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1. THE term “family” is used to connote varieties of gronping in
society. '‘When we thick of s family,” explain Ogburn and Nimkoff,
‘*wo pioture it a8 a more or less durable assooiation of husband and wife
with or without obildren, or of a man or woman alone, with children’
(1953°: 450). Bas, according to Professor Murdook, *'the faruily is a social
group consisting of two or more adults of differsnt ssx who ars married to
one another, and of one or more children, own or adopted, of the macried
parenta. Tt is to be distinguished alike from iage, the eocial relat!
ship uniting the parents of opposite sex, and from the household, the
socinl group occupying & dwelling or other domioile,” *‘Hance,” he
deduces, "‘strictly speaking, & married but ohildless couple or a widowed
or divoreed parent with children may form a household bt not a fumily.”
(Merdock and others 1950 : 86).

Various other examples of different convotation of the term ‘“‘family”
may also be cited. For inataace, in order to depict a genoslogical history
some may consider roughly defined cognatio group aa a family; such ss,
the Nehra family, the Tagore family, eto. Again, for the purpose of &
sociol survey some others may consider & *'family” as consisting of some
normally” co-residential and commonsal individuals who sre relaled
to each othor by blood or by marriage or by adoption.

2. All thess connotations may not and should not be thought as
irrelevant or namoaningful. Rather such differsnces in defining the term
family" only reflect the objective necessity of taking Into account the
varying norms in different scoieties as afecting the family as & social
institution a8 well 8a the specific objectives of different etudies. They,
thorofors, suggost that any attempt to fix a sot of avtributes as ocoustant
for all socictios and all porposss of study may be quite illogical,

In general, the “family” as & social institution would defins some
indlividuals rolutod to ench other by some sort of kinship relations. And,
in perticular, the family-units woald be distinguished gst thomsol
*This paper evolved out of a critical ion on the exhaustive study op the
of family structures made by Professor Remkrishna Mukherjee. To a cortain extent, it
summarises omo of the concepts pul forth by him, but it has its own orientation and
claboration for which the writers of Lhis paper are enlirely responsible. Al the same,
wo remain grateful 10 Professoc Mukberjee for his helpfu! suggestions 1o fnalize il for

publication. A part of his study i availabk jnothe Sociological Research Unit of tha
Indian Statistical Institute, Calcutts, {o & mimeosraphad form.




A METHOD OF CLASSIFYING FAMILY STRUCTURES n

by one or more attributes useful to the examination of the family as a
social institotion from one or another aspect,

3. In tho light of the above-mentioned features of the family, mstead
of plunging into a lengthy discourse to define *'a family” as such, it may
be usefal to attempt to evolve, if possible, sach a schematic approach
whereby the family-unita can be classified exhaustibly into motually
exclugive catogories by taking into acenunt all probable variations in the
composition of the family-units, Beonuse such a scheme of classification
would be equally applioable to whichzver way the **family' is defined and
the family-onits are identified.

4. To be aure, no single classification of family-unite may be able to
des] with all the facets of the fumily as a social inatitution, Schemes of
classification from various different aspects may be desirable, and in a
certain sitnation some one may deserve priority over others, A schems
of structnal classification of the fumily-units may, therefors, have its own
nsefulness particularly for a socicty where the chain of kinship bonds with-
in the family-units is complex, diverse, and lengthy; andfor when a large
number of family-units are to be studied in a society which may require
a preliminary sorting by their internal composition into similar categories,
Therefore, one may continue further study by selecting a few family-units
from such categories. It may therefore, be stated at the outset that the
acheme of structural classification mey primarily be considered as only an
aid to a relevant, comprebensive, precise and systematic approach to the
understanding of this social institution, It is neither an analysis of the
phenomenon concerned nor its synthetic representation.

5. With the above aim in view, three dimensione of classification
of family structures have been onvisaged in the coarse of the present
study, Namely: (1) Kinship composition, (2) levels of kinship articu-
lation, i. e, family matrix, and (3) cohort composition. They may be
expected to unravel atep by step the characteristics of kinship and affinsl
relations the family-unita are vested with.

hes

1, The probable kinship relations within & family-unit may broadly be
olassifled into one of the folluwing five categories. They are; (1) conjugal,
between husband and wife; (2) parental-filial, between father and/or
mother, on the one hand, and son andjor daughter, on the other; (3)
sibling, between brother and sister; (4) ilneal, between those related by
common descent from the same ancestor as traced through males and/or
females, excluding those related by parental-filial or sibling relation; and

(5) affinal, between those rolated through the spouse of one or both of
them, These ocategories, than, would be exhaustive as well as distinotive
in depioting types of kinship or affinal relation (a); all, some, or only one
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of whioh may ha relevant to the formation ef & particalar family-unit.

9. The napect of structural categorization of femily-units by taking
into sccount the attribute of kinship relations within each of them may
be regarded to represent the family types which has been considered as
the firet order of claseification of family structurs here. Accordingly, the
following seven family types have been evolved. Namely: (1) “male”
si-gle-m-mber type. ropresented by a male individual without aoy kin or
affine; (2) ¢ female™ single-member type, represented by a female individual
without any kin or affine; (3) conjugal rype. rcpresented by & couple; (4)
sibling type. represented by two or more unmarried brothers andfor sisters,
(5) elementary family type. repr ted by either husband andfor wife with
at least one unmarried offspring; (8) joint fumily type, represented by auch
malea, their wives (if any), andjor unmarried females who belong to the

line of d t and ion; and (7) kindred. which, however,
arises 08 & apecial variety of joint family under bilocal® or alternating®
norms of residence, a8 quite contrary to the neolocal® norms of residence,
whereby any kin or affine of a momber of a family-unit has the right to be
included as one of its member {Rivera 1932: 18).

3 It is obvious that these seven categories of fumily structure
correspond fairly closely to the five previously mentioned broad categories
of kinship relations. Thus, the ‘‘single-member type™ represents such
case where their ia no kinship relation within & unit of this type. Such
units have, however, been dichotomised by their sox. For this may have
bearing upon the operation of the famiy as a sovial institution because the
relative position of males and females is not the same in many societies
and/or in different social strata. The *‘conjugal type” and the ‘‘sibling
type” represent only the conjugal and the sibling kinship relations, ree-
pectively, within the unite of these types; while the ‘‘elementary family
type” involves one and only one conjugal kinship relation together with at
least one parental-filial with or without sibling kinship relation, The *‘joint
family type” as well a8 the ‘‘kindred” involves esscntially different varie-
tier of lineal kinship relations which may further be categorized as ‘‘lineal
only”, ‘‘collateral only”, and ‘‘both lines] and collateral”,

4, With respeot to the dimension of kinship composition, a second
order of struotural oategorization of family-units may be attempted by
oconsidering the attributes of lineage and locality, According to this order,
each member of a family-unit may be categorized as either belonging to the
“atock” of that family by virtue of maintaining the scoial norm of resi-

sBilocal=cither *“patrilocal”, i.c., male ancestral house for tho males and unmarried

females, and husband's ancestral house for the married females, or *“matrilocal®, Le.,

female ancestral house for the females and unmarried males, aad wife's ancestral house for

the marricd males. Alternating—sometimes “patrilocal" and sometimes ‘*‘matrilocal™
id 1 ltogether new sot up by an individual.
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dence or locality or as being an *‘adhesion”, 8o to say, to the unit becanse
of deviating from that norm. Such an adhesion may be looked at as either
an adhesion from the ‘‘male’-side (patrikin) or the ‘‘female’-side
(matrikin) of the stook. Thus, the following four broad categories of
family struoture may be evolved. Namely: (1) stock only, (2) stock with
patrikin, (3) stock with matrikin and (4) stock with both patrikin and
matrikn.

5. To proceed, this concept of adhesion may next be utilised for
further subdivision of the family types (except the ‘‘kindred” type) presen-
ted as the first order classification of family structures, That is ,excluding
the types consisting of only such members who belong to the same stock,
the others with any adhesion at all may be labelled as a particular type
of family “‘with kin', Thus, the family types obtained earlier in course of
the first order clagsification may now be further distinguished as follows,
(1) “‘Male" single-member type, (2) “femals” singlermember type, (3)
conjugal type (4) sibling type, (8) elementary fomily type, (8) joint family
type. () ‘ male” single member with kin, (8) “female’ single-member with
kin, (9) conjugal type with kin, (10) sibling type with kin, (11) elementary
Jamily type with kin. (12) joint family typr with kin, and (13) kindred. If
necessary, the juint family rype may agsin be subdivided into lineal joint
Jamily type, collateral joint famlly type and both lineal and collateral joint
family rype for further study. And similarly for the joint family type with kin
also, If required, kins may again be subdivided** patri-", “matri-", or both,

8. A necessary prerequisite to categorizing a family-unit by the
above-mentioned firet and second orders of olassification will be the proper
assesement of the rights of & wember of & family-unit vis-a-vie that family
or, the reasons of hisfher living with the family-unit. Otherwise, who
is the real adhesion. i. e,, who has grafted on whom camnot correctly be
deduced. To illustrate the following example may be cited. In the village
of Garubathan (Jalpaiguri District, West Bengal) & person waa observed to
live with hie married sister and her minor sons, The brother-in-law was
an employes of & Tea Garden and as such, he, of necessity, had to etay in
that Tea Garden. In the course of a social survey, this person (brother)
wae returned as the head of the family. From other items of information
it waa gathored thut the returned **head” was only 18 years old, a school
student, while the land and the residential house, ete,, belonged to the
brother-in-law. And the earners in the family aleo were the *‘sister” and
the ‘“‘brother-in-law”. Considering the ‘‘brother” as the ‘head", the
family-unit under refcrence became ‘‘male single member with kin type”
while logioally it should have been of *‘elemuntary family with kin type'.
Such querien will arise in all cases when a family type is returned as *‘with
kin"”, Therefore, in classifying any struoture with kin, the legal or obliga-

tory position of all individuals of the family in question must be previonsly
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ascertained by the laws of residence and inheritance,

7. In the context of a large-soale social survey the procedurs of how
to atructurally classify the families are suggested nbove has boen shown in
Appendix A, One usefulness of this procedore may be that this procedure
can be worked out with the help of trained field investigators and compe-
ters inatead of the employment of snoial scientists themselves,

I

1. Having classified a family-unit by ita structural type, the next
dimension of study may be its levels of kinship articulation indicating the
degree a8 well as the direction of expansion of kinship relutions with res-
pect to the Ego. In this context, to indicate the strucrural houndai les ns
demarcated by the upward and downward generational extension and the
laterul extension of the stock members in a family us well an the degree of
structural completenrss with respect to the presence or absoncue of at lenst
one of unceatral root cohort, the following constants of & fumily-unit may
be of some relevance. Numely : the degree of vertical extension mny be
labelled as (v) which may further be subdivided into two partn (g )

u

and (gl)_ The number of generations to which the stock-members of a

faruily-nnit may extend above the Ego may be represented by (gu) with a

A positive (+) sign while (gl) would represent that below the Ego with a

negative (—), sign, so that veg —g, +1 .1 representing Ego’s genera-
u

tion), Concomitant to (v) may be studied the maximum degoee of lateral
extension among the stook bera of & frmily-unit labelled as lm) which

may measure the positional distance of a stock-member from the Ego,
The constsnta v, g , g and I' will indicate the strnotursl boundaries
u m

2. The vertical and the lateral extension being thus obtained, it may
be ascertained that whether the oconsanguine etock-members could be
genealogically connected directly through the existing generationa) level of
the family-unit or any ‘‘extra” generational level (r) is required. For
example, to obtain direct generational link between two brothers, F andfor
M is vequired; to generationally complete the link of E with FBZ, at least
one of the grand-parents (FF andfor FM) is required to be presont together
with E and FBZ. But, in the former case, if any one of F or. M exists in
the family-unit, none of any ‘‘extra”, i, e,,root cohort of upper-genera-
tional leval, would have been required to.fill up the gap between the two
brothers as parent {r=1). Similarly, in the latter oase, if none of the
parents or,the grand-parents were present r=2; if at least any parent wers
present, r=1; and if any grand-parent wes present (with or without paren-
tal.one), r=0. Thus, the oconstant ir) indicates the degree of atructural
ocompleteness aa atated nbove,
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3. Togedher with the family type, the values of v, 8 gl, lm and r
may synthetically represent the structore of a family. The following
three orders of structural olassification of the family-units may then be
applied. Namely : (1) categorizing the family-units by their respective
values of v or 8,8 and lm; 2) categorizing the family-units by the
velues of r as either O or greater than O; and, (3) the levels of articulation
of tho kins, i.0,, the generational levels and the links of those of a family
who du not helong to the stock of that family-unit but are regarded as fam-
ily members. The latter may be apecified aa follows: (1) stock-members only,
(2) patrikin of parental generations only, (3) patrikin of cousinfilial genera-
tion only, (4) patrlkin of parental and cousin/filial generations only, (5) mat-
rikin of parental generation only, (8) matrikin of cousinjfillal generation only,
(7) matriki of parental and cousin|filial generations only, (8) patrikin and
matrikin of parental generations only, 19) patrikin and matrikin of causin|fillal
generation only, (10) patrikin of parental generations but matrikin of cousin]
filial generation, (11) patrikin of cousinifilial generation but matrikin of
parental generations, and (12) patrikin and matrikin of both parental and
cousinlfilial generations each. 'The generational categories may be treated
separately as generationsl levels as well a8 generational links, s is
required,

4. In the context of large-acale surveys, a tabulation design for kin-
ship relationa has been suggested and illustrated with an example in
Appendix B. Following this derign not only the required values of v,
8,8 lm and r mny be obtained in & routinewise computational manner,

but additienally, it will also docket the kinship character, the exact kinship
relarion the generutionul position and the lateral distance of each of the sroek
members without losing any information about their respective age-starus.
and cex It may also be noted that the information as to the type of a kin
{2 patrikin or & matrikin) togother with his/ker generational link will
isolate whether & kin ie through the ‘‘mother” or ‘‘wife”* or “‘siater” or
“‘daughter” of the Ego. Thus, having isolated the slementary family-unite
and the joint fumily-units with or without any kin, this might be ubeful
as  good oollator of kinship information within an elementary or a joint
family,
v

1. The third dimension of structural olassification of the family-units
is their cohort composition, which may be envisaged in two following ways:
firatly, by exawining their constellation and secondly, by their nasure of
completeness, The oonatellation may be and should be examined by
() the types of marriage (B) a8 monogamous, polygynous, polyandrous,
ate., that helped the formation of any colort in the family, and (b) by the
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nature of such marriage (s) i. e., whether the marriage (g) has/have ocenrred
i ly or subsequently. B this may foous any causal con-
nections (8) between step relativea within a unit.

2. The second aspeot of this study deals with the cohort-completenesa
of g unit, Or in other words, it is to examine whether all the cohorts
required to trace the genealogical connection of any family member with
the Ego of the unit are fully present (because of both the consorts) and/or
partly present (beonuse of any one comsort of a cohort); or some or all of
thewn are fully absent in the unit, being either dead or staying elsewhere,
The usefulness of such an examinations lies in the fact that this may, to
gome extent, indicate the bond» of coordination or integration of different
members within any family unit, As for example : whether the ‘‘siblings™
are living together even after their parents are dead or otherwise,

3. With this aim in view a broad structural classification of the
family-units may be visualized as follows: (1) roor cohort is complete:
(2) root cohort Is broken (i. e,, any one partner is absent); and (3) root
cohory is completely absent  The composition of all other cohorte invalved,
however, may be categorized as-all of them are (1) complete, (2) broken,
|8) absent; or (4) some are complete, some broken, (5) some complete,

some absent, (8 some broken. some absent, and (7) some completr, some
broken, some absent  If desired, a orose-olassification by the compnsition
of root-cohort as well as the other cohort(s) involved may be derived by
pooling these two above-mentioned olassification, [For operational proce-
dure refer to Appendix ‘C'],

APPENDIX A

1. Inorder to illustrate conoretely the procedure of amalysis, let a
patrilineal-patrilocal society be considered. A family may be defined in
any way one prefers; for example, one may refer to & *‘coresident family”,
a ‘‘commensal family”, & ‘‘nnrmally co-resident and commensal family"”, or
an “‘egocentrio family”, eto. The first three definitions are self-explained
while the latter oonsists of such persons as family membera who are
regerded a8 such by a partioular individual. Again, the person of reference,
or the Ego of a family, many be chosen depending on the apecific purpose
of analysis, For example, the senior-most male member, or the person
recognised aa the head of & family, in order to obtain the kunship composi-
tion vis-a.vis persons of some sort of aooial importance; or the principal
earner to indicate the kinship composition vis-a-vis the person of financial
importance; eto, However, having defined a family and its Ego, the
definitiona must be striotly followed.

2. Following therefrom, alongwith the tion of the b
of a family-unit, their exaot kinship relations with the Ego and their
marital status are to be recorded as follows, ‘‘Ego (unmarried)”, *‘father
(widower)"”, ‘‘father's elder brother (married)”, *‘father’a elder brother's
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wife (married)”’, ‘‘younger sister (married”, younger eister's husband
(married)”, ‘‘younger sister (vnmarried”), son’s firat son (unmarried)”’,
.on’s second son (unmarried)”, eto.

If there exist among the stock members of a family, more than one
elder or younger brother, eto,, they may be depicted by numerical suffixes
1, 2, etc., after their respective kinship notation, e, g. Father's brother
(first )-FB], Father’s brother (ucond)=FB2,

3. Let, E denote Ego; W-wife; F-Father; M-mother; B-brother;
8-sister; Z-son; D-daughter; and H-husband, Let an *‘elder relationship”
be denoted where necessary by the suffix {e) snd a *‘younger relationship”
by (y. Finally, lot tho five marital status be represented by a second
suffix aa (u) for uomarried: (m)-married, wife/husband alive; (w)~widower/
widow; 181-legally separat-l; and, (d)-divorced. Any step-relationship
may be indicated by a superscript '), Thus the kinship relationa stated
in parn (2) may be transformed into the following notations En' F',

FB .FB. W ,8 .8 H ,8 ,2Z ,22_, e,
le e m ly m 2Zy | fu p )

ly

m m ']

4. When the Ego of a family-unit is any male person or an unmarried
female person, examine whether M or 8 or D precedes any notation; such
notations indicate kina who do not belong to the stock of the family-unit

concerned; Soaleo are to be treated any S or D . A patri-
mjw/djs m/w/dfs

kin may be identified as (a) 8 or (b) any notation

mjwid/s or Dm/w[dl:'
serics beginning with 8 or D, or (¢) any notation series preceded by 8 or D
but itself being unpreceded by auy M, or W,

A matrikin may be indentified as a notation series (a) beginning with
M or W. or (b) preceded by M or W but itself unpreceded by any 8 or D.
For any ever-married female person apply this rule for (a) and (b) notation
seriea beginniog with (H); or (¢) any notation without (H) at its beginning
is to be treated as also a **matrikin”.
5. Thua, having separated the kine, if any:
1. Next ine (a) the residual fons 1n the light of whether any
notation series consisting of 2or mope notations have d togeth
with Ego, The family struoture would, then, be of the juint family type.
If, h 5 8ll the notation-seriep consist of single notations, then

examine whether the Ego is ever-marpied (E )along with (B ) and/
mjwfd/s u

or (Su), or there in at leaat one more married person, or (b) the Ego is

unmarried (“) but thers fs atleast ons mors married person exoept F or
M, in both these cases slao the family ia of joint family type.

2 If there is only one stook-member, i.e,, the Ego, it is obviously &
single-member type, male or female being determined by the sex of Ego,
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8 If the notations are either H or W besides E, the family is of
confugal iype; if they are of B or 8 besidea E, the Family is of sibling type.

4 The rest being elementary family type.

APPENDIX B
1. A notation-series depicting & kinship relation of a atock member

with respeot to a male Ego or an unmarried female Ego (as discuseed in
Appendix A) may be coneidered in four parts. Namely : (a) the notations
F, M; (b) the notations B,8; (¢) the notations Z, D ; and (d) W, H. They
osm oveur in & notation-series of a stook ber in the seq of
(B/M, B/Su, Z/D , W/H). In thie sequence only F ard 2 can recur, On
the basis of tbes: oharaoteristics of the notation-series of stock-members,
a coding design has been evolved to docket the kinship relations together
with their age-status and sex, after recording in col. (1) their reapective
kinship characteristios, i. e., whether a stock member or a patrikin or &
matrikin a8 per appendix A [Cola. (2)-(5) of the ‘*‘General tabulation
design of & Pamily Structure (I)'’). If the Ego is an ever-married female,
ider the notation-series beginning as (H) F, etc.

2. The generational position (g)and the lateral diatance (1) of each
sbook ber may be obtained in Cole. (6) and (7)~{10) againat each
notation-series, The required values of gu‘ Kl' v, ]m and r may be com-
puted as indicated in the design.

8, For a kin, to obtain hia/her generational /eve! vis-a-vis the Ego of
the family-unit, the computational scheme of Col. {8} ie to be mndified as
follows. Count the frequency of occurrence of F or M in the notation-serirs
and sabtraoct from it the frequenay of occurrence of Z or D. For example,
the generational level of FSa, FSBZu, Sw' DH'Bu, DHF with regard to Ego

w
becomes (1), (0), (0), (-1), and (O) respectively. Or in other words
Father's elder sister (widow)is placed one generation above the Ego.
Similarly Father's elder sister's son (unmarried) aud sister (widow) are
placed in the Ego's generation; while Daughter'a husband’s brother is
placed one generation below the Ego. To obtain his/her generational
link vis-a-vis the Ego, however, examine which one of the notations M, 8,
W, D oceur first in the sequence, Consider only the part of the notation
series upto the firat oocurence of M, 8, W, D including thia apeoific
notation, Oount the frequency of F or M in this part and substract from
it the frequency of £ or D ocourring in the same part only. With reference
to the same example, the geperatianal lmk is obtained as (1), (1), (0),
(-1), (-1). [Cols. (7) and (8) of *‘General tabulation design of Esmily
Btruoture (X1)”). Similar to 8,8 for the stock of a family, the maximum
and the minimum generation /evef and the Nk (kl' kl’, kz, kz'nlpw‘uly)

way be eatily obtained thurefrom, if reqnired, as shown in the above men-
tioned table.
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GENERAL TABULATION DEBIGN OF A FAMILY STRUCTURE (T

Columns for coding

Only for stock members, i. &., those of the membera of & family-unit

8L who betong to ft by virtue of social norm of residencs ar locality
no.
Kinship Kinghip codes
notution
1at code 2nd code 3rd code 4th code
O (2 @) 4) (6)
I No (H) FIM/F'/M* 0 No (H)B/S /B'/S" 0 -No-Z/D 0 E (malk) 0
u u u

2 (H) FIM 1 0B | zZ/D 1 E (femal) 1
[ u u

k] (H) FFIM 2 H)B 2 ZzZD 2EB( ") 2
y u m

4 (H) FFFIM 3 (H) S k} y 2} 3 WH 3
] u
u

s (HMFFFEM 4 (WS 4 2277D 4 FBZ 4
y u
u

6 MS/D S

uou

7 (H) F'/M* 6 (H) B 6 rp 6 x
e u

8 (H) FF'/M* 7 (H)B' 7 ' 7 x
y u

9 (H)FFFM™ 8 (ms 8 zr o 8 X
¢ u
u

10 (HFFFF'M" 9 {H)s 9 rMo 9 X
y

u

Columns for computation

Tol 1 Tol. 16 20 L Tol. (6)> 0 Tol (8) <0 | _Col.§>0
minus | EoT =0Tl 185 0 [Col_(31=0 Col 31>0 [Tols [(N+(B)+ ‘C?ls"ltaGH
Col. ) o 5 [Tl 11| CoF () [Col (G+T | ©)+(10 :9;1{]60]—

[3] (U] ®) ) 0 h t2)
(giving  [giving the value of 1’ for respactive  (giving the values, say,
the value serial numbers, ] of q, for respective
of ‘g’ for serial nwnbers.]
each serial
number, ]

= 1 =l —g )=r
gl'l|IX g|.| max m (qmu g\ll
g . =g
min 1
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GENERAL TABULATION DESIGN OF A FAMILY STRUCTURE (M)
Only tor ‘‘adhesions’, 1. e., those of the members of & fomily-unit

81, who should not have belonged to it according to she sooial norm of

no. residence or locality.

Kinship Notations upto

notion and inoluding Frequenoy of the  Generation  Generation
the first ooon- notations level link
rrence of

¥ Z/D Col. (3)- [Col. (4)-
M/W/S/D* GOl D) 0ol () Cal. (1) CoLi®) oy g}] Lo ((;)’]

© @) @ @ @ G © (M (8
[giving the  [giving the

values of, valoes of
sy f, say h,
against againat
each gerial  each serial
number ) number. ]
f =k h =k
max | max 2
x x x x x x x f =k’ b =k
min | min 2

*If the Ego is an ever-married female, for any notation-series not
belonging with notation ‘H' put atonos in Col. (8) zero withont any
tabulation in the intermediate columna,

JLLUSTRATIVE TABULATION OF A FAMILY STRUCTURE
DIAGRAMATIC REPRESENTATION OF A FAMILY STRUCTURE

o
-3

Symbols : A male; O female; [ ] dead; = married.



A METHOD OF CLASSIFYING FAMILY STRUCTURES 3

General tabulation design of a family etruoture tT) : stock membera

Columns
0o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
1 E 00 0 0 0 O 0
2 W 0 0 0 3 0 0 0
3 Zu 0o 0 1 4 -1 0 0
4 F 1 0 0 4 1 0 1
5 M 1 0 0 35 1 0 1
[} FBI 1 1 0 4 1 1 2
c
7 FB, w 1 1 0 3 1 1 2
€
8 FB Z 1 1 1 4 0 2 2 2
Ie u
9 FB 1 2 0 4 1 1 2
y
u
10 FFW 2 0 0 4 2 0 2
11 FFB 2 2 0 4 2 1 3
yw
12 FFByZZ 2 2 2 4 ¢ 3 3 3
u
=2, =-1; 1 =3§; =
X gu 2 gI m 3 qmu s
v=4 r=1
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