
parents. You should be able to get help from church and school
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but if that's not ideal, then you should find it elsewhere. If 
your marriage doesn't work that's you and your spouse not your 
parents, your pastor or your teacher. The most important thing 
we can be taught is the role God plays in a marriage."
"I feel that 1/2 of the knowledge I have about premarital 
preparation I got this year in my bible class and consumer 
education class. But the other half I learned from my 
biological parents. Even though they did get a divorce. I can 
still learn from mistakes. At this point in time, I don't want 
to get married. I feel it would just be a burden. Sorry, I 
didn't mean to get off the subject. The church (directly) 
didn't help me at all with pre-marital preparation only through 
school did they help. That hurts me a little, if anyone it 
should be the church. God Bless you! I have learned much about 
myself in doing this survey."
"I feel that everything should be based in the home. The school 
and church are helpers but not the primary means of this 
preparation. If the home is a happy one, with Christ the 
center, I think that these lessons will be taught. But if the 
home isn't what it should be then the person should turn to 
those other sources for this input. I think this is a great 
idea. Lately it seems that good looks have been out but there's 
still a great need for information, especially viewing the 
divorce rate today."
"I think there has been a drive to get kids thinking on the way 
the adults think. I feel that adults should be major input - 
but MUST have feedback from kids with interaction. Too much 
brainwashing and absolutes."
"I believe that the early years spent at home shape a person's 
outlook more than anything else. It's good that the church and 
school try to prepare us for marriage, but there is no 
substitute for growing up in a warm, Christian family."
"At this time in my life marriage ia the farthest thing from my 
mind. So why get hyper about something so far in the future."
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<2 • 144 .103 .101 .106 .113 .136 .123 .166 .042 .132 .264 (.3391 .196 .036 .164 .091
13 .073 .062 .322 .160 .116 .167 .130 .224 .142 .221 .264 .202 ( .2 2 9 ) .142 .261 .129
t4 .166 .167 .220 . I S .106 .177 .199 .244 .141 .240 .142 .219 .106 ( .2 1 6 ) .227 .094
13 .143 .104 .173 .173 .146 .167 .109 .236 .077 .171 .231 .314 .163 .227 (.3 9 3 ) .oa
(ft .100 .126 .327 .207 .224 .332 .361 .162 .219 .167 .269 .206 .160 .163 .224 ( .3 7 0

Th* 16 variable* • tha following 16 premarital- prwparation toplca:

1.Choica of lifa partnar 9 P aranting/chiId-car*
2. rinaneas in carriage 10 Daclalon (taking
3 . Dating/courtahip 11 I r v  laws/relative*
4. Huaan sexuality 12 Husband/wife rol*a
5 . Raligion in th* family 13 Goal aatting in aarrlag*
6 . CoupXa connunication U SaXf-aataaa/paraonal growth
7 . Conflict raaolutlon 15 Faaily-lif* aetivltlaa
a. Leisure-tia* planning 16 Commitment/divorce

TJ4LC 02

GOmCLAT I QMS P0SOMAL MVPtfUTfON
ItC M M  PMPMATIOI

* W W « I te a *  P ra aa ra T io a
^ a . i 2 3 4 3 6 T ft 9 10 tl 12 t3 14 19 16

i ( .2 6 6 ) .071 .220  .241 .106 .134 .193 .126 .164 .161 .120 .211 .172 .103 .121 .130
2 .162 ( .2 4 1 ) •133 .131 .(10 .073 .004 .126 .167 •079 .119 .176 .107 . l i f t .106 .034
3 .166 .033 ( .3 1 0 )  .237 .121 .199 .<76 .149 .113 .199 .103 .076 .079 .229 .114 .109
4 .202 .Iftt .269  ( .3 4 4 ) • 146 .129 .100 .119 .106 • 166 .124 .169 .132 .206 .117 .126
3 .266 .163 .2 6 9  .206 (.3061 .136 .196 .200 .266 . 21ft .123 .204 .167 .276 .247 .093
ft .223 .266 .323  .339 .124 ( .3 1 6 ) .206 .263 .179 .106 .164 .243 .220 .234 .202 .036
? .iftl .107 •207 .209 .040 .161 .269) .219 .144 .131 .167 .167 .162 .101 .161 .100ft .076 .174 .232  .137 • 146 .140 .142 ( . 20 2 ) .061 .109 .130 .230 .to o .214 .220 .067
9 .177 .166 .1 0 0  .120 .070 .199 .131 .133 ( .2 2 1) .073 .064 .226 .100 .122 .127 .036

<0 .267 .210 .236  .201 .161 .221 .232 .292 .136 ( .2 6 6 ) .106 .262 • 313 .299 .160 .113
II .063 . 1(6 .162  .204 .120 .137 . .169 .190 • 144 .090 .2 9 4 ) .160 .210 .232 .222 .061
12 .233 .134 •244 .263 .062 .160 .100 .206 • 170 .199 .129 ( . 220) .220 .229 .210 .124
13 .173 .103 .206  .266 .044 .169 .209 .310 .176 .176 .109 .242 ( .3 3 4 ) .260 .290 .077
14 .260 • 166 .263 .230 .217 .230 .290 .374 .242 .393 .266 .230 .312 (.463) .329 .177
13 .233 .220 .2 6 0  .290 .166 .103 .160 .346 .144 .216 .176 .247 .236 .271 ( .3 0 3 ) . 0 (6
1ft .206 .1 )3 .213  .244 .069 .141 .162 .173 • 147 .191 .162 .166 .163 .160 .216 (.2 6 4 )

•Th* 16 variable* ■ tha following 16 prasarltal-praparation topic*:
1. Cholca of Xif* partner 9* Parantlng/cnild-car*
2 . Finance* in aarrlag* 10. Decision caking
3* Dating/courtahip 11. 1*^ law*/relative*
4. Huaan a*xu*lity 12. Huaband/wif* rolaa
3. Religion In tha family 1J. Goal aatting in oarriag*
6. CoupXa coaaunicatlon 14. S*lf-**t**a/p*r*onal growth
7. Conflict raaolutlon 13. Family-lif* aetivltlaa
8. Laiaur^tXaa pXannlng 1 6. Coafflitaent/divorc*
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OMMUiriaMS *Qft •CWONAU ^tfM U riO N  
A*0 SOCOt MCPMAriOM

P erso n al
* - e a . 1 2 3 4 3 6 7

. “n o i P re ea re * fa e
6 9 >0 11 >2 '3 >4 (5 ’6

t t .2 1 l )  ..M 7 .163 .216 .229 .146 .179 .114 .195 .114 .161 .149 .091 .169 .123 . '40
2 •069 (..2371 .090 .109 .139 .122 .143 .144 .190 .129 .199 .214 .129 .075 .171 .046
3 .132 .124 (.2711 .232 .160 .2a .219 .276 .211 .096 .234 .232 .162 .147 .220 .137
4 .134 .147 .134 ( .3 1 7 ) .106 .209 .249 .224 .204 .169 .119 .234 .204 .100 .132 .144
5 .149 .210 .241 .199  <.329) .203 .220 .200 .134 .177 .203 .226 .140 .129 .134 .170
4 .254 .192 .227 .149 .200 ( .290) .307 .349 .274 .220 .226 .234 .270 .149 .236 .129
7 .164 .143 .144 .279 .174 .164 (.290) .319 .144 .206 .210 .164 .171 .193 .170 .124
6 .094 .140 .019 .123 .034 .040 .167 11.246) .199 .096 .179 .169 .201 .113 .194 .075
9 .223 .269 .212 .144 .159 .146 .219 .303 <.3991 .179 .304 .271 .174 .143 .327 .236

<0 .034 .102 .020 .117 .096 .111 .174 .209 .164 (.164) .173 .169 .122 .190 .196 .194
11 .243 .207 .203 .237 .137 .247 .293 .244 .147 .201 ( •346) .233 .244 .209 .267 .291
12 .294 .261 .2a  .191 .204 .227 .279 .236 .296 .263 .294 ( .377) .212 .163 .267 .299
IS .131 .213 .193 .130 .110 .206 .234 .241 .224 .207 .292 .297 <(.2 3 6 ) .134 .292 .199
14 .097 .149 .029 .124 .110 .173 .202 .274 .200 .299 .204 .124 .190 1.274) .239 .199
13 .177 .224 .113 .104 .043 .141 .217 .323 .2a .190 .319 .249 .206 .230  <.3 4 0 ) .161
16 .2 K .147 .212 ,113 .199 ,220 .194 .123 .132 .101 .193 .207 .094 .093 .096 1:.3 0 7 )

♦Tha 16» variables ■ the following 16 preoarital-preparation topics:
1 . Choice of Ufa partner 9. Parenting/child-care
2. Finances in aarrlaga 1 0 . Oaclalon asking
3. 3a ting/courtship 1 1 . In- laws/ relatives
4. Human sexuality 12. Huaband/vlfe roles
5- Raligion in tha faaily 13. Coal setting in aarrlaga
6 . Coupla com uni cation U. Self-esteem/personal growth
7. Conflict raaolutlon 15. Family-life activities
3. leisure time planning 16. Commitment/divorce

7A4LC 04

ooffKunoftS rot pcrsonm. neP«unoN
410 0 4 * 0 1  m CPOATlOl

V l O M l CSvreft P re e e re tio n
»*»«a.> 1 2 3 4 9 6 7 6 9 10 11 '2 13 14 15 16

1 ( .1 6 1 ) .044 .130 .133 .210 .126 .137 .161 .192 .141 .137 .153 .141 .161 .143 .216
2 .134 (.2201 .139 .149 .107 .142 .194 .142 • 191 .172 .131 .163 .126 .096 .140 .203
1 .044 .030 (.1091 .109 .122 .096 .069 .166 .073 .137 .on .116 .112 .140 .110 .141
4 .092 .040 .197 ( .1 6 4 ) .137 .124 .146 . t62 .206 .176 .199 .142 .141 .144 .137 .237
9 .132 .143 .194 .141 ( .2 3 4 ) .076 .096 .140 •232 .160 .106 .202 .117 .  174 .131 .190
6 .179 .112 .194 .211 .162 ( .2 2 9 ) .2a .221 .175 .261 .141 .193 .179 .236 .204 . 1 to? .031 .063 .132 .137 .037 .134 ( .2 0 7 ) .131 .070 .166 .127 .097 .141 .137 .145 .114
• .120 .097 .134 .132 .130 .134 .133 (.1 7 2 ) .110 .190 .143 .130 .117 .192 .194 .079
9 .212 .243 .265 .2 )6 .133 .163 .116 .172 .200 .114 .294 .2*0 .199 . I I I .206 .193

10 .210 .197 .143 .161 .164 .197 .204 • 146 .191 (.226) .193 .206 .162 .179 .204 .132
11 .194 .176 •2 t7  .196 .170 .200 .260 .197 .222 .241 (.3 3 4 ) .292 .243 .303 .217 .191
12 .179 .229 .194 .202 .191 .149 .192 .230 .126 .196 .272 :.272> .221 .176 .796 .243IS .201 .216 .203 .293 .146 .191 .237 .269 .164 .243 .263 .307 (.2 4 9 ) .244 .275 .203
14 .231 .241 .237 .232 .196 .242 .227 .261 .144 .247 .293 .203 .241 (.2 6 1 ) .230 .169
19 .249 .242 .267 .233 .212 .213 •221 .299 .197 .2a .327 .242 .244 .260 (.3 0 6 ) .144
16 .012 .079 .074 .022 .036 .049 .131 .049 .066 .134 .144 .121 .070 .110 .091 (.2 6 7 )

♦The 16 variables • the following 16 preaarltsl-preparatlon topics:
1. Choice of life partner 9. Parenting/child-care
2. Finances in aarrlaga 10. Decision asking
3* Da ting/courtship 31. In-laws/relatives
4. Huaan sexuality 12. Husband/wife rolaa
5* Raligion in tha tally 1 3. Qoal sotting in aarrlaga
6. Coupla coo* unication 14. Self-esteeo/personal growth
7. Conflict raaolutlon 15. Fanily-life aetivltlaa
8. leisure-time planning 16. Commitment/divorce
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TABLE 35
CHI SQUARE EOR PERSONAL PREPARATION AND 

RESPONSIBILITY FOR PREPARATION

Topics if p 3*

i. Choica of lifa partnar 6.338 6 .3865
2. FInaneas in aarrlaga 4.703 3 .7888
3. Dating/courtship 4.099 6 .6633
4. Himan saxuality 3.696 6 .1914
5. Raligion In tha family 3.535 9 .9393
S. Coupla cooBunication 10.608 6 .1 0 1 3
7. Conflict raaolutlon 12.742 9 .1746
S. Laisura tins planning 3.432 4 .4883
9. Paranting/ehlld-cara 10.463 6 .1064
10. Daciaion making 5.479 6 .4840
11. In-Iaw/ralativas 3.990 6 .5780
12. Huaband/wifa rolas 7.720 9 .5626
13. Coal satting in aarrlaga 20.507 9 .0150
'4. Salf-aataan/paraonal growth 16.490 9 .0573
15. Easily lifa activities 5.975 6 .4260
16. Coonitaant/divorca 13.338 12 .3449

*S • significant at p > <.05

TABLE D6

RESPONSES FOR PERSONAL PREPARATION AND RESPONSIBILITY 
FOR PREPARATION RELATING TO THE TOPIC:

COAL SETTING IN SARRIACE
Paraonal Praparation

Who la 
Raaponslbla

Wary
Poor Poor Adequate Cood

Vary
Cood Total

Saif N
<

3* 6
5.41

30
27.03

52
46.85

23
20.72

111

Haas N
«

C 16
14.95

35
32.71

38
35.51

18
16.82

107

School N
<

C 10
16.39

16
26.33

31
50.82

4
6.56

61

Church N
i

e 4
14.81

11
40.74

5
18.52

7
25.93

27

Total N 0 36 92 126 52 306

•C • eollapsad call
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TA£L£ 07
<23SSZJHIQ6 FOR TOPICAL EREPMUUDIamd toe mzwenai

Topical Has Prsperetlm
Prep. 1 2 3 4 5 6 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

1 '.1701 .as •043 -.019 .112 .050 .091 .032 • 1GB .119 .129 .068 .1® .1® .041 .070
2 .100 (.134) .176 .035 .126 .090 .106 .OBI .031 .13 .101 .068 .099 .086 .140 .069
3 .156 -.003 (.135) .019 .088 .064 .075 .166 .116 .161 .137 •09B .102 .142 .13 .050
4 .090 .014 .074 (.102) .006 .070 .031 .090 .026 .052 .112 .035 .056 .041 .062 -.011
5 .110 .0*9 .116 .050 (248) l£3 .13 .135 .253 .171 .084 .1® .056 31 .1® .146
€ .091 .083 .116 •OS .082 (.120) .140 .108 .091 .177 .077 .072 .®1 .127 .117 .076
7 .0B9 -.016 .091 .045 .042 .082 (.160) .068 -.010 .1® .1» .009 .001 .073 .036 .1®
a .107 .073 208 .087 .111 .137 .143 (31) -.014 .117 .154 .094 .164 .144 3 0 .072
9 .106 -.037 .073 - .a s .12 .041 .083 .059 (.168) .134 .13 .116 .080 .099 .096 .13

10 .08B .123 .147 .101 .093 .157 .189 .189 .1® (39) .172 .0)6 .1® .168 .154 .111
11 .096 .030 .173 .079 .096 .162 .141 .151 .102 .119 (37) .0® .1® .146 .157 .130
12 .125 .111 .134 .030 .112 .196 .151 .188 .094 .13B .222 (.174) .1® .140 .1® .099
13 .075 .022 .130 .016 .157 .107 .3 .153 .127 .176 .140 .13 (.148) .1® .172 .048
u .094 -.003 .107 .008 • 13B .120 .037 .13 .13 .144 .13 .08/ .096 (.2®) .144 .082
15 .078 .0B6 .133 .106 .128 .137 .114 .196 •13B .1® .1® .158 .167 .130 (30) .067
16 .072 -.063 .027 -.016 .050 -.008 .029 -.056 .®1 .077 .130 .034 -.006 .058 .010 (.336)

"The 16 variables ■ th. following 16 premarital-preparation topics:
1. Choica of lifa partnar 9. Parenting/child-care2. Finances In carriage 10. Oaclslsn suiting
3. Dating/courtahip 71. In-laws/relatives
4 . rluun sexuality 12. Husband/wife rol.s
5 . Religion in th. :fully 13. Coal satting in aarrlaga
9 . Couple cooBunicatlon 14. Self-eateeo/personal growth
7 . Conflict resolution 15. Fully-lifa aetivltlaa
6. Leisure-tine planning 1 6. Commitment/divorce

Tm-T 08
c a m jtn a G  tor -ropiaa. prepuueiih

we s a r a .  ?R£i>«Knni

Tnplfl School PraperatUn
?Tip. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 3 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

1 (.170) .054 .044 .117 .229 .163 .115 .045 .077 .071 .039 .148 .114 .1® .173 .191
z .172 (.173) .071 .137 .179 .13 .126 .180 .107 .13 .059 .13 .160 .148 .157 .152
3 .150 .182 (.249) 3 7 .135 31 .23 .120 .134 .164 .136 .173 .002 .129 .131 .161
4 .121 .100 .165 (.184) .007 .131 .174 .055 -.006 .028 .1* .087 .011 .060 .031 .096
5 .160 -34 -2Z3 .167 (.320) 3 3 3 2 .189 .146 .191 .166 .184 .143 3 5 .151 .148
6 J90 0792 .117 .021 .207 (.168) .13 .122 .104 .029 .061 .124 .13 .110 .117 .096
7 .006 .046 .149 .113 .220 .168 (.170) .055 .034 .024 .388 .1® .071 • 13B .027 .196
a ..CEO .126 .050 .0® -.029 .084 •1CB (.204) .073 .3*5 .152 .062 .071 .042 .1® .052
9 ■204 .178 .191 .236 3 3 .132 .171 .13 (.13) .148 .142 .1® .119 .156 .182 .191
10 .126 .1® .169 .198 -23 -226 .205 .234 -242 (3D) .132 .1® -240 3 7 3 9 .2®
11 .268 .277 .291 30 221 -209 .33 .295 -201 .1® (.362) 31 3 6 -239 -23 .277
12 .248 .142 .170 .177 .124 .170 3 9 .254 -206 .166 -243 (.279) .1® .170 -236 .238
13 .149 .221 .199 .179 -222 .143 .177 .151 .083 .169 .184 31 (35) 3 3 37 .1®
14 .158 .068 .171 .183 -252 -204 .151 .13 .137 .166 .134 3 5 .206 (.191) .1® .1®
15 .115 .190 .137 .139 .068 .178 -203 .189 .111 .140 33 .166 .1® .168 (36) .094
16 .0® .015 .099 .107 .091 .119 .116 4145 .039 .03 -.002 .040 .0® .036 -.016 (.319)

•The 16 varlsbles • th* following 16 preaarital-preparation topics:
1. Choice of Ufa partner
2. Finance* in carriage 
3* Dating/courtship
4. Hunan sexuality
5. Religion in the faaily
6. Couple eoonunication
7. Conflict resolution
8. Leisure-tiae planning

9. Parenting/child-car*
10. Deciaion aaking
11. In-laws/relatives
12. Husband/wife roles
13. Coal setting in aarrlag*
1 4. Self-esteea/personal growth
15. Fanlly-life activities
16. Coonitnent/divorce
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TAHZ 39
CCraELdOG KB TOPICAL KSPARXTZCIi 

AMD OURffl PREPARmCK

Topical CTurcn Preparation
?rep. 1 2 3 4 5 a a 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 •6

1 1.079) -.034 .007 .024 .112 .010 .060 .059 .053 .114 .003 .042 .053 .093 -.009 .141
2 .110 (.034) .085 4772 .184 .091 .171 .211 .108 .149 .033 •OBI .043 .113 .134 .106
3 .066 -.009 (.042) .084 -.072 -.061 .030 .108 .025 .066 .013 .065 .013 .12B .064 .093
4 -.051 -J16 -.060 (.013) -.070 -.079 .017 .031 .007 .054 .039 .026 -.034 .062 -.005 .070
5 .161 .070 .176 .183 (.200) 4S5 .132 .127 .136 .172 .070 .112 .106 .215 .130 .279
6 JOB -.103 -4714 -.COB .050 (4729) .057 .055 -.040 .127 .010 .026 .029 .130 .03 .085
7 -.001 -.096 -.069 -.007 .112 4750 (.153) .057 .029 .132 -.010 .049 .046 .163 .002 .198
a •C24 .032 -4715 .019 -.02B -.051 .077 (.129) -4732 .067 .073 .044 .058 .055 .104 .062
9 .032 -.033 .021 .015 .060 -.052 .050 •03B (.028) .072 .039 .063 .078 .122 .093 .107

10 .045 -0B4 -.012 .048 .060 -.024 .089 .085 -.018 (. 1») .027 -.002 .089 .186 .075 .067
11 .057 .052 .040 .015 .031 .053 .095 .082 .051 .176 (.143) .059 .081 • 19B .085 .057
12 .064 •0B2 .072 .064 .008 .047 .093 .105 •03B .146 .122 (.116) .117 .155 .066 .077
13 .022 -.015 .003 .063 .047 -.019 .070 .062 .000 .096 4715 .074 (.099) .142 .048 .039
14 -.050 -.066 .032 .015 -.022 -.077 .017 .011 .011 .062 4748 .03 .010 (.145) .024 .012
15 .069 .030 .027 .078 -.COB -.012 .065 .119 -.010 .090 .150 .0B7 .080 .110 (.095) -.019
16 -.079 -.119 -.098 -.099 -.014 -.042 -.016 -.080 -.099 .on -.078 -.122 -.129 -.007 -.117 (.138)

•The 16 vsrisblss ■ th* following 16 premarital-preparation topics:
1 . Choic* of life partner 9.
2. Finances in sarrlsg* 10.
3. Dating/ courtship 1 1.
4. Huaan sexuality 12.
5. Religion in th* fsaily 13*
6. Couple coaaunication 1 4.
7. Conflict resolution 1 3.
8. Leisure-tin* planning 1 6.

Parenting/ cnild-care 
Decision caking 
Ir̂  lavs/relative* 
Husband/wife roles 
Coal setting in oarriage 
Self-esteea/personal growth 
Fsaily-life activities 
Conaita*nt/divorce

TABLE 010
CHI SQUARE FOR TOPICAL PREPARATION AND 

RESPONSIBILITY FOR PREPARATION

Topics *2 If P 3*

1• Choica of lifa partnar 2.307 3 .4224
2. Finances in marriage 5.475 4 .2420
3- Dating/courtahip 9.440 6 .2076
4. Huaan sexuality 9.499 6 .1474
5. Raligion in tha faaily 18.917 6 .0043 3
6. Coupla coMunication 3.599 4 .4630
7. Conflict raaolutlon 2.920 6 .3168
8. Leisure time planning 1.077 6 .9825
9. Parenting/child-care 33.761 6 .0000 3
10. Decision making 8.011 6 .2373
11. In-law/relatives 4.200 9 .3978
12. Hushand/vife roles 5.596 6 .4697
13. Coal setting in aarriage 3.986 6 .6785
1 4. Self-esteem/personal growth 15.348 6 .0177 S
15. Faaily life aetivltlaa 13.925 6 .0305 s
1 6. Coaeltaant/divorce 10.536 9 .3087

• significant it p • < .0 3
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TABLE J11

RESPONSES FOR TOPICAL PREPARATION AMD RESPONSIBILITY
FOR PREPARATION RELATIMC TO THE TOPIC:

RELICION IN THE FAMILY
Parsonal Praparmtlon

Who is 
Raspoaaiblt

Hot
Important

Slightly
Iaportant

Nodaritaly 
Iaportant

Vary
Iaportant

Vary Highly 
Iaportant Total

SalT

Hoaa

School

Church

K
%

H
i
H
%
H
%

C*

C

C

C

C

c

c

c

8
22.86

12
3.05

5.88
10

10.31

9
25.71

17
11.41

5
29.41

24
24.74

18
51.43
120

30.54
11

64.71
63

64.95

35

149

17

97

total H C c 31 55 212 298

♦C ■ eollapaad call

TABLE D12

RESPONSES
FOR

FOR TOPICAL PRCTARATION AND RESPONSIBILITY 
PREPARATION RELATING TO THE TOPIC: 

PAROrriNC/CHILD CARE

Topical Preparation
Who is 

Raspooalbla
Not

Iaportant
Sll«htly
Iaportant

Nodarataly
Iaportant

Vary
Iaportant

V.ry Highly 
Iaportant Total

s . i r  ; C* C 6
2 2 .2 2

6
2 2 .2 2

15
5 5 .5 6

27

- C c 5
2.4A

12
20 .1 9

158
77.07

205

School J C c 5
9 .6 2

19
3 6 .5 1

28
53 .8 5

52

Church J C c 3
16 .6 7

alA.n 7
3 8 .8 9

18

Total N C c 19 75 208 302

•C • collapaad call
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TABLE D13

RESPONSES FOR TOPICAL PREPARATION AMS RESPONSIBILITY 
FOR PREPARATION RELATING TO THE TOPIC t 

SELT-ESTEIM/PERSOHAL GROWTH

Who la
Responsible

Topical Preparation
Not

Iaportant
Slightly

Iaportant
Nodarataly
Iaportant

Vary
Iaportant

Vary Highly 
Iaportant Total

N C» C ZA 51 56 131
* 18.32 38.93 12.75
N C C 13 33 65 111
< 11.71 29.73 58.56
N c c 7 11 17 38School * 18.12 36.81 11.71
H c c 1 15 7 23Church i 1.35 65.22 30.13

Total H c c 15 113 115 303
•C • collapsed call

TABLE D1A

RESPONSES FOR TOPICAL PREPARATION AND RESPONSIBILITY 
FOR PREPARATION RELATINC TO THE TOPIC i 

FAMILY-LIFE ACTIVITIES
Topical Preparation

Who Is 
Responsible

Not
Iaportant

Slightly
Iaportant

Nodarataly
Iaportant

Very
Iaportant

Very Highly 
Iaportant Total

Self N
t

C» C a
31.29

26
37.11

20
28.57

'0

Hoaa N
<

C C 16
22.77

92
15.51

64
31.68

202

School N
*

C C 1
13.79

9
31.03

16
55.11

29

Church N
t

c C 2
16.67

8
66.67

2
16.67

12

Total N c c 76 135 102 313
*C a collapsed call
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TABLE D15
CHI 'SQUARE FOR HOME PREPARATION AND 
RESPONSIBILITY FOR PREPARATION

Topiea df p

1 . Choica of lifa partnar
2. Flnancaa in aarrlag
3. Datlns/courtahip 
A. Hiaan sexuality
5. Raligion in tha faaily
6. Coupla c o m  unicat ion
7. Conflict raaolutlon
9. Laiaura tima planning
9. Parantlng/ehild-eare
10. Daclaion making
1 1. In-law/ralativee
12. Huaband/vife rolaa
1 3. Coal setting in aarrlaga
1 4. Salf-eataaa/personal growth
15. Faaily lifa aetivltlaa
1 6. Cooaitaant/dlvorce

1 3 .1 5 2 6 .0407 S
20.063 8 .0101 s
18.148 8 .0201 3
6.939 9 .6435
13.845 12 .3107
12.213 9 .2016
21.792 12 .0399 S
5.032 8 .7542
15.034 9 .0900
12.287 9 .1976
16.746 9 .0528
12.486 12 .4075
15.752 12 .2029
19.176 12 .0844
9.588 9 .3848
15.128 12 .2345

*S • significant at p • <.05

TABLE D16

RESPONSES FOR HONE PREPARATION AND RESPONSIBILITY 
FOR PREPARATION RELATING TO THE TOPICt 

CHOICE OF LIFE FARTHER
Hoaa Preparation

Who la 
Raapooalbla Poor

Vary
Poor Adequate Cood

Yery
Cood Total

Saif * C» 13
1 0 .1 6

32
25 .0 0

46
3 5 .9 4

37
28 .91

128

H-a - c 1 4
10 .5 3

17
12.78

50
37 .59

52
39 .1 0

133

School g c 5
2 0 .8 3

5
20 .83

11
4 5 .8 3

3
12 .50

24

Total N c 32 54 107 92 285

•C ■ collapaad call
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TABLE D17

RESPONSES FOR HONE PREPARATION AND RESPONSIBILITY
FOR PREPARATION RELATING TO THE TOPIC:

FINANCES IN MARRIAGE
Ho m  Preparation

who la 
Responsible

Very
Poor Poor Adequate Cood

Very
Coed Total

Self J 0
.00

5
10.20

7
11.29

24
18.98

13
26.53

19

Home J 1
.70

21
14.69

42
29.37

37
25.87

12
29.37

143

School J 5
1.20

17
11.29

39
32.77

37
31.09

21
17.65

119

Total N 6 13 98 98 76 311

TABLE DIB

RESPONSES FOR HONE PREPARATION AND RESPONSIBILITY 
FOR PREPARATION RELATING TO THE TOPIC:

DATING/COURTSHIP
Hoaa Preparation

Uho Is 
Raspooalbla

Vary
Poor Poor Adequate Cood

Very
Cood Total

S.1T * 1
1.22

8
9.76

35
42.68

24
29.27

14
17.07

82

H—  *
7

1.29
30

18.40
14

26.99
50

30.67
32

19.63
163

School J 4
3.89

12
26.67

17
37.78

S
17.78

4
8.89

45

Total N 12 50 96 82 50 290
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TABLE D19

RESPONSES FOR HOME PREPARATION AND RESPONSIBILITY 
FOR PREPARATION RELATING TO THE TOPIC: 

CONFLICT RESOLUTION

Uho la 
Raaponalbla

Hona Praparati.cn

Total
Vary
Poor Poor Adequate Good

Very
Good

N 2 9 25 22 12 70Saif * 2.36 12.36 35.71 31.43 17.14
N 16 35 37 51 26 165
< 9.70 2 1 .2 1 22.42 30.91 15.76
N 6 5 23 11 4 49School < 12.24 1 0 .2 0 46.94 22.45 3.16
N 0 5 9 6 4 24Church < .0 0 20.33 37.50 25.00 16.67

Total N 24 54 94 90 46 308

TABLE 020
CHI SQUARE FOR SCHOOL PREPARATION 

RESPONSIBILITY FOR PREPARATION
AND

Toplca it P 5*

1. Choice of lifa partner 7.760 9 .5585
2. Finaneee in carriage 11.307 8 .1 6 0 0
3. Datlng/eourtahip 4.001 9 .9113
4. Huaan aexuallty 6.526 9 .6863
5. Religion in the faaily 13.000 9 .0909
6 . Couple coaaunication 4.072 9 .9066
7. Conflict raaolutlon 4.333 9 .3486
3. Lelauro time planning 6.069 3 .63959. Parenting/chlld-care 9.066 6 .1699

1 0. Declalon caking 1 0 .6 0 2 9 .3040
1 1. In-iaw/ralatlvae 12.687 9 .1773
12. Huaband/vlfa rolea 10.763 9 .2923
13. Gael letting In aarrlaga 15.879 9 .0694
1 4. Self-estaeo/personal growth 8.697 9 .4657
15. Faaily lifa aetivltlaa 13.534 9 .1399
16. Coaaitaent/divorce 10.597 9 .3044

•S • algnifleant at p • <.03
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TABLE 021

CHI SQUARE FOR CHURCH PREPARATION AND 
RESPONSIBILITY FOR PREPARATION

Topics *2 dr P 3»

1. Choice of life partner 23.065 12 .0272 S
2. Finances in tmarriage 26.416 8 .0009 S
3. Dating/courtahip 9.754 12 .63754« H u u a  aesuallty 15.455 a •05095* Religion in ths faaily 6.739 9 .66426. Coupla coaaunlcatlon 14.336 9 .1109
7. Conflict resolution 17.664 12 .12638. Leisure tlaa planning 9.789 a .2802
9. Parenting/chlld-care 12.431 12 .4117
10. Decision asking 15.826 12 .199411. In-law/relatives 26.877 9 .0015 s
12. Husband/wife rolss 26.035 12 .0106 s
13. Goal setting in aarrtage 19.232 12 .083114. Self-estaea/personal growth 21.912 12 .0385 3
15. Faaily life activities 39.863 12 .0001 S
16. Coailtaent/dlvorce 25.478 12 .0127 s

•S ■ significant st p ■ <.03

TABLE 022

RESPONSES FOR CHURCH 
FOR PREPARATION 

CHOICE
PREPARATION AND RESPONSIBILITY 
RELATING TO THE TOPIC!
OF LIFE PARTNER

Church Preparation
Uho la 

Raapooalble
Vary
Poor Poor Adequate Cood

Vary
Cood Total

Sail £ 6
4.69

23
17.97

41
32.03

30
23.44

28
21.87

128

NHo“  %
7

5.34
36

27.48
48

36.64
31

23.66
9

6.87
131

School J 3
12.50

6
25.00

7
29.17

4
16.67

4
16.67

24

Church J 1
5.26

3
15.79

3
15.79

5
26.32

7
36.84

19

Total N 17 68 99 70 48 302
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TABLE D23

RESPONSES FOR CHURCH PREPARATION AND RESPONSIBILITY
FOR PREPARATION RELATING TO THE TOPIC t

FINANCES IN MARRIAGE
Church Pr.pu.ticn

Uho is 
Basponslbla Vary

Poor Poor Ad^uat. Good
V .rT  
Good Total

s « i r Nft 1
2 .0 4

13
26 .3 3

17
34 .69

7
14 .29

11
22 .45

49

Has*
Hft 19

13 .48
50

3 5 .4 6
43

30 .50
20

14 .18
9

6 .3 8
141

School »ft 22
18 .64

49
4 1 .5 3

30
2 5 .4 2

12
10 .17

5
4 .2 4

118

Total H 42 112 90 39 25 308

TABLE 024

RESPONSES FOR CHURCH PREPARATION AND RESPONSIBILITY 
FOR PREPARATION RELATING TO THE TOPICi 

IM-LA US/RELATIVES
Church Prop.ration

Uho i. 
Ra.pooalbl.

Vary
Poor Poor Adequate Good

V.ry
Good Total

S«lf N
*

5
6 .9 4

14
19 .44

28
3 8 .8 9

25
34 .72

C* 72

Hon. N
%

36
17 .65

74
3 6 .2 7

69
3 3 .8 2

25
12 .25

c 204

School N
*

4
2 0 .0 0

7
35 .00

6
3 0 .0 0

3
15 .00

c 20

Church N
*

2
14 .2 9

7
50 .00

3
2 1 .4 3

2
14 .29

c 14

Total N 47 102 106 55 c 310

•C • collapMd call
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TABLE 025

RESPONSES FOR CHURCH PREPARATION AND RESPONSIBILITY 
FOR PREPARATION RELATING TO THE TOPIC: 

HUSBAND/WIFE ROLES

Church Preparation
who la 

laapooalble
Vary
Poor Poor Adequate Good

Vary
Good Total

Saif 0
.00

17
23.61

20
27.73

18
25.00

17
23.61

72

Hone j 16
9.36

45
26.32

55
32.16

42
24.56

13
7.60

171

NSchool « 2
5.71

3
22.36

11
31.43

3
22.86

6
17.14

35

Church « 5
20.00

7
28.00

3
12.00

5
20.00

5
20.00

25

Total H 23 77 39 73 41 303

TABLE 026

RESPONSES FOR CHURCH PREPARATION AMD RESPONSIBILITY 
FOR PREPARATION RELATING TO THE TOPIC: 

SELF-ESTEEM/PERSONAL GROWTH
Church Preparation

Who la 
Raapooalbla Vary

Poor Poor Adequate Good
Very
Good Total

Saif £ 4
3.01

15
11.28

48
36.09

38
28.57

28
21.05

133

\
8

7.34
27

24.77
33

30.28
28

25.69
13

11.93
109

School J 4
10.53

12
31.58

11
28.95

3
21.05

3
7.89

38

Church g 2
3.70

4
17.39

6
26.09

9
39.13

2
3.70

23

Total N 18 58 985 33 46 303
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TABLE 027

RESPONSES FOR CHURCH PREPARATION AHD RESPOHSBILITY 
FOR PREPARATION RELATING TO THE TOPIC:

FAMILY-LIFE ACTIVITIES
Church Preparation

Who is 
Rasponalbla

Vary
Poor Poor Adaquata Good

Vary
Good Total

Saif \ 2
2.82

14
19.72

16
22.54

25
35.21

14
19.72

71

Horn 17
3.50

S3
31.50

78
39.00

31
15-50

11
5.50

200

School » 5
17.24

3
27.59

9
31.03

6
20.69

1
3.45

29

Church w 3
25.00

2
16.67

3
25.00

3
25.00

1
8.33

12

Total N 27 37 106 65 27 312

TABLE D2S
RESPONSES FOR CHURCH PRffARATION AND RESPONSIBILITY 

FOR PREPARATION RELATING TO THE TOPIC: 
CQMUTKENT/DIYORCE

Church Preparation
Who is Vary Vary

Rasponalbla Poor Poor Adaquata Good Good Total

Saif ? 5
5.as

a
7.06

21
24.71

26
30.59

27 
31.76

35

Hona ? 10
3.00

32
25.60

28
22.40

36
28.80

19
15.20

125

School - 3
9.09

10
30.30

8
24.24

9
27.27

3
9.09

33

Church - 5
7.69

20
30.77

16
24.62

11
16.92

13
20.00

65

Total N 23 68 73 82 62 308
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TABLE 329
VARIMAX ROTATED FACTOR MATRIX FOR 
PREMARITAL PREPARATION TOPICS

Vari
able No. Faetor 1 

Church
Factor 2 
School

Faetor 3 
Hamm

Factor 4 
Paraonal

Factor 5 
Topical

Factor ' 
Cooaitaai

PP71 1 .039 .032 .101 .366 .087 .273
PP72 2 .103 .114 .111 .576 -.032 .032
PP73 3 .022 .114 .117 .509 .214 .225
PP74 4 .065 .136 .132 .547 .043 .228
PP75 5 .076 .225 .248 .304 .043 .145
PP76 6 .076 .177 .186 .625 .114 .004
PP77 7 .039 .128 .084 .604 .165 .094
PP78 8 .066 .049 .114 .586 .111 -.267
PPT9 9 .097 .235 .088 .445 .060 -.099
PP710 10 .181 .046 .196 .589 .003 -.061
PP711 11 .121 .188 .061 .564 .144 -.107
PP71Z 12 .059 .162 .107 .794 .037 -.017
PP713 13 .171 .108 .148 .675 .160 -.181
PP71A 14 .212 .071 .283 .481 .161 -.145
PP715 15 .202 .111 .175 .589 .171 -.312
PP716 16 -.012 .149 .122 .504 .1 6 8 .280
TP81 17 -.007 *01 .061 .081 •409 .298
IP 82 18 .091 .003 .073 .019 -477 -.084
TP83 19 -.031 .036 .101 .215 .591 .096
IP 84 20 -.047 -.042 -.044 .244 •477 .166
TP 85 21 .112 .145 .119 -.034 .379 .207
TP 86 22 -.031 -.015 .083 .121 .386 .179
TP 87 23 .049 -.024 -.007 .143 .604 .294
TP 88 24 .056 -.015 .098 .131 .630 -.296
TP 89 25 -.024 .107 .055 .001 .571 .149
TP810 26 -.032 .132 .040 .008 .681 -.031
TP811 27" -.004 .225 .051 .178 .629 -.110
TP812 28 .018 .131 .088 .151 .658 -.132
TPB13 29 -.016 .118 .093 .040 .657 -.156
TP814 30 -.034 .090 .071 .013 .645 -.009
TP 815 31 .000 .095 .117 .071 .691 -.310
TP816 32 -.078 -.004 .001 .050 .522 .420
HP161 33 .125 -.027 .646 .194 .059 .196
HP162 34 .169 .067 .597 .105 -.044 -.048
HP163 35 .185 -.003 .641 .275 .077 -.008
HP164 36 .157 .001 .497 .347 .016 .044
HP165 37 .127 -.007 .570 .020 .123 .035HP166 38 .104 .064 .775 .100 .058 -.047
HP167 39 .115 .071 .791 .123 .046 .056
HP168 40 .041 .104 .680 .180 .113 -.292
HP169 41 .130 .071 .696 .074 .096 .082
HP1610 42 .140 .125 .720 .046 .114 .092
HP1611 43 .123 .102 .589 .117 .121 -.007
HP1612 44 .139 .019 .759 .177 .049 .000
HP1613 45 .209 .066 .777 .160 .040 -.084
HP1614 46 .199 .111 .766 .161 .087 .009
HP1615 47 .124 .154 .704 .142 .095 -.179
HP1616 48 .036 .043 .570 -.014 .086 .399

— continued an n«xt pafa
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— continued froa last p«*e
SP241 49 .103 .733 .016 .103 .036 .052
SP242 50 .105 .688 .166 .083 .031 -.084
3P243 51 -.007 .720 -.022 .126 -093 .119
SP244 52 .077 .680 .005 .117 .072 .130
SP245 53 .146 .631 .099 .024 .084 .237
SP246 34 .139 .783 .058 .104 .082 .106
SP247 55 .127 .762 .088 .191 .078 .035
SP248 56 .163 .673 .117 .220 .095 -.226
20249 57 .140 .633 .112 .ias .002 -.086
SP2410 58 .188 .729 .129 .060 .003 -.049
5P2411 59 .184 .686 .010 .223 .107 -.218
SP2412 60 .195 .763 .085 .167 .036 .014
SP2413 61 .182 .733 -.013 .084 .057 -.107
SP2414 62 .150 .672 .048 .015 .120 -.012
SP2415 63 .200 .667 .104 .142 .085 -.271
SP2416 64 .152 .641 .013 .099 .101 .267
CP341 65 •804 .081 .115 .052 .014 -.019
CP342 66 .7*5 .124 .160 .069 -.068 -.133
CP343 67 .736 .102 .162 .137 -.034 .017
CP344 68 .726 .099 .159 .127 -.004 -.050
CP345 69 .643 .124 .161 .044 -.017 .250
CP346 70 .831 .202 .104 .051 -.067 .032
CP347 71 .808 .144 .135 .088 .038 .059
CP34B 72 .7*3 .102 .141 .124 .049 -.148
CP349 73 .771 .160 .095 .080 -.052 .053
CP3410 74 .758 .186 .155 .100 .083 .019
CP3411 75 .749 .159 .103 .186 -.004 -.154
CP3412 76 .809 .167 .189 .114 -.022 .002
CP3413 77 .823 .177 .162 .051 -.001 -.027
CP34H 78 .702 .209 .203 .072 .106 .069
CP3413 79 .809 .129 .114 .111 .029 -.132
CP3416 SO .673 .137 .140 .128 .014 .395
H ■ 318 VP 10.320 8.849 8.293 6.099 5.897 2.319
VP ■ Variance explained by tha factor.
Variable • Divlalon heading, quaatlon nuabar, and topic nuabar: i.e.. PP71 
ia paraonal preperatiai, quaatlon 7, Choice of Ufa partner.

XAOi! COO

Hnsi p o u b l  loujdcs k r  m e n *  six*

Variable Loading Title

EPT16 •2B0 Ct^nHaaiVdlvtxoe
TO16 .420 *
*>1616 .399 «
32416 JB ? *t
35416 .395 it

PE715 -.312 tally Ufa activities
T 0 15 -.310 *
32415 -.Z71
S7B -3S7 Lalatra tin pining
TOB -.296 »f
HP168 -.292 if

3245 uB J Raligim in tha tally
0545 350 If

PE71 278 Qrainw of life tartan1
TO1 -29B •f

TO7 •294 Conflict taanlntlai

*Fbr rafame, a n  Tbhla 029 for rota tad Carter taetrix.
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TAHX 331
SUE AMD ETOBAEILIIT FX0HE5 -CR FSBOrttl.
ousactgxics ax sexkal ĉ zparatẑ j 

ch 16 ?saiAjmu. xpics

Ouaat- Pan. Oar. Otgaea
Ho. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 1 9 10 t1 •2 - - -

1. 3.91 3.44 3.79 3.36 3.51 3.35 3.52 3.S7 3.44 3.37 3.55 3.73 3.60 3.5 * .74 * .—3
Fm l Ls 4.02 3.37 3.97 3.74 3.31 4.06 3.75 3.76 3.70 3.77 3.X 3.87 3.62 3.70 3.X 3.71

P •274 -230 .056 X74 .008 .035 X20 • 308 .023 .305 .153 .142 X50 •aiC .6X .369

2. 1 yr. 4X0 3.40 4X0 3.80 3X0 4.60 3.60 340 3X0 4.X 340 4.X 3.X 3.-0 *40 3.X
2-4 yra. 4.14 3.59 4.C2 3.81 3.77 4.00 S . 'S 3.79 3.69 3.77 3.37 3.37 3.63 3.u= *.72 3.32
5» yn. 3.33 3-46 3X3 3.79 3.65 3.94 3.69 3.68 3.53 3X2 3.63 3.78 3.60 3.'= i  - n t  —c

Sot OBTTV 3.71 3.82 3.88 3.94 3.53 3.91 3.75 3.94 3.59 4.X 3.47 3.82 3.75 .* .? .• '..A }.*
P •3B3 .356 .342 .328 .321 435 .922 463 .578 .708 .811 .810 • AX .73? .694 X49

3. Taa 4.13 3.77 4.16 4.02 4.09 4.21 3.* 3X8 3X8 3.91 3.® 4.03 i rt 3.X 4.07
So 3.91 347 3X4 3.74 3.57 3.30 3.56 3.67 3.50 3.79 3.55 3.76 3.56 3.71 3.73 3.17
'Jnoartain 3.95 3.25 3.60 3.74 3.63 4.X 3.55 3.60 3.65 3.X 3.X 3.70 3.50 t 3.X 3.60

P .363 .033 .007 .091 .001 .049 .253 X14 .019 .547 .047 .069 .1*8 .411 .134

a. Taa 4.03 3.56 4.00 3.SB 3.81 4.01 3.75 3.71 3.53 3.75 3.55 3.X 3.64 3.X 3.68 3.7?
So 3.95 3.53 3X5 3.76 3X2 3.96 3.69 3.74 3.58 3.86 3.6a 3X4 3.62 3.75 3.31 3.IS
jnoartain 3.64 2.91 3.54 3.60 3.30 3.73 3.36 3.27 3.27 3.73 3.55 3.27 3.27 3.55 3.31 3 .S K

P .362 .094 .117 .442 .154 .6X .454 .267 .534 459 .460 .118 474 .391 .436 ..72
?m 4.01 3.47 3.95 3.87 3.71 4.J5 3.73 3.70 5.54 3.79 3.64 3.82 3.62 T — 3.75 3.37
So 4.02 3X9 3X9 3.79 3.58 3.90 3.63 3.24 3.X 3.95 3.65 3.87 3.77 3.73 3.32 3.47
Jnoartain 3.36 3-29 3X9 3.05 3X0 3.43 3.10 3-29 3.55 3.57 3.48 348 3.14 2.31 3.43 3.04

P .003 .096 .003 .001 .501 .007 .004 .044 409 .097 .736 .184 .045 .OX X01 .023

6. Taa 4.02 3.54 3.96 3X0 3.75 4.10 3.81 3.7S 3.65 3.84 3.72 3.® 3.72 3.78 3.37 3.73
S o 3.94 3.51 3X9 3X9 3X1 3.79 3.57 3.7B 344 3.91 344 3.68 346 3.X 3.63 3.63
Jnoartain 3.77 3-47 3-47 3.SB 3-42 3.59 3.24 3.29 3.55 3.50 3.X 3.68 3.29 347 3.41 3.X

P 218 ■924 .008 X34 .180 .001 .001 .019 .295 .039 .056 .131 .012 .197 .007 .661

9 . Taa 4.37 3.97 4.T7 4X0 3X3 4X3 4.11 3.94 4.23 4.T7 3.77 4.J1 3.74 4.03 4.09 4.T7
So 3.91 3U3 3X2 3.73 3X4 3.90 3X4 3.68 346 3.77 3.59 3.72 3.56 3.71 3.70 3.73
Jnoartain 3.95 3.56 3.9B 3X0 3.70 4.11 3.65 3.X 3.66 3.X 3.72 3.86 3.72 3.59 3X4 3.77

P .008 .007 .048 .Q2D 441 .052 X18 X87 .000 .022 42D .001 .359 .082 .045 .076

!tara 3 • vary «aai 1
Tacdcw 1. Ufa i

2. FH
3. CojraUiln/antiâ  
A. lian aaaalIty

9uaadaat

3. flall*im6. FiMiihal 11ii
7. Conflict!
3. U l a n  tlaa

9. Panantlr^chlLa-nn
10. jaclasm taking
11. In-laâ nlatlvaa
12. Aabanl/wifa rolaa

13. Ooal srtcing
14. Fanami <£tjwot
13. Family-lifa acuvitlaa 16. Oaaniaawaivarea

1. Sax
2. If you «an to any, do you ax̂ act to ba oamad uittUni
3. Ia ttan ■ » —  to O a  you ham tunad Car pamal ooumllng rantrrllng frarltal jrapantion?
4. Hava you r » " " ‘ly lmlart at raan m aa in urtar to fnpan yoraalf fv aamig?
3. Uittaut ]ox Inquiring. haw «Xilta aomalad >ath you atout izanrltal trapaimticTi?
6. Aa you tftlnk about you inalttl txwpamtim, la tan a mrlart oagila to unoa you look aa a

gxxl rola aodal for your tarrtaga?
9. Do you faal you an raaOy for rnarriaga?
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TABLE OS
SUE UB trmMHn.TTY nUFES E® HUE CWWdRIStBS 

AMD PSSOUL FSCARATIOI 
«  16 EHMAREDIL TOPICS

Ouaat. Fan Qar. Topics
Mo. 6 teaadp. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 a 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

10. Bln. 3.96 3X9 3X7 3X3 3X8 3.94 3.72 3X7 3.55 3X6 3X1 3.77 3.53 3.77 3.74 3.75
Stm 3.SB 3X1 3.78 3.70 3.70 4.00 3.87 3.70 3.60 3.67 3.59 4.04 3.74 3.74 3.89 3.®
Slncla 4.07 3X6 4X0 3.73 3.77 4.05 3.75 3X0 3.78 3.75 3.71 3X2 3X0 3.9 3.77 3X0
(Matlvn 4.00 2X0 3X0 3.75 2.60 3.60 3.60 3.60 3X0 3XD 3X0 3X0 3.00 3X0 3X0 3.9
Ebatn 3X6 3X9 4-14 3.57 3.57 4.00 2X6 4X0 4.14 3.57 3X6 3.71 3.71 4.14 4.14 3.37
Otiar 3X8 3.79 4.00 3.79 3.79 4.13 3.67 3.92 3X6 3XB 3X3 4.04 3.96 3.9 3.88 4.13

P .947 •243 .339 .949 X90 X39 .300 .721 .399 .343 .698 .407 .110 .336 .519 .646
11. tenth K 4.00 3.30 4.9 4.9 4.00 3.9 3.9 4.00 4.9 3.00 3.9 3.9 3.9 3.9 4.00 4.00

tenth F 4-12 3.5B 4.17 3X7 4X9 3.92 4X0 3X3 4.17 3X3 3X8 4.08 4.17 3X3 3.75 4.00
Daath Both 3.50 2.00 3.9 4X0 2.9 4.00 3.9 3.9 3.00. 3.9 3.9 3.00 3.00 3.9 3.9 3.9
tepaintian 3.92 3.77 4XB 4.00 3X5 4X0 3X6 3X6 3.39 3X2 3X6 3.54 3.69 3.54 3.77 3.33
Oimeea 3.99 3XB 3.87 3.70 3.61 4.09 3.72 3.78 3.63 3.76 3.73 3.97 3.76 3.63 3.90 3XB
Anul. 3X0 3.00 4X0 4X0 4X0 4.00 4X0 4.00 4X0 3.00 4.50 4.00 3.00 3.9 4.00 3.9

P .313 .31 .764 X06 .397 .952 .75B .994 X77 .622 X7B .391 .382 .985 .984 XQ4
12. Taa 4X2 3.50 4X9 3X5 3.99 4.17 3X4 3X1 3.71 3X1 3X1 3.96 3.70 3X1 3.92 3X6

Mo 3.91 3.0 3.73 3.78 3X7 3.81 3.39 3.64 3.̂ 4 3X5 3.9 3.72 3.9 3.61 3.65 3.70
teeartain 4.11 3X7 3.79 3X7 3X2 3X4 3.53 3.53 3X4 3.53 3X2 3.79 3.74 3.79 3X3 3.74

P •346 .599 .001 •23B .000 .002 .045 .195 .031 .253 .009 .147 X S .255 .029 X37

13. Taa 4X1 3X8 3.9 3X5 3.75 3.99 3.79 3.74 3.70 3.90 3.63 3.90 3.70 3.91 3X5 3X4
Mo 4X0 3.62 3.9D 3.75 3.61 3.99 3.66 3.71 3.9 3.76 3.63 3.79 3.62 3.39 3.76 3.76
Uhmrtaln 3X0 3X4 3.72 3.75 3X3 3.90 3.57 3X6 3.35 3.72 3X2 3.64 3.39 3.37 3.37 3X2

P -222 .153 X07 X4S .301 X11 -33 •BBS .018 X11 .998 .165 .116 .007 .19 X U
14. Taa 4X2 3.9 4X2 3.91 3X8 4.14 3X4 3X4 3.61 3X9 3.76 3.90 3.71 3X3 3X8 3X8

No 3.91 3X7 3.77 3.68 3.38 3.78 3.9 3.51 3X4 3.74 3X7 3.71 3X8 3.59 3.62 3.39
Uboartnln 3.99 3.33 3X3 3.36 3.70 3X7 3X3 3.78 3X9 3.70 3X8 3.70 3.36 3.39 3.67 3X9

P .318 .378 X07 X3B .000 X01 XOB .010 X63 a229 .023 .157 .122 .053 .059 .087

13 j m 4X0 3.9 3.99 3.74 4X0 3.99 3.39 3X5 3.76 3X4 3.31 3.76 3.39 3.76 3X3 3.72
Mo 3.96 3.9 3X7 3X2 3.9 3.96 3.72 3.73 3.51 3X0 3.65 3X2 3.61 3.71 3.74 3.78
Ukmtaln 3.91 3.9 3X2 3X4 3X7 4X0 3X2 3X2 4.18 4X9 4X0 3.91 3X2 3X4 4X0 3.91

P .915 X95 .539 XB5 .007 .975 .517 .737 X21 X ® XZ7 X16 .761 X79 .500 X40

Topic* 1. Lite |2.
3. Caumtw'amai
4. lian aaaaliUr

3. Ralicloi
6. Coauilntloi
7. Ccnflista 
d« Lilinv tin

9* Paraitin̂ chilifcnra
10. Dadalcn nfclm
11. In-laWnlattna
12. fcatand/Ktft rolaa

13. Coal anttlng
14. F m m l  grorth
13. FanUr-Ufa acttvttlan 16. Ĉaltnat̂divcna

10. In 4it typa at  tenUy do you linn tta you an at txauf?
11. If yor lataita av not living tm att* 1. hot a n  ttajr i
12. In your hna la ttn a n n a  to i4m you tan m l  ter aortal tanning pi'miral cnpanticn?
13. Do you teal yon y m a 1 rarlan la a gad aonl ter y u  aamaga?
14. Haa althn j a r  pawla Intend attii you about tẑ arltml intaiat.lai?
13. Hn aittar of j a r  taia ita raoomlad taaaaen in craar to pnpan you ter nrrlaga?

Reproduced  with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



236

TAHi! 033
icm 6  no  tm wmn j r r  nnuR S  k r  s c h h .  
auucrstcsrics «m> pskhul Pfmiutnai 

CM 16 REMAKEDU. TTCC5

Qua. Pa. Qar. Topics
80. & Daaslp. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 3 9 N3 11 12 13 14 15 16

184. Day 0 yra 3.S9 3.32 3.37 3X2 3.70 4.® 3.72 3.59 3.® 3X7 3X3 3.® 3.9 3.57 3.66 3.®
1 yr. 4.07 3X0 3.91 3X3 3.50 4X2 3.79 3.® 3.73 3X3 3.74 3.® 3X6 3.76 3.76 3.71
2 yra. 3XD 3.39 3.ffl 3.® 3X0 3.84 3.74 3.53 3X1 3.53 3X9 3.® 3.9 3.67 3X0 3.63
3 yta. 3.92 3.33 3X9 3.33 5X2 3X3 3X3 3X3 3.® 4X0 3X7 3.® 4.17 4.17 4.17 3.®
4 yta. 4.01 3.9 3.99 3XB 3.® 3.® 3.9 3X3 3.52 3X6 3.® 3.73 3.54 3X7 3.84 3.®
6 yta. 3X0 3.® 5X0 4X0 5.® 4.® 4X0 5.® 3X0 4X0 4X0 4.00 5.00 5.® 4.® 3.®

P u e e XBB XB4 .392 .041 .394 .770 XG6 .541 .173 .719 .322 .066 .053 X ® .594
19. Bonding 0 yta 4X2 3.55 3X9 3X4 3X9 3.® 3X0 3.77 3.9 3X6 3.57 3.72 3.® 3X1 3X2 3X5

1 yr. 3.36 3.07 3.® 3.64 3.07 3.71 3.43 3.64 2.9 3.57 3X3 3.64 3.® 3X3 3X9 3.14
2 yta. 3X3 3X9 3.92 3.59 3.52 3.92 3X3 3X0 3X9 3X9 3.54 3X9 3X2 3.79 3.79 3X6
3 yta. 4.18 3.57 3X6 3.78 3.55 4.04 3.76 3.76 3.67 3.® 3X0 3.® 3.® 3X4 3X4 4.04
4 yta. 3.99 3.J7 3.99 3.93 3.75 4.® 3.72 3.71 3.71 3X8 3.70 3.97 3.57 3.57 3.79 3.94

P .COS X12 X ® .1® .030 .752 X10 X18 X7B XS4 X ® .176 XB1 .217 X92 .017
18C. Public 0 yta 3.97 3.54 3.92 3X2 3.70 3.® 3X7 3.73 3X0 3X2 3.® 3X3 3X3 3.74 3.79 3X2

1 yr. 4X4 3.2B 3X0 3.52 3X0 4.04 3.® 3.64 3.9 3.® 3.68 3.92 3.72 3.® 3.® 3.®
2 yra. 3X7 3X0 3.67 3.53 3.53 3.73 3X7 3.53 3.53 3X7 3X0 3X7 3.13 3X0 3X0 3X7
3 yta. 3.8D 3XD 4X0 3.® 3.® 3X0 3.® 3.20 3X0 3X0 3X0 3.® 3X3 2.® 2.®

P .169 .502 .176 .117 XZ7 .713 .514 X31 X42 .234 .559 .104 -2Z4 .049 .009 .0(77
19. Taa 3.97 3.53 3.® 3X1 3.® 4.® 3.73 3.70 3.9 3X1 3.® 3X2 3.59 3.74 3.77 3X3

Ha 3.9B 3X3 3.99 3.77 3X8 3.71 3.52 3.75 3.9 3.77 3.9 3X0 3.77 3X4 3.77 3X3
Jncarbaln 4.33 3.75 3.® 3.75 3XB 4.13 3XB 3.® 3.75 4.13 3.® 3.® 3.75 3.75 3.® 3.®

P .399 XJB .3® .999 -267 .112 .313 X35 X94 .519 .5® .94 X ® .799 .713 .060

2D. Tm 4.01 3.53 3.91 3X1 3.® 4.01 3.72 3.74 3.61 3X2 3.61 3X4 3.® 3.74 3.76 3X0
No 3X7 3X0 3.® 3.75 3.53 3X5 3X3 3X9 3X7 3X9 3X5 3X2 3X3 3X0 3.® 3.9
'Jhoartmln 4.® 3.® 3.7B 3.78 3.64 3X7 3X1 3.9 3.52 3X3 3.54 3X3 3.70 3.74 3X3 3.®

P X S X04 .634 .999 .781 .175 .701 X84 .59 .649 X03 .143 X ® X34 .3® X02
21. Taa 4.10 3X9 4.11 4.01 4X0 4.16 3.® 3.® 3.® 3.® 3X3 3.94 3X1 3.76 3.® 3.®

No 3.99 3X8 3X9 3.76 3.54 3.® 3X6 3X7 3X8 3X0 3.® 3.77 3.® 3.72 3.70 3X9
(bientaln 3.91 3.57 3X7 3.97 4.10 3.76 3X8 3.37 3.91 3.57 3.2 3X6 3.67 3.67 3.® 4.®

P J48 X ® X34 X62 X01 .101 .0® .142 .006 .177 .1® .344 .1® .918 .119 X 78
22. Tm 4.07 3.56 4X0 3X9 3.74 4.14 3X9 3.74 3.67 3.81 3.62 3X2 3.62 3.73 3.77 3.91

No 3.91 3X7 3X9 3.79 3X1 3X0 3.® 3X7 3X4 3X9 3X2 3X1 3.® 3.73 3.72 3.65
IkioMtaln 3X2 3.® 3.® 3.® 3.® 3.® 3.9 3.® 3.® 3.® 3.74 3.74 3.52 3.67 3.® 3.67

P .1® X16 X ® XQ3 .568 .005 X24 .663 .031 X10 xia .906 X51 .90 -544 .0®
23. Tm 4X2 3X4 4X7 3XD 3X2 4.12 3.® 3XD 3.73 3.® 3.74 3.® 3.75 3X2 3XS 3.®

No 4X1 3X3 3X4 3X2 3X1 3X7 3X6 3X4 3X4 3X1 3.51 3.72 3.51 3.70 3X9 3X7
Utnrtaln 3.® 3.33 3.36 3.73 3.32 3.® 3X6 3X2 3.9 3X6 3.® 3.68 3X9 3.® 3.68 3.®

P X36 XB9 X ® XB1 X19 .011 .094 JB3 .042 X11 .111 .067 .069 .032 X70 .153

3 • « r  Mot 1 • a r  pov
Topical 1. Lib i a r W  5. Rallckn 9. McantlncfcilU-M» 13. Goal m e a n t

2. Flnuaa 6. c^Bidcotlai 10. OKlaiai addnf 14. P n m l  grartu
3. ColciMiIh'm 1I q  7. Conflicts 11. Io-l̂ a/ialattMi 13. Cteilor-Ufa artivltlaa
4. IAmbo aaaalltyr 8. Lalmaa tlaa 12. ttaban/xlfa rolaa 16. CoaoHBaR/dlvzoa

18. In teur ymxm a t tdph stool (ptfa >>12), taai mry jm tu  did you aCtaidi
19. H a  jau lad «if qrrtal d a o a  In arrtu an telly p M iitliii la your aantlatf 
2D. Oo tt» aatoals you tm m ittailal h n  met raaaaom a t yanfll pnpntlal?
21. In ja m  artrnllna, la ttma n a n  to Wxa you tam Hand ftr aanailng ta*s«lln* caadtal (zaparatlai?
22. Haa spr Oaxiltjr/itafT aadar It atoola you tam ittailal eouaalad alth you about praarltal papsBtlal?
23. H h  t in b n  a teulty/atafT mi i lal oripla in yam adool to I n  you lade «a a pood rola ftr your
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1 0 8  034

ide juo EHBiomr m i s s  for o w n  
a u u c m a s a s  m  rasau. n a u u n n  CK 16 nsntRrriL TOTES

Oust. Pa. te. Topic*
fa .  4 D aaslp. 1 2 3 4  5 6  7 8  9  10 11 12 13 14 15 16

as4. Ya 3.98
Ho 3.57
Itaartaln 387

p .146

aa. 3)4 3.98
Piutaalait 4.33
Cittallo 480
Othar 287

p 2X71
27. 7a 4.04

Mo 3.96
Unaotaln 3.73

p -205
aB. 7a 3.97

No 42)3
Ibnartaln 3271

p -460

29. 7a 4.09
No 3.95
Uhaartaln 3.88

p -250
30. 7a 4.10

No 3-05
(knrain 3.96

P .144
31. 7a 484

No 3.®
Uhnartmln 3-04

p .060

32. 7a 483
No 3.®
tbaalaln 3.77

p 484
33. 7a 42B

No 3.95
UMattaln 3.74

p .171

3.52 3.92 381 380 3.97
3*2 3.60 3.67 3.2 3.37
3.2 3.2 3.2 428 428
.944 .200 .585 .748 .904

3.51 3.91 3-80 387 3.97
3.2 4.2 4.2 4.00 4.33
4.2 3.2 32X3 3.50 4.33
3-43 3.57 3.57 323 3.71
.505 .368 -298 863 882
3.67 3.96 3.94 4.01 4.16
3-48 3.90 3.79 3.54 3.92
3.2 3.64 3.35 382 3.32
•218 -255 212 282 287
3.2 3.92 328 3.70 4.01
3.51 3.97 3.82 3.62 3.2
3.23 3.* 3.34 3.68 3.78
.320 .063 2713 8 2 .356
3.57 4.(8 3.2 389 4.11
3.2 3.87 3.80 382 3.96
3-45 3.82 3.63 3.60 3.86
.739 -274 272 .111 .194
3.74 4.15 3.2 383 4.08
3-43 3.71 3.71 3.2 3.94
3-46 3.87 3.78 388 3.94
.060 sm .30B 823 .309

3 87 4.07 428 388 4.2
3J0 386 3.77 384 3.94
3-42 4US 3.® 3-83 3.74
.527 ■292 .148 809 284
3-86 4.14 4.77 4.2 4-40
3-46 386 3.76 380 3.90
3.54 3.77 3.31 383 428
1340 .127 284 2X8 284
3.59 3.99 381 3.79 4.04
3.57 3.84 3 SB. 3.56 3.91
3.71 382 3.66 3.56 3-86
1770 .0(9 8 2 .132 .349

389 3.73 381 383 385
387 3-47 381 3.2 3.2
428 387 3.2 428 480
8 0 .59 J18 .353 .387
3.70 3.74 3.50 381 384
3.87 4.00 4.2 4.2 3.87
3.33 3.00 487 528 487
3.14 3-0 3.2 389 286
-422 800 .137 814 .040

3.2 3.79 3.9B 386 383
388 3.70 386 382 3.9
3.9 3.73 3.9 3.9 3.9
J » .733 2X8 8 9 .18

3.71 3.77 3.87 383 3.66
3.77 3.73 3-43 382 385
3.34 3.9 325 389 3-47
2777 2775 .153 8 2 .575
3.79 384 3.® 3.9 383
383 3.76 3.52 3.79 3.9
3.71 3.9 3-e 3.76 3.61
-*61 .072 2X36 .345 .0®
383 3.94 3*78 3.® 3.®
3.9 3.74 384 3.91 3.2
3.70 3.63 3-4B 3.71 386
.157 2S5 2X8 899 -462
3.76 3-SB 3.79 3.76 3.9
3.70 3.71 3.9 382 3.5B
3.37 3-47 3.7B 3.79 3.74
-Z79 863 -Z7B 894 2779
482 384 4.02 480 3.®
386 3.71 3.52 3.79 3.36
3.15 382 386 389 4.15
286 .634 .as 846 2X13
3.® 3.76 3.71 383 3.16
3.74 3.72 3-44 387 328
3.54 3.57 3.54 3.57 3.57
.547 .59 2773 .19 .040

382 381 3.75 3.77 3.77
3.® 387 3.® 3.60 380
4.2 480 4.2 3.67 4.2
848 .762 .002 .764 .90
382 381 3.75 3.76 3.78
487 4.00 4.2 4.2 4.2
4.2 4.2 3.2 4.2 480
2.50 383 2.37 3.® 3.14
801 8 2 804 864 •32
3.® 3.73 3.® 3.® 3 89
3.79 380 388 3.73 3.76
3.50 3.* 3.64 3.60 386
289 871 854 -413 -2*6
382 3.® 3.77 3.® 3.01
388 3.® 386 384 3.70
3.36 3-44 3-44 3.2 3.66
829 •437 .140 801 8 2
3.® 388 3.® 4.® 3.®
384 3.32 380 387 3.79
3.39 3.9 3.76 3.71 389
817 .020 284 .a® 897

3.® 3.79 3.® 3.® 389
383 3.64 3.57 3.72 380
3.73 3.2 3.69 3.69 3.S
8 9 .113 .91 .1® 8 2
4.06 3.83 3.® 4-06 3.®
3.79 3.39 3.70 3.71 3.75
3.9 3-42 3-47 3.79 3.®
.108 .120 .T71 .006 .391
4.19 386 3.® 3.® 386
3.75 3.50 389 3.73 3.76
3.77 3.54 3.39 3.69 3.62
811 .197 874 .32B .764
3.92 3.74 3.77 382 380
3.72 388 3.68 389 3.75
3.37 3-46 3.® 3.71 3.®
.044 .09 .3® •472 815

Nora 5 • ary 9X3̂  1 ■ 'emcT poor
Tbplen 1. LIT*2.

3. caatom'i
4. I t a  — Billy

5. RaUpUn6. Cadat
7. CaNXlctB8.

9. ?omtln(/chlU-«ao10. aidog
11. Ii»-la*/rnl*tlv»a
12. ttabaaVulYa rala

13. Goal atUng
14. P a u l  path
15. Folly Ufa astlYitla16. OaaOaVdlvoroo

26. Ai» you a a t e  rf a taUpaa damtfatlat? Plaa otat* damlnatnn.
27. H n  you taoalad any poaaltBl paata tlm lnatrujtlfln In at Inftaol <r taaml attaint In chat*?
28. Haa you baaed ay aaoona about prmallal p a a atlrtl?
29. Oo tta ctuctaa you bo* attadaA taa a aumhaad n  m i  ltal eomaUnt papal?
30. Do 11a etmtaa <4ara you baa ban a aahr taa taaaaa ai ptaadtnl pnaiatltn?
31. In tin otuotaa itaaa you baa bon a aaatar. la thoa aaaoa to axa you taa haiad ftr ooaaal raoOlnt

paaaltal papaatlal?
32. Ha a otuch-a atafY aaaba nmaalnl vlth you about paoltal prapoatlal?
33. Ia ttaca a Coolly a  ooinla ulthln yxr chaoh to a m  you look a  a pod tola aodal ftr pu orrlaa?
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■cue Ate BaamLmc mns k» ebswal
OURACnUISIIG AM) TTPTrn HHtuuOW 

31 16 EmwtTTAL TOTES

Q uat. P a a . O ar. Topic*
Mo. iD a n rip . 1 a 3 4 5 6 7 a 9 10 11 12 13 U 15 16

1. .5*1* 4.73 437 439 4436 4-46 430 4.52 333 4.53 4.39 3.52 435 4.16 4.19 4. 08 4.2
Fa*la 4^4 4-40 4.17 4.® 4.63 432 4.5B 3.69 4.87 4-48 337 433 4.35 4.43 4.04 4-S

P •069 JJ75 .383 .S91 .118 316 351 380 361 333 .001 .031 321 .005 .693 .198
2. 1 yr. 4.80 4-20 4.3 430 3.90 5.00 430 3.60 430 430 330 430 430 4.00 3.80 4.00

2-4 yia. 4^4 4.35 436 44J7 4.61 434 4.53 338 4.75 438 335 432 439 439 4.02 4.52
5» yt*. 4.78 4.34 4.12 4.04 4.56 430 4.59 3.67 4.57 435 3.68 4.34 4.31 4.39 4.12 4.42
Hot aoy 4.71 431 3.71 4429 4-47 4.77 434 3.71 407 4.18 3.53 4.13 3.94 338 3.59 434

P .753 .937 .39 7̂8 .191 3B3 •TO .995 .®1 3)9 .310 .514 371 .0(4 .064 363

3. Ta 4.78 436 4.31 422 4.74 435 438 336 4.75 436 4.06 4.56 4.36 4-15 432 438
Mo 4.79 4.31 4.07 4.® 4.51 4.80 4.53 3.61 4.57 434 3.63 4.31 435 4.30 4.00 434
Iksataln 4^3 4-25 4.35 3.65 430 435 4.50 330 430 4.35 335 430 430 430 4.15 430

P •87>1 -2D9 .044 .as .129 .701 -241 .067 .155 312 .004 .0(36 .565 377 .152 .513
4. Ta 4.77 4.34 4.3 4.17 4.74 437 433 335 4.72 435 3.99 4.50 4.36 4-13 4.19 4.59

Mo 4.81 4.35 4.CB 3.® 4.45 4.79 4.53 3.59 4.57 434 3.S 437 434 436 3.99 4.35
Iknrtaln 4.73 4.09 4439 4.18 4.70 434 4-27 337 4.09 4.30 337 4.36 332 4.36 4.00 437

P .312 -441 .196 .1® ■009 .199 •153 .007 .004 .777 .000 .033 •®B .146 .106 .091
5. Ta 4.84 4.37 431 4438 434 436 433 337 4.71 4.50 330 431 4.33 4.39 4.11 4.54

Mo 4.8D 4.35 4.08 4.11 4.49 430 4.51 3.76 4.51 434 3.64 439 433 436 3.97 4.2
Utaatain 4-24 3.95 3.71 3.62 4.10 4.33 430 334 430 3.79 334 4.10 3.81 336 3.91 3.57

P .000 .021 .017 .053 .013 .000 .000 .037 300 300 .022 .114 .010 .006 .28 .000

6. Ta 4-31 4.35 4 3 4436 436 433 4.58 339 4.70 439 333 434 4.32 4.34 4.10 433
Mo 4-81 4.39 4.10 4.12 4.30 430 4.60 3.72 436 4.39 3.56 43B 432 4.33 3.99 434
'2ro*rt»ln 4^2 4.12 3.79 34® 4.35 4.74 4.32 3.3B 4.35 431 3.3B 430 439 436 3.91 437

P .153 .118 .014 420 .003 .539 .103 .110 .002 .056 .009 .004 319 .106 .33 .9)0

9. Ta 4-33 4.31 439 443 4.31 436 4.54 3.54 439 4.14 330 4.37 430 439 4.06 430
Mo 4^2 4.37 4.18 4.13 4.61 432 4.60 3.71 4.60 4.30 3.75 4.35 4.30 4.36 4.® 439
Ikeataln 4.70 4-Z7 3.3 3.77 4.56 4.78 435 331 431 433 3.55 4.33 432 432 3.95 437

P .312 .517 3)6 406 .141 .733 .320 353 .774 311 368 .938 •633 .395 393 345

w— » 3 • *T m»l7 llmaitt'1 •  a t

5. MUdaia. ilani'*1 im 
7. CotfU0** 

tal#** ttaa

9 . P aw tli^c fcU d-em
10. 0*cl*lai a tax c
11. Iivl»^r«l*tl***12. tt̂xl/air* »!*»

13. Seal a tU itc  U. hml grain
15. FaU y-iif*  acC tvttla16. Caaltaar̂iUvm*

-a »  f  ■■  •» ■ f U M W  —
tau t jour in q ttc lit, ta a  a tilt*  aounalad m th jcu * tm t p a r l t a l  
jou ita rtt ataut JO*, p a a l« * l p a m tto i,  la t ta n  * a rrlad  «U> gad mlaadBl ft*. ria*7
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31 16 ETOttflCXU. UFOS

Duaae. Baa. Oar. Toplee
Ho. 4Daacrlp. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 a 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

10. aio. 442 4.3B 4.17 4.09 4.® 444 4.9 3.74 4.61 4.43 3.74 441 449 4.® 4.10 4.51
S«ap 4.74 441 4.19 4477 4.39 4.74 448 344 4.63 4.® 3.59 442 4.® 444 3.93 4.59
Slnsla 4.71 4.14 3.9B 3.91 4.51 4.75 4.53 3.® 4.57 4.® 3.68 4.31 4.18 443 4.0 4.®
Halativa 4.80 440 3.60 340 4430 440 440 340 44} 440 340 340 440 44} 340 340
Etaatar 4.71 4.00 4.00 3.71 443 4.71 4.00 4.0 449 4.14 3.83 449 4.14 4.71 4.0 3.14
Other 4.79 442 449 4.33 4.79 443 443 34B 4.75 4.® 3.71 441 4.33 4.® 3.® 4-63

P 461 .18? . 2 2 .163 472 463 .315 420 .711 .79 .975 .309 .99 .30 .784 .00
11. Doth H 4.30 4.50 5430 4.50 5430 540 540 4.® 540 4.® 4.9 4.® 540 540 4.0 540

OaathF 443 4.17 4.03 3.® 443 443 445 342 4.67 445 3.9 4.18 4.® 4.3 3.92 4.®
Doth Both 4.30 5430 4.3D 4.50 4.50 5.00 540 440 440 440 3.® 4.0 4.50 440 440 440
Sacataelat 4.39 4.31 3.83 3.62 4.31 4.54 4.17 3.® 4.39 4.39 3.62 4.2 4.31 443 4.15 3.®
Oivmoe 441 4.27 4.13 4478 4.55 441 444 346 446 449 3.71 4.31 445 4.® 442 446
Anul. 3.SD 4.C0 3.03 4.00 4.® 4.® 3.® 3.® 5.00 4.9 3.® 4.9 4.® 3.® 4.0 3.®

P J311 JaC .303 474 4377 424 441 j z r .303 .762 460 .970 .734 .592 .993 .02
12. Ym 4.79 4.32 442 4.11 4.68 446 4.9 3.73 4.65 444 3.® 448 4.® 440 4.11 4.48

Ho 4.80 4.37 4434 442 448 4.78 4.® 3.59 4.57 443 3.® 443 4.18 444 3.® 440
Unoartmln 4.68 4.21 4.37 4.00 447 4.79 4.37 3-34 4.63 4.9 4.® 4.53 4.9 442 4.32 442

P .686 .379 4337 MB. .0BB .333 451 437 .503 42B .0® .OS 45M .177 .149 .790

13. tm 4.82 4.® 440 4.01 443 445 4.37 3.75 4.68 446 3.77 4.® 449 4.® 4.15 445
Ho 444 4.33 4.13 4.17 4.® 444 4.39 3-64 4.9 443 3.77 4.® 4.31 4.34 443 446
UnoarOln 4.62 447 4.02 3.® 441 447 4.43 3.® 4.9 442 348 4.® 4.13 442 3.92 4.37

P SBA .665 .321 .115 415 438 -29B 432 .1® .926 .1® .972 4 ® .5® .171 425
14. Ym 444 4.36 4 .2D 4432 4.67 44B 4.62 3.70 4.70 448 3.® 445 4.9 441 4.13 443

Mo 4.78 4.33 4433 4.12 443 4.77 4.® 3.60 4.54 443 3.71 446 4.18 444 3.® 448
Uroartmln 4.52 4.11 4.13 4.07 448 4.® 4.37 3.85 4.® 4.2 3.® 4.15 3.® 4.11 4.® 4.®

P s m .175 471 .695 43U 403 .118 4B0 403 .1® 422 ta s fXB .059 .167 .574

15 Ym 4.68 4.3 4.13 3.® 4.74 442 445 3.60 4.9 4.® 3.63 447 4.34 4.9 4.15 4.34
Ho 444 4.37 4.15 4.12 4J0 442 440 IJ& 443 448 3.73 4.32 446 4.31 443 448
Uneartaln 446 4.00 4.00 3.3B 4.70 4.3 4.® 3.64 4.® 4.10 4.0 4.® 4.09 4.18 4.0 4.18

P 4712 .148 432 4304 43B6 .180 .177 .700 .399 4B5 .513 .39 .519 .640 .568 .388

M m  5 > w y  hlahly lHialam 1 - me Instant
Topical 1. Life f h a r 5. Halielm 9. haaMn^child-aare

2 . Tinman 6. ' ■  nli■! Im 10. DmlaUxi aMdnf
j. Cortahliy'anxlafa 7. CatfUcta 11. In-laWralativaa
1. H o n  aaaality 8. Laiasa eta* 12. Matant/alfa rolM

Qtaatlmai
10. In Bat typa a t Colly da you U n  idan you era at ham?
11 ■ If mur paitnta am not Uvlnc tojadar, hm uacv day anaraead?
12. In yam ham la dan a n a  to ana you ham sanad ta? oouaal capedlnc yiionfal ii.araiat.lm?
13. Do you Coal yon pararta* nan-tan Aa a gad mdal Or yam nrtdagrf
14. Hm UOia at  gnr paraita tallart altn you about praarltal jaapatatlm?
13. Hm aldar a t yon farwita a i laaiial caaaaoa In cedar to pmua you for onion?

13. Ooal anttlr*
14. Banal grmth
13. Folly.Ufa activitlM
16. Ci t t u u n / d l ia o t
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ttazojr
n iE  no traunm r nnras rat amx. 
ouuaaasas iw topiol BOtuaat « 16 nSNKQlL TmC5

tat.
do.

taa. Qar.
8 nwrilr 1 2 3 4 5 6

Toplca 
7 a 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

188. Iky 0 yra 443 4.30 441 4.15 442 444 4.39 346 445 442 343 4.37 448 447 4.® 447
1 yr. 4. 78 445 44) 4.07 4-42 4.78 443 3.78 441 446 3.68 4.39 4.37 444 4.0 4.39
2 yta. 4.94 4.39 4.18 448 449 4.96 4.47 3.39 4.99 4.51 3.78 442 4.39 443 4.12 449
3 yta. 4.73 4.3B 4.00 3.67 4.30 4.9 447 343 4.30 4.9 3.9 445 4.® 4.0 4.3 4.9
4 yta. 4®B 448 441 3.99 448 4.74 441 344 447 4-35 3.96 4.30 4.19 4.32 3.96 4.9
6 yra. 4.00 4.00 5.00 2.00 543 540 5.00 5.00 5.00 5.00 440 5.® 4.0 5.0 5.0 3.0

p 481 4 9 .3B9 469 489 469 .723 .515 .114 .146 439 4 0 402 .373 .378 434
18B. BeardlnaO yta 4.63 449 4.0D 3.92 442 4.67 4.30 3.8 447 4-9 3.51 447 4.15 442 3.0 447

1 yr. 4.71 443 3.71 447 449 4.79 4.30 3.71 4.97 4.36 346 443 443 4.50 441 4.9
2 yra. 4.91 442 4.13 4.77 4.99 4.32 3.71 4.66 4.32 343 445 4.40 4.45 4.15 4.0
3 yra. 442 4.37 443 4.14 4.51 444 447 3.74 4.71 4.53 3.74 4.9 4.31 4.39 448 449
4 yra. 4.87 4.31 442 4.14 4.66 448 4.59 3.9 4.8 445 344 4.9 44B 449 4.10 4.52

p 420 .744 430 .348 432 4 0 .30 .943 .107 .378 4BB 4 9 468 494 .39 476
18C. Ritalin 0 yra 4.78 4.S 4.14 4.06 440 442 4.34 346 4.59 445 3.74 4.36 445 4.30 4.® 444

1 yr. 44B 4.32 448 444 4.36 440 4.76 348 448 4.32 340 40B 44B 440 4.12 448
2 yra. 446 4.9 4.00 347 4.9 4.80 4.9 4.00 440 4.9 3.67 447 4.9 447 3.9 447
3 yta. 4.73 4.73 440 440 3.50 4.30 4.30 345 4.73 445 343 540 4.50 4.50 3.75 440

p 469 492 .715 •609 .03 .69 4 ® .39 .589 .877 476 .330 .527 .764 .738 429
19. Y- 442 4.9 440 4.11 4.39 443 4.59 348 446 447 3.77 4.37 449 4.9 446 4.50

No iJBt 443 34B 3.0 441 4.74 443 343 442 4.9 3.32 4.31 446 4.19 4.0 4.0
Unoortain 4.50 4.3B 3.73 343 445 443 443 3.50 445 440 340 440 4.0 400 348 4.13

p .093' .354 .015 .181 418 .32 .166 .782 .029 .072 .02B .93 .564 .10 418 .010
2D. Taa 404 4.37 4.18 447 442 444 4.58 346 447 447 3.73 4.39 4.31 4.34 446 445

No 446 4.16 4.06 4.0 344 4.9 4JB 3.74 4.37 4.37 3.0 4.0 4.32 4.32 3.84 441
Unoadaln 4.74 440 447 449 4.53 4.78 4.52 3.70 444 4.9 345 446 404 444 4.11 444

p .000 .119 .381 .989 .000 426 .178 .90 419 407 4 0 .110 .00 .715 4 0 .394
21. Taa 441 449 445 449 448 444 449 346 4.71 4.56 4.13 444 446 4.39 443 4.54

No 4.79 4.31 4.15 4.10 4.52 441 4.36 3.62 4.39 444 3.61 4.31 441 4.9 4.01 443Urartaln 447 4.10 346 3.76 442 4.71 4.14 342 442 445 3.0 4.30 4.3B 4.10 440 4.10
p •93 .04 .19 .25 .345 .373 406 .111 .311 4 0 .000 473 SSI .313 .19 .175

22. TaB 448 444 447 4.18 449 448 449 3.71 4.73 4.0 343 447 4.37 441 4.9 440
No 4.73 44B 4.11 443 444 4.79 4.54 343 4.54 4.38 344 u a 442 4.9 3.9B 4.34
Itaortaln 4.36 444 3.70 347 4.30 4.36 4.15 3.99 4.9 4.13 3.50 447 407 4.0 3.0 404

p .aa 404 401 411 434 404 .002 .740 4 0 404 .100 .027 .090 4 9 .061 4 0
23.

IU 446 446 441 4.09 4.74 446 4.60 344 448 449 3.94 4.52 4.39 441 4.18 4.9aO 4.78 447 4.10 4.0 444 440 4.54 3.32 4.9 443 3.91 441 4.17 444 3.9 4.37v i m i n 4.37 4-SB 3.97 440 447 445 446 3.51 4.0 4.31 343 447 444 4.32 3.96 5.27
p 4T7 402 .112 421 401 .035 .318 4 0 4 0 .314 400 401 047 .10 4 9 .191

5 • v y  M#ilr liqartaai 1 » not Iĵ n a n
TbpUai 1. MO |

2.
3. CarMda/wBdaaa ity

3. Rall*lm6. riMiiiiatlin
7. Catfliets
8. Lalaxa tdaa

9. taanUn^cMld-oaca
10. Ondalai wklnc
11. I»taa/ralBtlvaa
12. ttabati/itlfa rolaa

13. Coal aattlng 
U. Pararal panft
13. faally.Ufa activitlaa
16. C<nnitamt/4iwraa

18. In jar tar ywta at M4i anhool (ccadw 9-12). tat aqr yaaa did you attmi
19. Haw yoi tad aqr aadal claww In aarrlaga « d  fwlly (ntaratdai in jot edjcetlm?
2D. Do tla astnala you Haw attailad haw any im a r a m  en ftaawltnl (tapntlm?
21. In yaw adwnllnf, la data acaama to tdn you haw tunad Or anraalin* topwlln* praarltal tnparatlon?
22. Has n y  finuUr/wafT aata at actaola you haw atnatad oouaalad ritft you atasue praarltal
23. Han tftwa baai a Acuity/staff azrdad acwla In year acftool to idra you look aa a good cola aodal far year
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r u n  D3B

i o c  m o  e r b b u i i  nsxss m  q u o i  
awcngsncs imvrsEiLmnuesm

CM 16 m w o i L  urns

Qaat. Elaa. Oar* Topica
Jo. 4 Daaslp. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9  10 11 12 13 14 15 16

264. Tta 4-S3
Ms 4.13
(fetataln 4.00

p 300

26B. 3)4 433
Piuftait 437
Cattails 4.33
Ottar 3 J 9

p .000
27. T m 484

Ho 430
'JmrCain 4.90

p .UJ6
a. T«a 430

ft) 4.31
Ihomaln 433

p 316
S. Tm 433

Mo 4.77
Utarlaln 430

p .712
30. Tm 434

Mo 4.74
(tantaln 4.79

P .333
31. Taa 4.74

no 4 3 1
ttaartaln 4JB

p .173
32. T«a 446

Mo 4 .an
ttrattaln 4.31

p 4305

33. T m  431
Mo i .7 )
ttantaln 436

p .315

4.36 4.16 4.06 4.62 434
430 430 437 3.53 437
430 4.00 4.00 3.00 4.00
379 .721 .99 300 300

4.37 4.16 4.07 4.99 434 
4.33 4.33 4.33 437 437 
337 3.67 4.00 4.90 4.33 
3.57 3.57 3.57 339 430 
.004 .172 368 301 300

431 434 4.10 478 439 
4.32 4.14 4.07 4.90 431 
437 3.91 3-77 431 4.99
.304 316 373 .024 .040
43B 4.14 4.12 4.95 434 
43B 436 4.04 4.57 430 
4.19 3.97 339 45B 436 
3D9 319 .02 .963 .130
439 4.18 437 4.70 436 
43B 4.15 4.10 436 4 W
4.30 4.12 3.96 431 430 
3J3 .38 .511 387 .83
4.3B 4JS 4.11 43B 433
4-C 439 4.07 436 4.76 
436 4.13 433 4.96 433 
305 J96 .765 344 .339

439 4.15 43D 437 433
4.37 4.15 4.06 4.96 430 
430 4.11 3.74 436 437 
3(9 .971 .166 30B 307
435 4.18 4.12 43B 433 
405 4.16 4.07 4.52 433 
335 335 339 435 4.31 
314 .376 384 .014 301

4J7 432 435 437 433
4.30 4.(9 4.07 435 433
4J4 430 436 430 439 
.721 321 .990 .04 .264

4.9B 337 439 4-46 3.74
437 3.9 3.S0 430 3.9
430 430 3.67 337 337
306 *97 300 312 .aHn

4.97 3.9 434 4-46 3.74
530 330 330 437 430
4.00 3.00 3.87 430 4.00
430 339 3-43 336 330
.060 .149 300 375 3 9
4.98 3.75 430 4-49 339
4.59 3.9 4.9 4-43 3.69
4.18 331 4.50 437 336
.027 332 311 .397 .109
431 338 433 435 3.77
4.37 3.9 4.60 4-43 3.66
4.16 3.90 4-47 4.36 3.56
302 .524 -426 .764 330

4.53 333 434 4.54 335
4.9 3.60 4.9 4.37 3.87
434 331 439 4-46 3.70
3 9 .121 369 .175 .379
4.57 3.71 436 4-4B 3.70
439 3.73 431 430 3.85
4.59 3.99 4.9 433 3.77
.547 .362 364 .784 380

434 3.79 432 4.36 336
4.61 3.9 4.9 4-46 3.71
436 334 4-26 432 331
359 .316 366 377 .99
434 333 431 4-45 33B
4.57 334 4.39 4-6 3.70
3.92 3.54 4.39 430 332
.002 .Si .060 3 9 387

4.57 3.73 4.70 434 339
4.36 3.39 4.50 4-e 3.9B
436 3.57 4-49 4.38 339
.93 JST 322 382 .083

4.38 439 49 4.07 436430 437 413 3.73 4133.87 4.00 430 430 430350 387 310 390 .310
4.38 439 434 407 435437 4.9 530 49 5304.9 3.9 3.9 4.00 4003.33 336 333 3.57 3.51307 37B 301 320 354
432 435 4-e 418 43943B 431 437 402 4364.18 4.18 49 3.96 409301 353 .187 .3C5 .19B
430 4.31 434 439 435439 439 434 3.95 4324.19 439 416 439 49321 -225 346 329 389
4.95 49 49 432 4364.30 434 439 3.94 4943B 432 434 412 457327 .307 .797 327 383
4.S 49 435 435 4.564.31 439 430 407 4304.36 430 432 435 430.751 ■S6 .111 .987 305
4-32 49 431 434 4104.3B 436 49 404 494.16 416 430 3.90 3.95351 .518 .187 332 301
4.9 431 435 437 4394.34 436 49 407 4394.08 438 3.92 339 3.92.096 .399 .094 367 359
430 43B 431 411 4304.30 4-S 49 402 4394.31 4-S 436 3.91 439367 •SBO 321 .96 .685

M m  5 ■ rvy hletily lapsetaitj 1 • not lt|rtta»
RaUslaiTaplan 1. U A I  

2.
3. CartMpTnrtaea

5.6.
7. Candela
8. Lttan ttat

9. PnaiUnc/cMIdKan
10. Daelalan taking
11. Iiflm m /n lM tlv m
12. ta tan V alft n l a

13. Goal aattlnc
14. Raaaml *narth
15. tally lift octivltlae
16. Cf l taaitMlatacoa

£. tea  jou • a ta a r  o t a  callclauB  danfttttf
27. t a a  jou raoalnad aqr tM a r ita l pmaratla) lnaCnartlai In b i tnft— 1 «  to n a l ̂ ta r in g  In ctrcH ?
S. Haw jou baard aqr a a n  about paaadlal inpantbil?
29. Do Ms dv'taa jou taaia atfrtal Ism a amctiaad paaclftl m  ratling txo& m fl
30. Do Ha chaotaaa Mai jou tarn ban a ataar ban laaaaoaa on jaaa^ftl ̂ ^aiatlng ..
31. In tt» d u eh aa  t a a  jou ta n  ta n  a  a t a r ,  la  t a a  m a  to  a a  t a a  tusad f tr  g n a l  i ap rtln glinw'lfal w atlirt?
S. ta a cUixrn <*• ata£f aaabar onrtalart with jou about jaMBltatl tatpaat.lrrt?
3 3 .  i«  ttaca a t a l l y  cr a ltliln  j a r  c tu c h  to Arm jnu lock ta  a good cola a t a l  f t r  ]w  lap?
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TJBZ d®
•CMC AMD PHBUnJBf m S E 5  RX RBSXIL 

Q U M Q B Q S S S  AW) tUC ERFUUrm 
(X 16 R S W O L  TtPICS

Tinat taa. Char. topics
He. tiwif- 1 2 3 4 3 6 7 3 9 X) 11 12 13 U  15 16

1. >Ua 3.32
M i  3.90

P -430
2. 1 jr. 4-30

2-4 yra. 3.97
3* yea. 340
Net * r y  34B

p USB
3. ta 4.10

Ho 341
UnoKtain 3.35

p 499
4. ta 3.SB

He 348
Ikmrtain 3-46

p -243
5. ta 3.SB

Ho 3.33
Uncertain 3.S

p .177
6. ta 3.96

He 3.73
Uncertain 3.62

P .069
9. ta 4.00

He 3.92
Utartaln 3-61

P 499

3.63 3.20 34S 3.77 3.37
3.60 3.31 3-2B 343 3.30
.32B .010 437 .303 a*
440 340 340 3.60 4-20
3.71 3.® 3 .1 9 3.76 3.9
3.37 3.37 3.31 3.69 3.31
3.94 341 3.2B 3.29 3-29
-243 .972 453 .348 .318
3.73 3.71 3-49 3.ee 3.79
341 3.30 3.22 3 45 3.36
3.70 3-21 3.20 3.75 3.33
.390 .018 -22B .505 .023
3.® 3-46 3.37 3.73 3.323.68 3.3B 345 3.66 343
3.09 3.00 2.9 3.64 3.18
.196 .334 473 .SOB .306
3.67 3-0 3.36 3.® 3.31
343 3.34 3.19 3.77 3.34
3-43 3.10 2.® 3.76 343
.303 .362 434 .737 .303
3.® 3.32 3.32 3.75 3*SB
343 3.24 3.19 3.34 340
3.39 245 3.18 3.® 3-24
.336 401 .621 452 424
3.37 3.31 3.31 3.® 340
3.67 3.39 3.26 3.73 3.31
3.3B 34B 3.14 3.3B 3.2B
.761 .779 .309 480 .373

3.33 3.21 3.67 341 3.47
3-29 341 345 3.72 3.53
.893 .972 .131 .329 .561
4-00 240 340 340 340
344 3.18 3.73 3.64 3.39
3.32 3-23 3.78 34B 343
347 3.18 3.8B 3.77 3.®
479 -909 .919 40B 460
3.39 3.37 3.77 3.90 3.®
3-23 3.U 347 3.74 347
3.30 3.30 4.00 3.® 3.56
.079 .104 422 474 .®B
3.3B 3-26 347 3.90 3 ®
3.32 3.17 3.71 3.74 347
2.73 3 4 7 3.73 3.® 2.91
425 .742 442 424 444
3.9 3.77 3.® 3.® 3.3D
3-23 3-29 3.59 343 3.37
3.14 3-3 3.71 3.32 349
-614 .99B .132 .124 453
343 3-29 343 343 3.®
3.03 3.11 348 347 3.®
3.12 24B 3.71 3.71 3.32
.039 454 416 449 .186
3-23 3.11 3.77 343 3.®
3.39 3-2B 340 344 3.58
3.0B 2.98 3.64 3.33 5.25
.19 .396 .584 480 480

3.37 3.35 3.54 340 3.74
3.58 343 3.® 346 3.®
.919 .593 .749 419 42D
340 340 3.0 340 4-2D
3.67 3.9 3.51 343 3.®
3.52 340 3.® 341 3.®
3.39 3.® 3.71 3.71 3.53
.697 474 .538 .531 422
34B 348 3.84 3.5 3.®
347 3.31 348 341 340
34B 3.® 3.56 3.® 3.®
413 .044 .055 .767 .528
3.67 343 3.® 344 3.®
3.56 340 3.55 344 3.®
3.0 2.91 3.35 3.® 3.®
.143 497 403 .973 473
3.® 3.34 3.® 347 3.®
3.9 3-30 3.® 3.® 3.72
347 343 340 3.33 349
458 437 .775 .7® .066
3.67 34B 3.® 3.® 3.®
340 344 3.® 3.12 342
344 3.18 3.2B 3.® 3.94
.131 .122 416 .007 473
349 3.® 3.74 349 3.74
3.37 340 340 348 3.91
342 347 3.5 349 347
•13B 436 .1® 4 ® 4 ®

Topical 1. Llftprt> 5. 8-1 •f1'—  9. 13. Goal aettin*
2 . Flianae 6 . ~ M i l l  al lm  10. Daelelm taint 14. t e m l  swth
3. Ca*tmi»,naria«e 7. CtaUeto 11. IcvlaMialatliae 15. taUy-UTe eettvltta
4. t a  M a a l l ty  8. L aiara t a a  12. ttn ta d M fe  m laa 16. ttaLtat/d lum

1 •
2. If you «  to tocry, de yeu aipeot to be OKTlad vlttilni
3. la ttaa a n a  to tan you taa tanal t a  paraml onnaalln* nactorf pmarital praparatlai?
4. Haw yeu parentally lctad at r m n a  in atar to isapae yeuaalf ta atrta7
5. Mlttnit yon intyilrlnt. taa ata.br aomolad tottt you taut prtadlml tzepnaacn?
6. 4a you ttbrfc about a r  ia— 'Ital i m a » U m .  la ttaa a anzlad oapla to utn you look a  a

got role atal ta join aataaal?
9. Do you tal you aza canOr ta tailatl?
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icub uo BtBtHiLirr n e w s  fen eshsiul OURACBSESnCS VS) SQCCL aSPlRATHM
in 16 m w m L  topics

Ho. 4 DaBrip.
Topic* 

7  a 10 12 13 14 15

1. Mala 3.78 3X0 3X6 3 2 4 3.99 3.38 3X1 3X3 3.32 3.52 2X8 3.50 3.37 3.59 3.31 3X7
Fotola 3.91 3.79 3 2 2 3.53 4433 3 2 3 3X 2 3X3 3.5B 3.67 3.19 3.76 3.66 3.76 3X3 3.74

P .248 4399 4300 4324 4X37 4342 468 4359 .039 .167 4309 4327 4316 .134 276 .579

2. 1 yr. 2.83 3.00 2.80 2 4 0 4.00 2 .ao 2.83 3X0 3X3 2X 0 2X0 3.63 3X0 4.00 3X0 2X0
2-4 yta. 3.94 3 2 5 3X6 3 4 2 4.31 3.72 3X 4 3.18 3.5B 3X0 3439 3X8 3.53 3.75 3.37 3X0
5» yta. 3X5 3.65 3X0 3.46 4.10 3.79 3.50 3.10 3X2 3.64 3.05 3X2 3.53 3.68 3.37 3.10
Hot sorry 3 X5 3-88 3436 3-00 4.94 3 2 9 3-29 3.35 3X7 3X7 3430 3X2 3.53 3.59 3.59 3.77

P .077 .140 439B .094 2» .076 206 .662 xao X67 .366 207 .995 .79B X52 .116
3. Taa 4.13 4434 4.06 3.73 441 3.99 3.85 3.35 3X1 3X4 3.35 3.96 3.71 3.90 3.54 3.90

Mo 3.78 3.64 3-44 3-29 4.07 3.64 3-42 3.09 3.3B 3.54 2.96 3.56 3X8 3.64 3.33 3.66
Uhtartaln 3.65 3.35 3.35 3.30 4-21 3.75 3-60 3.10 3.35 3X0 3.15 3.55 3X5 3.60 3.30 3X5

P .5 7 .005 .000 .007 4333 468 4711 .146 4317 4381 .022 421 276 .148 .21 269

4. te 3X8 3.78 3.76 3.58 4 4 5 3 2 3 3 6 8 32B 3X0 3X8 3.13 3.74 3.55 3.70 3.31 3.74
Mo 3X2 3.69 3-46 3.3D 4.11 3.66 3-45 3.08 3X0 3.57 3.01 3.61 3.52 3.68 3X2 3.69
Ubtactaln 3.91 3-27 3.36 34X3 3 8 2 3.55 3.18 2.91 3.18 3.36 3430 3X7 3.36 3.72 3X7 3.64

P .826 -2B9 462 .061 407 .333 4397 .* 3 .197 X72 X31 X66 266 .977 .584 X97

5. te 3.88 3.79 3.63 3.51 4-21 3.79 3.57 3.17 3.58 3X7 3 4 6 3.73 3.57 3.75 3X0 3.79
Mo 3.77 3.52 3-46 3.22 4439 3.64 3-47 3.14 3.31 3.51 3.00 3.52 3X8 3.67 3X1 3.65
UhcKtaln 3.76 3.37 3.33 3.95 3.76 3-29 3-29 2X6 2.95 3X9 3.14 3.33 3 .U 3.14 2.95 3.05

P .634 .066 .756 4331 .094 .09B -43B .370 .012 .12B X18 .105 .195 .026 .129 .009

6. te 4431 3432 3.72 3 4 9 4-26 3 2 6 3 6 9 J-2B 3.57 3.72 3.19 3.76 3X6 3.74 3.52 3X0
Mo 3X7 3-37 3.2B 3-24 3439 3-41 3.18 2.65 3X5 3 .X 2X4 3X4 3X3 3.63 3.08 3.46
thoartoln 3.74 3.79 3X7 341 4.09 3.56 3X 7 2.74 3X9 3.53 2X8 3X1 3.32 3.53 3.15 3.71

P 4XD .004 .004 .161 .012 .006 .000 4301 X43 4305 .003 .003 .004 X39 .001 4S2

9. T« 3.94 3.91 3.74 3.63 4 2 0 3.77 3X 6 3.J7 3.74 3X9 3.17 3X6 3X3 3X9 3.51 3X0
Mo 3 2 3 3X 8 3.53 3.37 4.15 3.72 3.51 3.11 3.39 3.56 3.00 3.59 3X7 3.69 3.33 3.70
Iteartoln 3JBS 3437 3 J 9 3.34 4.14 3.69 3 J 2 3.16 3.56 3.72 3.14 3.72 3X7 3.70 3X5 3X9

P .795 -455 4379 443 .949 •SEJ7 .742 J2 6 .156 X57 .512 ■297 .326 .992 X60 272

h m  5 • m y  fdi 1 • nqr poor
Topical 1. Llfa2.____

3 . C a r t M i ^ i
4. HMD amMllty

5. Raliflan
6. Tmnliai liai
7 . Cotflicti8.

3. Pmntln*/o«Jd-oara
10. Oaclalm oldrc11. In-lM̂nlatlvaa
12. fiataid/vif* mlaa

13. Goal aottlnc
14. Pacaml gmth
15. tellyXlf* vtlvltte16. Cmttoart/diOToa

>H-tiTai
1. Sax
2.
3.
4.
5.6.

do you apct to ba ■— attoiju

9.

If >cu m *  ..  ----- .------------------------
la ttea a aana to *xm pm hava tuna* te p a m l  oouatUng n^tont (marital pnparatton? 
Haw you panoraily lootad at imamaa In actor to pnpan yomlf for larrl apl?
Ulttout yxr Inyilzlnfc h m  stilts anuaalart alth you about (marital ptapacetimff 
4a you toll* about yoir [marital (npaatlm, la Pan a r  '

Vod rola ntol te yrxr irrlia1 
Da you tel you arm toady te irlataT

U k  p C W X E B t o  { n f H V O B U

i itil oajple to *ib >cu lock m  t
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!C»s uo FRTiram.iTr m i s s  fcr phsmal 
amuuamsncs aid au*n asFAiuncN

ON 16 tmURCUL .TPICS

Ouast. Pam Oar. 
Ho. 1 Daocrip. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Tdpica
a 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

1. Mala 3.17 2.72 2X2 2.66 3.93 3.20 3.01 2.70 3.05 3.06 2.53 3.10 3.X 3.21 2.32 3.2
Foali 3.16 2.60 2X7 2X1 3.97 3.11 3X3 275 3.16 3.12 259 3.06 2.98 3X5 2.91 3X1

P .324 .313 .705 X73 .765 474 X74 .663 475 X27 X96 .784 X99 .731 .918 -134
2. 1 yr. 3.17 120 240 240 3X0 3X0 2X0 240 240 3.00 2X0 3X0 3X0 3.60 3X0 2X0

2-4 yta. 3.15 2.68 2.77 2.56 4.02 3.05 2.96 2.77 3.11 3.13 2.60 3.07 2.36 3.32 2.32 3.®
5* yra. 3.14 2.59 2X8 2X5 3X9 3.18 3X1 2X4 3.09 3.06 2.54 3.CE 2.77 3.17 2X5 3X2
Hot tatty 3.71 3-29 3.06 3.00 4.18 348 3.65 3.53 3.71 3.53 3.12 3.82 3.* 3.41 3.® 3.34

P -265 s t e .533 470 .525 49B .109 .006 .099 .392 .188 .061 .591 .539 .036 .104
3. faa 3.22 2.71 2.97 2.71 4.13 3.32 3X5 2X7 3.40 3X4 2.71 3.21 3.13 3.52 3.07 3.49

Ho 3.12 2X2 2X2 2X0 3X0 3.10 296 2X7 3.03 3.06 2.54 3.02 2.96 3.15 2X7 3X2
Jnoartain 3.50 2X5 2X0 2.75 3.95 3-20 3.B 2.90 3.15 3X1 2.® 3.35 2.90 3.40 3.® 2.®

P ■330 618 .581 .711 XB6 .330 .151 X64 X67 453 X59 .252 •531 .348 .334 .153
4. Taa 3.19 2.61 2.30 2.59 3.S7 3.17 3.04 2.71 3.05 3.07 2.57 3.03 2X8 3.34 2.32 3.2

:io 3.17 2X6 2X7 2X6 3.95 3.15 3X3 2.74 3.15 3.13 2X1 3.13 3X6 3.18 2.32 3X6
Jnoartain 2.91 2.91 2.91 2.55 3X1 2.91 2X2 2.55 3.09 3.00 246 2.82 3.00 3.27 2.90 2.73

P .746 •694 X24 X31 X25 .767 X11 x a .751 X40 X4S .575 419 489 .399 3.11

5. 3.12 2.61 2X3 2X4 3.34 3.15 3.06 2.71 3-15 3.10 2.57 3.07 2.56 3XB 2.92 3.®
Mo 3.25 2X9 2X8 2X3 4X4 3.14 2.96 277 3.00 3.13 2X0 3.07 3.06 3X0 2X9 3.30
'Jnoartain 3.24 2.91 2.91 2.62 3.67 3.19 3.00 2.67 3-14 3.05 2.71 3X4 3.10 3.® 3.» 2.®

P .042 490 •912 .394 .343 .984 .765 X67 .577 .942 X33 X U .737 X15 .737 489
6. Taa 3.24 2.66 2.90 2.70 4.05 3X3 3.09 2.79 3.17 3X0 2.® 3.18 3.07 3.33 3.01 3X9

Ho 3.06 2X7 2.70 244 3.73 2.95 2X6 2. SB 3.01 2X2 247 2.90 2.73 3.02 2.72 3.®
Jnoartain 2.97 2.5B 2. SB 2.® 3.62 3.09 3.00 2.65 2.97 3.15 2.50 2.® 3.09 3X4 2.79 3.59

P -295 .916 .372 2X8 .066 .153 X85 X67 463 .031 .363 X92 X73 .1® .098 .090
9. Taa 3-26 2X9 2.94 2.66 4.03 340 3.43 2.77 3.2D 3.09 2.91 3.37 3.U 3X6 3.® 3.57

Ho 3.17 2.57 2X3 259 3.95 3.11 2.97 2X9 3.09 3X9 2.50 3X2 2.33 3X2 2X6 3X3
’Jnoartain 3.0B Z.T6 2X3 2.73 3.39 3.11 2.9B 2.79 3.OB 3.15 2.71 3.10 3.10 3.30 3.C2 3.19

P .752 .184 X41 X63 -330 .365 X66 .731 X67 .942 .052 X57 440 X86 .371 X78

H m  3 - W J  ffiodi 1 • « y  poor
Topical 1. U fa  I

2. Fli
3. CoLrt̂ iUv'aarrltgt 
1. (kaon aoaallty

5. Sallglm
6. ~ Minl ia i  1111

7. Catfllcta
a. Lalawa Una

9. Paiatt1ng/c611<l-«a»
10. Dadalon .taking
11. In- baa/ ralatlvae
12. tkabaid/wlfo rolaa

13. Tool sotting
14. Parxxml srowth
13. raulyiifa activities 
16. T<mi can/ Oivoroa

3.

ct> you aipsct to ba aarflad ulthlm
_ _________ to taa you tarn tunad far poramal aauasllng raprrUnt praarttal [xopantitxi?
Hava you p—w i l y  Trrtarl at raaoueaa in ardor to [napata yotcaalf fw aarrlaga?
Mitbnut ) W  Inquiring, haw aridta oemaiad with yeu about [marital pnparttun?
Aa you tniric about yew ;rwarltal (aaparatlm, 1a tnara a a n u t  ootplt to wrm you Iook  to  a 

gtoa rola oodal far yew oarrlaga?
Do yeu faal you an twdy fbr c
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T IB  C 1U3

ICU6 410 PRJBtBILXXr FSXKS RX IOC 
W U C SBBSCSS AND IOC EnXNUEQEN 

ON 16 R5MRR1L TOTS

Qiaot. Para. Clar. 
Mo. & tenrlp. 1 2 3 4 5 6

Tafdaa 
7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

10. BLo. 3.96 3.72 324 325 328 324 328 32B 325 3.92 321 3.74 3.51 3.68 329 4471
Slap 3-B 3.32 321 3.32 326 3.11 2.70 2.95 3.9 3.52 3.37 3.30 3.19 3.37 322 3.30
Slnla 3.57 328 3479 3.30 3.14 3.16 3475 3.16 3.75 3.37 3.32 34)5 3.05 3.34 3.37 3.34
Ralartlva 320 3.60 220 3.00 320 220 2.60 220 320 3.00 3 2D 3.60 220 3 2D 3.07 32D
Fbatar 4.14 3.37 323 329 3470 2.71 2.71 3.14 3.14 329 3.37 323 329 3.14 323 3.14
Ottar 4.13 3.35 322 3.13 3.71 3.13 3.17 321 3.71 326 329 3.9 326 3.9 32B 3.63

P 421 J18 -361 231 4701 4700 4704 .136 .101 4707 .372 4X73 230 .148 .761 4700
11. OaattiH 4.00 2.30 3.30 3.00 4.00 3.30 3.00 4.00 4.00 3.30 4.00 3.30 3.00 3.30 4.00 4.30

Dathl 4.33 3.75 327 323 323 3.38 3.33 3478 4.9 3.53 327 327 323 4.00 3.5B 4.00
Oaatii Botti 3.30 3.30 3.30 4.30 2.30 4.00 4.00 3.30 3.30 4.00 3.30 3.30 3.30 3.30 4.33 3.03
Sopamai 3.54 3.77 323 3.15 3.15 2.92 2.92 2.92 3.39 3.39 323 323 323 3.39 326 2.77
Hvcroa 3.37 323 3-3 324 3.12 3.02 2.84 3.09 325 329 327 3.12 3.00 3.16 3.S 329
Imil. 3.50 442 3.30 3.30 4.50 3470 4470 3.30 3.30 3.50 4470 3.30 44X7 3.50 3.50 3.50

P .95 261 .907 247 .333 .375 234 231 223 .990 .780 209 229 .373 .716 290
12. t m 4477 3.75 3.71 3.51 3.92 3.81 322 3.30 4476 4470 3.72 326 325 3.78 3.73 3.32

Mo 3.69 3.36 3.12 3.09 3.9 3.13 3.02 2.96 3.51 3.3B 32B 3.37 3.17 3.36 3.16 3.68
Oaartain 4430 3.58 326 3475 322 323 3.33 3.17 3.90 324 4475 3.90 327 321 3.72 3.95

P .003 -276 .000 4704 .006 4700 .000 .000 .000 4701 .000 .000 .000 .003 .000 .195
13. Taa 422 3.93 328 3.32 424 4472 3.91 3.31 4-PI 4.14 320 4.15 328 4.03 329 427

Mo 3.3B 320 3.15 3.13 322 2.96 2.75 2.95 3.9 3.31 3.30 3.07 2.92 3.09 3.01 3.9
lAmrtaln 3.74 3.54 322 3472 3.51 326 320 3.15 3.66 3.36 3.9 324 325 3.51 3.9 320

P 4X70 .000 4700 .004 .000 .000 .000 .000 .000 .000 .000 4700 4700 .000 .000 4X70
14. •Cm 4419 326 326 3.32 3.99 3-67 3.36 3.39 4437 4471 327 3.76 3.38 3.75 326 328

Mo 3.39 3.37 3476 2.97 3.30 3.15 3.01 3.2 323 328 3.32 3.37 3.19 3.9 3.11 3.70
Ihowtmln 3.70 321 2.96 34X7 328 321 3474 3.15 3.74 3.56 3.9 3.9 3.12 3.9 328 3.78

P 4X2 .02 .000 4X70 4700 4700 4700 .000 .000 .000 .010 4705 4703 .002 .000 244
15 Taa 4.16 3.96 326 3.53 447B 3.76 321 329 4.16 4477 3.74 3.91 322 320 326 4477

Mo 3.77 3.9 329 3.18 3.9 3.35 322 3.12 3.64 3.69 322 326 3.31 327 3.36 3.75
Uneartaln 4.1S 3J5 326 326 209 3-55 3.36 3.18 4470 324 4470 44X7 3.73 3.73 324 3.73

P .007 4710 432 .066 4X72 47BB .03 .022 4701 .014 .020 .005 4760 .061 4795 .101

H a m  5 •  « 7  ^ a ts  1 •  « »  poor

TapicBi 1. Llfa patHat S. Ralicim 9. Fnitln(/cMiil-oan
2. rirwioaa 6. riaanlratlin 10. Qa-lalm otdni
3. Cowttfdf/oarxliai 7. Cotflicta 11. IreIjW raiativoi
4. Htaai aauUQr S. Lalawa tloa 12. rtwbaid/Kifa rolaa

Otaatloai
10. In iaat typa of 0ailly <to you Ilia idm you ara at has?
11. If yaw faint ara not livln* trartlw. h a r  Kara Hay agaiitar?
12. In yaw hoar la ttara a n a  to *toa you ha*a tunad far ooLraal ramlte fr— rltal proparaUm?
13. Co you faal yaw paraita* m i n i  is a g a t aodal far yaw anlaii?
14. Haa alttw a t yaw iww ita rated adth you about ftanaltal fzaparatiaf?
13. Haa alltar of yaw paraiti rao™andad raaowoaa In ardw to fiataia you fbr rarclapff
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13. Oaal aaettnc
14. Faraml irorth
13. EMaily-llfa actlvltlaa 
16. Cwaitoart/dlvwoa
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H O C  DU
heme am> B o a a u a  n o u s  h» soco. 
awuanasncs «to soax. Rsauunwa 16 ERMRSU. TOPICS

2aaL
Ho.

Baca. Oar. 
4 Oaasdp. 1 2 3 4 5 6

Tdpica 
7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

184. Day 0 yra 3.96 3.87 3.71 3.53 4J5 3.80 3.64 3-20 3.36 3.9 3J0 3.73 3.® 3.69 341 3.74
1 yr. U S 3JB 3.62 3.3B 4424 3.95 3.71 3-45 3.39 3.93 3J1 388 3-ai 3.64 3J4 348
2 yta. i.a s 3.84 3.37 3-43 4-29 3.90 3.76 3.33 3.37 3.78 3.03 3.69 3.87 4.C2 3.55 3.76
3 yta. 3 J S 3.30 2-42 2.91 3433 3.50 3.17 2.73 3.30 3.30 2.75 3.T7 34B 3.33 342 342
4 yta. 3.36 3.34 3-46 3-3 3.93 3-41 3.19 2J7 3.19 3.44 2.79 3-C 3-24 3.56 3.15 3.®
6 yta. 442 442 542 342 542 542 442 342 542 542 342 542 542 542 5.00 3.®

p 4X16 424 428 .356 4374 .021 .005 .002 484 485 .(SB 486 4XB .063 4014 J10

1®. Boarding 0 yta 3J2 3.35 341 3J6 348 3.35 3.15 2.93 3-21 3-41 2.76 3.38 3.23 3-49 3.16 3.54
1 yr. 3.9B 3.71 3.64 3-46 346 346 3.36 3.00 34)7 3.64 246 3.71 3-C 3-C 3.29 3.35
2 yra. 446 34» 3.65 3.39 4-39 44)5 386 3.34 3.66 3.77 342 3.71 3Ja 4.C2 3.52 3.77
3 yta. 4.10 3.96 3.33 3.39 4-3 3.92 3.76 3.31 3.31 346 345 3J2 3JD 3.71 3.61 349:
4 yta. 3.91 3.84 3.67 3.34 4JB 3.77 3.62 3JD 3.63 3.39 3JD 3.79 3.62 3.72 341 3J93

p 4X2 •GDI .302 .387 4X33 4X2 .000 •OC 4)15 .(89 .007 483 4X8 .012 .016 .189

180. Pi ill le 0 yra 3.83 3JB 3.36 3.3B 4.14 3.71 3.32 3.15 3-4S 3.62 348 386 3.53 3.71 3.39 3.73
1 yr. 4.04 34B 3-48 3-40 4J9 3.68 3.32 3.04 3J4 3.60 2.92 3-48 348 3.64 3.36 3.®
2 yra. 3J87 3.80 3.80 340 4.33 3.93 3.87 340 3.53 3-47 3.33 3.53 3-47 3J0 3-27 3.53
3 yta. 440 3.80 3J0 4-23 3-40 3-40 3.00 2.80 2.75 3.00 2-43 3 JO 3 JO 3.00 2.SD 3.®

p 4 ® .801 JBG3 479 252 .795 •678 .390 .399 3 8 .340 J13 .991 435 .582 449

19. Ta 3.90 3.81 3.61 3-8 4.19 3.77 3.3B 3.T7 3.34 3.63 3.10 3.72 3.57 3.74 341 3.77
No 3.52 3.16 3.37 3.14 3.93 3-41 3.18 23 3 2.98 3.39 2JB. 3.32 3.21 3.36 3.14 3J7
'Jnartaln 3.® 3J3 3.13 3.13 4.3 3.3B 3.30 3.30 3.75 3.88 Z.SB 3.78 3.50 3.® 3.a 3.75

p 464 J30 ■248 .199 •296 487 .124 .198 426 -232 -23B 485 .106 4)60 J15 4019
ao. Taa 3.SB 3JD 3.64 3-C 4-3 3.79 3.61 3JD 3.54 3.® 3.0B 3.72 3J1 3.73 340 3.75

No 3 JO 3JD 3-42 2.93 3-55 348 2.90 2.90 3.10 3.3 342 3.15 2.96 3.50 3.05 3.35
'Jnoartain 3.62 3-42 3-22 3.CB 3.84 3.53 3.31 2.96 3J4 3J9 2.96 3-14 3-S 3.51 3.39 3.55

p 4X2 426 468 4)12 422 427 424 .139 4079 4)12 .744 4)24 425 J59 .311 .182

21. Tn 4.16 4.10 44)4 348 441 446 3.97 3.37 3.87 3.90 3.30 3.96 3.86 4.04 3.71 4*09
No 3.72 3.58 3.39 3.23 448 3-61 3.40 34)2 3.36 3.30 2.90 3.53 3-40 3.58 3J5 3.59
Urxartaln 4.19 3J6 3.SB 3.* 4.14 3.76 348 3.14 3-29 3.71 3.00 3.91 3.81 3.76 348 3J2

p 4X2 4XJ1 420 4X2 4)46 4)11 420 4X2 422 4)10 4X2 425 43D3 422 423 4)03
22. Taa 4.18 3.99 3.92 3.73 4.34 3.9B 3.79 3.37 3.72 3432 3 J 3.90 3.81 3439 3.53 4.01

No 3-49 3.3B 3 JO 34J7 3.99 3-C 3J4 2J3T 3JD 3.34 2.79 3-41 3-24 348 3.19 340
Itaoortaln 349 3.93 3.36 3-22 3.96 3.78 3.39 3.37 3.32 3.78 3.30 3.56 3-8 3.78 348 3.59

p 4X2 420 200 4X2 424 420 420 420 4X2 420 420 420 420 422 4X39 420
23. TaaIL. 4.12 3.99 3.81 3 & 442 448 3.90 3-10 3.77 3.87 3.30 3.91 3J2 345 3.® 3.95no 3.39 3-42 3.37 3-21 3.96 3.43 3-21 2.95 3JD 3.36 2-® 3-40 3.24 3.54 3.19 349U B m i D 3-ffl 3 * 9 3.S 3J4 3.* 3-41 3.19 2-91 3-2 349 24)1 3.51 3.39 3 JO 348 3-fi

p 4X2 420 422 427 4X2 4X2 420 4X2 4X2 4X2 4X2 420 420 4SS 420 421
1

1. Lift lift! s. Rallgim2. rirwiT 6. riMiilm Im
3. C axtM o^aiftai 7. CarfUcta
4. H a n  anally S. Lalaaa tlaa

9. hontlng/cMU-coxa
10. flan aim mfclng
11. lo-taa/ralatlvaB
12. taabnd/alft rolaa

13. Goal aattlng
14. Paraoral ̂ 'uaUi
13. FnUy-Llft activltlaB 
16. CaoaittmVdivtana

18. In jot Oxr yaara of high achooL (gtadaa 9-12), hot am tf ynra did you attndi
19. Hara jtai had ny' aanal elanaa In acrlaft ad Inlly (ngantlai in g u  art ration?
20. Do tha achnola haaa atendad hava «qr raauoaa a  [ i n  iral (npatatlotf
21. In gar sdnling. la tha* a a a n  to taxa you ham hanad ftr aounallng raiding janarltal preparation?
22. Haa «gr timltgr/rtatT aodar at amnia you hana atf ilad aoraaJad with you admit prmontal pcoparatlrn?
23. ha tiara tan a Dculty/atoff nrtlad aoala In y a r achnol to a n  you look aa a geod rola nrdal for yeur
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1106 044
.'cue mo BaausLm nrxiES hx aura 
oaiucgHBnis up aura rowcra

CM 16 ETOUHEUL SUES

Quit. An. Char. Topics
to. t t a l p  1 2 3 4 S 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 U  15 16

264. Taa 3.19
to 2.5D
Ibwtaln 367

p -065
2GB. 3)4 3.17

PraUatsit 4.33
Catholic 3.67
Ottar 2.71

p .187

27. Ta 3.62
to 2.96
Unnetaln 3.37

p 4X0

2B. Ta 3.32
to 2.74
Unoartaln 3.10

p 4X2

29. Ta 3.9
to 2-95
Uhcntaln 3.18

p 4X2

30. Ta 3-©
to 3.07
Iknartaln 3.06

p 4713
31. Ta 3.8

to 3-OB
Umataln 3.16

p 4706
5. Ta 366

to 3477
Unoartaln 2.77

p 4700
33. Ta 3-2B

to. 340
Uhontaln 3.17

p .122

267 26B 265 3.97 3.18
242 261 2.01 3.3 2 ®
367 367 367 367 363
426 .096 43(2 .062 405
265 266 264 3.96 3.16
4.00 4.33 3.67 4.53 4.33
442 367 3J3 442 367
2.14 2.S 269 266 263
4JT7 470B 609 405 4777
361 348 3.15 4.33 3.64
246 263 243 361 2 ®
2.60 266 291 3.91 3.10
420 420 420 421 420
261 2.93 264 4.14 3.®
224 258 260 3.® 253
2.33 263 26B 3.39 2.97
420 4711 420 420 4X2
3.20 363 3.10 466 3.54
240 266 242 360 2 ®
2.62 264 2.66 3.® 361
420 420 420 427 4X2

3.04 365 340 461 366
2.36 264 241 363 265
262 270 257 367 3.06
4X2 420 420 406 4X2

3.14 3.® 3.15 4.31 3.9
256 275 2.55 3.® 3.10
264 2.® 2.79 363 2 ®
426 420 424 ■044 4142

3.37 3.® 369 4.54 365
253 274 2 0 366 3436
269 2.92 2.39 362 269
420 420 420 4X2 420
2.70 2.97 2 ® 440 361
263 270 2 ® 3.74 34S
263 263 2.70 44S 3.31
6 0 .114 646 4740 634

3474 273 3.13 3.12 260
264 2.9 2.71 271 2.14
3.33 3.33 3.33 3.® 3.33
.371 621 615 .353 .126

340 272 3.11 3.11 260
4.33 4.® 4.® 4.33 2 ®
3.33 342 3.33 367 267
2.14 263 2.57 2.14 242
4S7 .10 .181 472D 47®
367 3.14 366 3.® 269
266 2 9 2 ® 293 268
3.® 262 364 3.14 267
4X0 420 425 4700 4710
360 264 3.5 364 2.73
262 269 262 2.71 26B
272 260 261 3.® 2.®
4X0 4716 4700 4X72 423
362 3.12 3.53 3.® 3.04
262 2 0 2 ® 263 2 *
3.04 272 3.01 3.® 260
4700 4X2 420 4170 4700
3-43 3.® 361 366 2.®
267 261 299 262 2.®
291 267 3.® 3.® 2 ®
420 4700 472B 4700 4X0

3.52 361 3.5 366 3.14
297 264 3475 3475 263
273 264 3.® 3.11 2.9
4704 4XO 47© 4777 420
3.77 3.® 3.79 360 3.12
2 ® 264 3471 3471 2.51
265 262 3.® 3.5 262
4300 4700 420 4X74 4702
3.U 261 3.18 364 266
264 2 ® 2 ® 266 263
3.® 2.74 366 363 260
4768 .1® 626 4713 47B6

3.® 3.01 366 2 8 36B
2.37 269 2.64 2.® 2.®
3.87 367 367 368 367
.181 4742 .1® .074 .302
3479 3471 365 2.® 368
2 ® 4.® 4.® 4.® 4.®
340 342 2 ® 349 267
263 2.® 2.14 2.14 263
.127 4X5 4)11 424 .099
3.® 360 3.87 3.® 3.74
269 262 3475 274 3.10
364 364 3.5 3.14 364
420 4700 4X2 4X2 4X2
367 3.15 3.37 3477 367
2 ® 256 26B 254 260
268 261 3.16 2.72 2.®
4700 4700 4704 4X9 .0®

3.® 366 3.® 3.31 3.61
262 2.72 34)1 275 3.10
3.10 3.® 3.31 267 367
4700 4700 4X0 4X9 4709
3.53 3.31 366 3.® 3.®
261 272 2.® 266 3479
2.99 2.87 3.18 267 3.18
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Attiken, M. (1979). Preparation for marriage; A model for four 
pastoral interviews with young people preparing for 
marriage. Unpublished manuscript, Andrews University, 
Seventh-day Adventist Theological Seminary, Berrien Springs, 
MI.

This paper covered major issues and included 
worksheets, interview questions, and additional reading in 
Adventist Home (White, 1951).

Campolo, T. (1984). You can make a difference. Waco, TX; Word.
An adapted film series written to adolescents as if 

they were in the author’s presence. By use of stories, 
personal experiences, and genuine openness, he presents the 
Christian life style.

Coleman, W. (1982). The great date wait and other hazards. 
Minneapolis: Bethany House.

Written for young people just entering adolescence. 
Includes 137 thought-stimulating letters from a concerned 
and loving father.

Coleman, W. (1984). Earning your wings. Minneapolis: Bethany 
House.

A short devotional book for the older adolescent who is 
about to leave the nest. Written as short letters to 
motivate thought and discussion.

Day, D. (1973). "I've got this problem with sex . . . ." Mountain 
View, CA: Pacific Press.

This is a short booklet for Adventist teens and their 
parents. It is not a comprehensive study on sex but was 
designed to help teens understand Christian values 
concerning sexuality.

Dobson, J. (1984). Preparing for adolescence (8th ed.). Ventura,
CA: Vision House.

Preparing for adolescence growth pak is taken from a 
series of lectures. The book is available with six cassette 
tapes, a workbook for students, and two instructional tapes 
for parents.
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Earles, B. (1984). The dating maze. Grand Rapids: Baker Book House.
The emphasis is on helping adolescents face the 

pressures of the adult world. As a pastor, Earles takes a 
direct approach to each problem. He writes to teenagers as 
if they were in the audience.

Judd, W. (1978). Breaking up. Mountain View, CA: Pacific Press.
Answers to the why, when, and how to break off a 

dating relationship. It also gives counsel for those who 
face rejection after the break-up of a relationship.

Judd, W. (1980). Kissing, hugging, and . . . Nashville, TN:
Southern Publishing.

Gives short concise answers to specific questions asked 
by youth. Each topic is addressed from a Christian 
perspective, often using clarifying scripture.

Kesler, J., & Beers, R. (Eds.). (1984). Parents & teenagers: A 
guide to solving problems and building relationships.
Wheaton, IL: Victor Books.

An edited work with foreword by Billy Graham. It is a 
compilation of a wide range of topics. They also report 
their interviews with 50 Christian leaders, all of whom are 
parents, on topics pertaining to adolescents.

Lindsey, J. (1981). Teens parenting: The challenge of babies and 
toddlers. Buena Park, CA: Morning Glory Press.

The realities of parenting presented with quotes from 
teenage mothers and well-researched guidelines. Student and 
teacher's guide available.

Lindsey, J. (1984). Teenage marriage: Coping with reality. Buena 
Park, CA: Morning Glory Press.

Discusses the realities of marriage or moving in 
together. It is available with a student and teacher's guide.

Lindsey, J. (1985). Teens look at marriage: Rainbows, roles, and 
reality. Buena Park, CA: Morning Glory Press.

Quotes and statistical information of teenagers not yet 
married are compared with those who are. Suggestions are 
given for encouraging young people to delay too-early entry 
into marriage, and for ways to help those teens who are 
married cope with their realities.

Mazat, A. (1981). That Friday in Eden. Mountain View, CA: Pacific 
Press.

The book addresses sexuality openly and honestly from a 
Christian perspective. It is recommended for the older 
adolescent.
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Short, R. (1978). Sex, love, or infatuation: How can I really know? 
Minneapolis: Augsburg.

Fourteen clues are given together with questions to 
help readers decide their own answers. There is an 
evaluation chart at the end to aid in this process.

Short, R. (1984). Sex, dating and love. Minneapolis: Augsburg.
Responses are given to 77 questions teenagers most 

frequently ask. The author believes young people need 
frank, honest answers to their questions.

Van Pelt, N. (1982). The compleat courtship. Hagerstown, MD:
Review and Herald.

The author believes that "in a very real way many 
marriage failures are really courtship failures" (p. 6). In 
response to a survey administered to teenagers, she 
addresses the questions and issues about which adolescents 
have inquired.

Watts, K. (Ed.) (1979a). Marriage education: A course for engaged 
couples. Washington, D.C.: Home and Family Service,
General Conference of Seventh-day Adventists.

In cooperation with the Home and Family Service, Watts 
edited a collection of works. The first is a manual which 
presents an overview of topics deemed necessary to prepare a 
couple for marriage.

Watts, K. (Ed.) (1979b). Togetherness, oneness, .joy: A course for 
engaged couples. Washington, D.C.: Home and Family 
Service, General Conference of Seventh-day Adventists.

The manual provides materials which complete the 
marriage education program.

White, E. (1983). Letters to young lovers. Mountain View, CA:
Pacific Press.

The Ellen G. White Estate compiled an edited collection 
of 200 letters and articles which White had written to young 
people. The book deals with what to look for in a future 
spouse, precautions about sexuality, and specific counsel on 
youthful relationships.

White, J. (1984). Looking for love in all the wrong places (3rd 
ed.). Wheaton, IL: Tyndale House.

The book is designed to catch the imagination of teens 
by talking with them, not at them. The author addresses 
issues Christian adolescents are facing today.
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Wittschiebe, C. (1982). Teens and love and sex. Washington, D.C.: 
Review and Herald.

The openness in which Wittschiebe writes to teens about 
sexuality, dating, marriage, and love may be shocking to 
some parents. It is timely for today's teens. He urges 
parents to read the book before giving it to their 
teenagers.

Wright, H., & Inmon, M. (1978). A guidebook to dating, waiting and 
choosing a mate. Eugene, OR: Harvest House.

A workbook designed as a self-evaluation for teens. It 
is aimed at the young person who is seeking answers 
pertaining to future family life or possible singleness. As 
a tool in the classroom, it may be used in value 
clarification.
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