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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

4, Statement of the Problem

The family is becoming increasingly recognized as a dominant
force in the shaping of personality. dna of the basic influences which
mold the personality of the growing child is the attitude of the parent.
In the constant interaction between parent and child, a more or less
basic, consistent pattern emerges, which determines the extent of re-
straint, encouragement, indifference, and other practices with which
the child must cope 1n his daily life. Teagarden's (11) statement is
typical of the growing interest in home relationships and parental
attitudess N

L dTn e fires place, there is accumilating evidence that
all manner of behavior deviations can be and often are accounted

for by the subtleties of home relationships ., ., . Another fact
of great significance is that, in attempting rehabilitation and

reeducation, professional workers take into account that parents'
attitudes tend to be somewhat d to the attitudes of child
guidance experts." (11, p. 2h3 .

This growing awareness of the significance of home relationships
and parental attitudes is born out in the practice of including treat-
ment of parents and often all members of the family when therapy for the
child is attempted. Parental attitudes are a determining factor in the
make-up of the home and family relationships. Because these attitudes
differ from those of the mental hygienists, it is pertinent to attempt

to ascertein the relationship of certain factors with parental attitudes.
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_ The purpose of this study is to determine the possible associ-

ation of such factors as amount of education, age, sex, broken homes, 4

the mmber of children in the family, and foreign birth with pam@ Al -
attitudes, The parental attitudes of mothers, fathers, sons, and
dau@tem are also compared with each other in order to determine

whether d._{'fferent generations would have different parental attitudes.

B. Review of the Literature

~ Although there has been a great deal of material published con-
cerning the effect of parental attitudes upon ﬂ!e.danlomant of the
child, there has been relatively little literature published on the
etiology of parental attitudes or factors 'ttich are related to parental
attitudes.

Garpenter and Eisenberg (4) in a study o: the relationship of
dominance in women as measured by Maslow's "Social Personality Inventery",
found that the trait of dominance in women was associated with a high
gocio-economic status and strong identification with the father.

levy (5) in his study of Maternal Overprotection selected twenty

mothers who were cases of "true maternal overprotection®; i.e., they

displayed exaggerated maternal love which was not determined primarily
by neurosis. In reference to the etiology of the development of
maternal overprotection Levy states:

"In studying the maternal factors, we must explore the
influences exerted in every phase of the mother's life on the
overprotective relationship. This leads us to a study of ex-
periences related to the period immediately preceding the birth

of her offspring, to her marital and social life, and to her
childhood,.™ (5, Pe 112)







Levy was able to ascertain these experiences by means of an
interview technique. Thirteen out of the twenty mothers studied had
histories prior to the birth of the child which indicated an ™unusual
period of anticipation". There were only four mothers in the group
of twenty who were presumably sexually well-adjusted. There was
little social life in common among the parents of the overprotected
group, Fifteen of the mothers did not participate in secial active-
ities with their husbands. The childhood experiences of these
mothers revealed deprivation of parental affection and childheood
play in some form in all twenty cases. Levy compared these twenty
overprotecting mothers with a larger group of nothéra who were not
overprotecting and concluded that the above discussed conditions
occured in an "™unusually® large number of cases in the overprotecting

group. These overprotecting mothers represented predominantly re-

sponsible, stable, agressive women. The nt:h.?ra of these overpro-
tected children were characterized as :ubus‘il\i'vo, stable providers
who played little or no authoritative role in the 1ifé of the child,
Their background was one of submissive adnptaticn. As a result of
his study Levy concluded: "True maternal overprotection occurs in
naturally maternal women whose behavior has been intensified by the
operation of certain psychic and cultural forces.® (5, p. 1L8).

Levy further asserts that all maternal overprotection can be regard-

ed as compensatory to unconscious hostility.
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In relation to this hostile attitude, Symonds (10) believes
that in practically every case when a parent adopts a hostile at-
titude toward a child, the parent himself or herself has had early
deprivation or spoiling, and has suffered from emotional insecurity
in early life, and that this returns as a continuing evil in the
lives of rthe succeeding generation.

Stogdill (9) constructed a test to measure attitudes of
parents, students, and mental hygienists toward parental control
of children. Ko found a tendency for women students to approve of
greater freedom for children than men students do. Students under
seventeen years of age made more liberal scores, i.e., endorsed
more {reedom, than the average for the group, while -mnu over
twenty-three years of age endorsed more control than the ivorag.
for the group. On the average, students who believed they were
"severely punished" as children endorsed strict centrol, while both
those students who "resented having been punished" and those who
believed that their parents were "too moralistic" made more liberal
scores than the average for the group. HNo differences appeared
when the psychologists tested were classified as to sex, marital
status, and having or not having children of their owm. Stogdill
gave another test to the same groups te determine the relation~
ship between approval or disapproval of freedom for children and
approval or disapproval of extroverted behavior of children. He
found that the group of psychologists approved of greater freedom
and extroverted behavior than did the parents, and that the







attitudes of college students fell in between,
Radke (6) found that parents feel that the prnont trend 1s
toward less severe and less emotional diseipline and toward greater
respect for the child's personality. She also found that there was
a tendency for the parent to use disciplinary techniques similar to
those he remembered having experienced in his childhood. She found
very little difference between the attitudes of mothers and :éaﬂm*s
toward the diseciplining of children,

Baruch (2) nade & study of thirty-three pre-schocl children
with behavior problems, and their parents. By utilizing the psy-
chiatric interview approach she was able to obtain a plcture of
the family background and home relationships of the parent *mg
the parent himself or herself was a child. She foundthltﬂa;i
parents of children with behavior problems had one of the following
three situations in his or her family relationships as a child:

(2) they ereated friction among members of the growp to compensate
for or prolong early status; (b) the girls verbally attacked or
were secretly antagonistic to their fathersy (c¢) the parents of
the child did not have harmonious relationships.,

&edswthofmnﬁmtmwmmhwofm
factors influencing or related to parental attitudes is regret-
table in view of the overwhelming evidence that parental attitudes
are in a large part responsible for behavier disorders ranging from
mild deviatiom to newrosis or other severe. nsychopathelogy.







CHAPTER II
METHOD OF STUDY

A. Description of the Measuring Instrument Used

The University of Southern California Parent Attitude Survey
constructed by Shoben (7) was used as the basis of measurement for
determining parental attitudes in this study. The term "parental
attitudes™ as used in this study refers t.o those attitudes which
are measured by this test. This test rests upon two assumptions:
(a) that a given parent behaves toward a given child ti.t.h suffi-
cient consistency from situation to situation to differentiate him-
self measurably from other parents; and-(b) thai. the suceess or
failure of the child's adjustment is in a large part a function of
the parental attitude to which he has been exposed, The purposes
of constructing this questionnaire were to devise an instrument
which wouid '&sse'ss parent attitudes (as indicators of parent be~
havior) in relation to behavior and/or personality problems in
children®™ and "separate the parents of problem children from those
of nen=problem children in those cases where parental attitudes are
probably of etiological significance in a child's psychological
disturbance.” (7, p. 117). However, to be cbnddered here is the
assumption that attitudes are indicators of behavior and some
writers have suggested that this assumption may be an invalid one.
Bray (3), for example, contends that attitude tesh:;a seldom at-

tempt to prediect behavior from their test results, and further that
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they have paid little attention to the problem of validity at all,
The methods and data for the valiidation of Shoben's test will be
presented later in this chapter, but it is advisable to point out
here that it was unnecessary for' the purpose of this study to assume
that this test would predict actwal behavior. By his validation
procedure, Shoben demonstrates tlhat the test will indicate, to a
limited degree, the parental attiitudes which are held by parents of
problem children, and that the test will predict, to a limited
degree, which parents are parents of problem children.

Shoben's test consists of 85 statements of gemrai attitudes
toward children to which the subjjects can respond by indicating
strong agreement, mild agreement, mild disagreement, or strong dis~
agreement, Due to the fact that five of Shoben's questions per-
taining to sex might have been found to have m';; objectionable by

the parents who participated in this study, these items were de-
leted from the test as used in this investigation. The modified

test used for all subjects in this study will be found on page L1
of the appendix,

The original scale consisted of 148 items. It was adminis-
tered to 100 white, urban mothers, 50 of whom were the parents of
problen children and 50 of whom were the parents of non-problem
children, The definition of "problem child" rested on any one of

three criteria: the child was receiving clinical help for some
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personality or behavior problem; the child had come into the custody
of the juvenile authorities at least twice; or the child's own mother
registered a complaint about the youngster clearly indicating that
she would 1ike to have clinical help with her child if it were avail-
able or if ahé could afford it, The two groups of mothers were com~
pared for the following factors: age, education, socio-economic
factors, marital stability, and incidence of psychological or psy-
chiatric treatment for themselves. The mean age of mothers in the
non-problem group was four years less than the mean age of mothers
in the problem group. The educational backgrbunds in the homes of
the problem children and of those of the non-problem children were
quite different. The parents of problem children had less education
as a group than the parents of non-problem ghildren. Shcben warns
that somé of the attitudinal differences showing themselves in the
Survey may well be a function of education rather than of "good"
or "poor" parent behavior. Differences with respect to socio-
economic level as indicated either by income or by occupational
classification were considered by Shoben to be of little consequence,
although greater similarity between the two groups would be desir-
able. Using divorce as an indicator of marital stabili'ty, the
problem group showed an incidﬁnce of 16 divorces, and the non-problem
group 8 divorces. Shoben cites a number of studies to show that
this difference would be expected. Four mothers of the problea
group, and three mothers of the non-problem group indicated that







they had obtained psycholegical help.

After the original scale was given to the sample group, an
item analysis was undertaken to determine ﬁi& items in the ori-
ginal 148 possessed sufficient discriminatory value to be retained.
The method followed was to make a chi-square test of the significance
between the responses of the problem and the non-problem subjects
to each item., Items were retained if they discriminated at the 5
iaer cent level of confidence or better. This analysis of the ori-
ginal scale items yielded a total of 85 items meeting the test of
diserimination at the 5 per cent level or better. These items were
then weighted according to »Guilford's formula which will be found
on page L2 of the appendix in this study. (The weights for each
item and the category for each item are written on the sample test
which will be found on page )3 of the apendix.) The test was
weighted in such a way as to take into fullest account the four
scoring categeries as they differentially contri’tm\tc to the dis~
crimination between problem and non-problem parents. On some
questions, differences between the groups showed up in terms of
the problem subjects favoring the extremes of the response cate-
gories, whereas the non-problem subjects consistently chose the
middle ones, ' |

The attempt was also made to determine the variables or
sub-scales which compose such a complex entity as parentai atti-
tudes toward children. The sub-scales were named according to the
attitudinal themes which respective sets of items seemed to have
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in common. The "Dominant"™ viariable consists of items reflecting a
tendency on the part of the parent to put the child in a subordinate
role, to take him into accoumt quite fully but always as one who
should conform completely %o parental wishes under penalty of severe
punishment. The "Possessive™ sub-scale refers to a tendency on the
part of the parent to "baby" the child, to emphasize unduly the
affectiondl bonds between pament and child, to value highly the
child's dependence on the pament, and to restrict the child's acti-
vities to those which can De carried on in his own family group.
The third sub-scale called the "Ignoring™ variable, refers to a
tendency on the part of the parent to disregard the child as an in-
dividual member of the family:, to regard the "good® child as the
one who demands the least parental time, and to disclaim respon~
sibility for the child's behawior, ’ |

To check on this attempt to establish the relevant sub-

scales, Shoben employed four graduate students, all of whom had
li.A. degrees in clinical psychology and were Ph.D. candidates, as
judges. They were given slips on which were written the defini-
tions glven sbove of the three sub-scales and a packet of 85 cards,
on each of which was written one of the significant items of the
tentative scale together with the distribution of problem and non-
problem responses to it. They sorted the items according to the
classifications supplied, and if they were unable to classify an
item, they left it as unclassified, Items were retained in any
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given category when they were placed there by three or more of the
judges., It was felt that the degree of agreement achieved was
sufficient to warrant the tentative use of the sub=-scales so derived.
The degree of independence of the sub-scales was determined by
measuring the degree to which they intercorrelated and thus over-
lapped in their contribution to the variance in the total tentative
scale from which they were dramn. The degree of independence was
determined as sufficient to regard the sub-scales as having suffi-
cient homogeneity within themselves and sufficient independence
among themselves to be useful in assessing the component parts of
the complex of attitudes involved in the Survey.

In order to validate the original scale, the Survey was
given to a new and different group of mthoii. This group con-
sisted of 20 mothers of problem children and 20 mothers of non-
problem children. As seen in Table 1, taken from Shoben (7, p. 134),
there was a shrinkage in the magnitude of the correlation coeffi-
cients which served as indices of the Survey's validity.

Table 1
Shrinkage in Validity Coefficients from Original to Second Administration
Survey Variable Criginal Second Shrinkage
Total Scale <90k +769 135
Dominant .801 06a3 0178
Possessive « 190 o721 .gﬁz
Ignori.ng 0968 cézh .

The amount of shrinkage occuring was not excessive, however, and

the validity measures obtained from the second administration were






12
still quite high. A second attempt to check on the validity of the
Survey was made in terms of the comparison of scores obtained by
parents ‘with scores obtained by clinical psychologists.. Eight
psychologists filled out the questionnaire in a manner which they
felt characterized the ideal parent. The clinicians agreed to t
marked extent on the responses of an "ideal" parent. Without ex-
ception the diffemncca between the "1dea1" eclinicians' scores and
those of the problem group were much greater than those between the
clinicians and the non-problem group.

‘The test described above was given to all subjects of the
present study. In addition, the university students who took t.his
test were also given a personal questiomnaire which was designed
to ascertain a brief picture of their family background, This
questionnaire contained questions which were hoped would give the
following information about the student: age, sex, marital status,
nunber of children, whether or not the st.udan_t care from a broken
home, number of siblings, the student's position in the fanily in re-
lation to the age of his brothers and sisters, the education of his
parents, and the birthplace of his parents. A copy of this personal
questionnaire will be found on page U8 of the appendix.

B. Description of the Population of this Study
The University of Southern California Parent Attitude Survey

was given to 173 students in general psychology classes at the
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University of New Mexico, 35 freshmen, 87 sophomores, 31 juniors,
13 seniors, and 7 graduate students. The mean age of the group was
23 years, ;SUbJGCffFi were chosen from a general psychology class in
order to e}iminate' ihe possibility that members of the group might
have been influenced by having had av: course in child psychology.
The test was given early in the semester before they had been in-
structed in any phase of child study except that of the physical
development of the child. The Survey wis also sent to the parents
of those 133 students who were willing to have questionnaires mailed
to their parents. Ninety-one mothers and 69 fathers filled out and
returned the Survey. HReplies were received from 31 states, Canada,
Venezuela, and Mexico, although one-third of the replies were from
New Mexico. There were 97 students whose mothers and/or fathers
returned the Survey. These students, 68 make and 29 female, and
their parenis, are the subjects in this study. All information con-
cerning the parents was obtained from the personal questionnaire
which was filled out by the students. The data on this information
will bs reviewed at this point.
1. Education

The educational status of the parents ranged from that of
parents with no formal education to 'dmt of parents tho were doctors,
lawyers, or possessed Ph.D. degrees. For the purpose of analysis,

the educational status of the parents was broken down into three
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groups. The first group consisted of parents having eight or less

years of formal educationj this group was labeled "elementary®™, The

second group consisted of parents having between nine and twelve

years of formal education; this group was labeled "high school”,

The third group consisted of parents having more than twelve years of

formal education; this group was labeled "college",

butional status appears in Tsble 2,

Table 2

Education of Parents

Mothers Number %

Elementary 6 6.6
High School Lo L3.9
College 37 40.7
No Information 8 _8.8
Total 91 100,0

Fathers
Elementary
High School
College

No Information

The distri-
Humber %
13 18.8
18 26.1
30 k3.5
8 s
69  100.0

As may be seen in Table 2, educational information was lacking on

eight mothers and eight fathers because not all of the students

filled out the personal questionnaires completely.

2,

Broken Homes

A broken home in this study is defined as a home in which one

or both parents died before the student reached the age of sixteen,

or a home in which the parents were separated or divorced.

It was

assumed that if a home was broken by separation or divorce, the home

relationships were affected by some form of tension prior to the
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separation or divorce, and that accordingly no limitation as to the
age of the student at the time of separation or divorce should be
imposed. Table 3 indicates the number and percent of students who
came from broken homes as defined above.

Table 3

Broken Homes

Number 4
Broken Homes 29 30,0
Non=Broken Homes &8 70,0
Total 97 100.0

In 14 of the cases, the broken home was a result of the death of a
parent; in 15 of the cases, the parents were separated or divorced,
3. Size of the Family
The size of the family was determined in this study by the
number of children in the family, The siue of the families ranged
from families with only one child to a family having seventeen
children: The data on family size appears in *able L.

Table L
Size of Family
Mothers Number £  Fathers Number
1 Child b 15.4 1 Child 1
2 Children : 33 36.4 2 Children 2
3 Children or more L2 46.1 3 Children or more 32
No Information P _2.1 Y¥o Information 3 4

Total 91 100.0 Total 69

15.9
36.4
46.3
o
100,0







16

Students
Number of Siblings Number i
0 15 15.5
1 34 35.1
2 or more L6 k7.4
No Information o 4 _2.0
Total 97 100.0

L. Place of Birth
Information was obtained as to whether the parents were native
born or foreign born., The data on place of birth appears in Table 5.

Table 5
Place of Birth
Mothers ~ Numer §  Fathers Number 3
Foreign born [ 5.5 Foreign born 10 4.5
Native born 86 9.5 Rative born 59 85.5
Total 91 100.0 Total 69 100,0

Because the foreign born parents tended to have less Tormal education
than the total group of parents used in this study, any conclusions
drawn from this type of grouping would be similar to those conclusions
drawn from an educational grouping. In other words, any significant
findings resulting from foreign born grouping might in part be attri-
buted to the lack of formal education. The data on educational

status of foreign born parents is presented in Table 6.
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Table 6

Educational Status of Foreign Born Parents

Mothers Number £  Fathers Number %
Elementary 1 20 Elementary - 5 50
High School 3 60 High School 3 30
College > S 20 College £ 20
Total S 200 Total 10 100

5. Socio-economic Status

Thé students were asked in filling out the personal ques-
tionnaire to supply information as to the occupation and average
yearly income of their parents so that the data might be organized
in terms of the socio-economic level of the subjects. However, not
enough information of this type was obtained to warrant analysis.

6. Students with Children of their Own

The married students were requested to indicate the number
of children they had. Twelve of the 97 students or 12.3 per cent
of the total had children of their own, Seven of these students
had two children. This group might be thought of as a partial
control group. If significant differences are found between parents
and students they might be explained by attributing the differences
to the fact that the parents have all had experience in rearing
children, which could have nodiﬁ.e# their attitudes; while the
students® attitudes are directed toward hypothetical children, If
those students who have children have attitudes closer to the
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attitudes closer to the attitudes of the parents than do those
students who do not have children, it may be postulated that the
difference in attitudes between parents and students is partly due
to the fact that parents have had the experience of parenthood,

% Sumnary

The population of this study is composed of 97 students—
68 male and 29 female; and 140 parents - & fathers and 91 mothers.
This population was grouped according te education, broken homes,
gsize of family, place of birth, and whether or not the students had
children of their own,
C. Procedure

l. Collection of the Data

The procedure followed in this study was to give the Univer-
sity of Southern California Parent Attitude Survey to 173 general
psychology students at the University of New Mexico. The following
set of directions was read to the group:

*I am going to pass out a questionnaire which I would
like you to answer. It concerns parental attitudes. MNost of
you do not have children of your own, but you have opinions
about how children should be reared., Please answer the ques—
tions as you would if you had children of your own who were
ten years old. This is important; they must be ten-year-old
children., We are not concerned with children as a group, but
we want to know how parents feel about their own children as
individuals. There are no right or wrong answers. Any answer
you put down is correct if it sincerely corresponds with your
opinions, The purpose of this study is to determine college
students' attitudes toward children, so please answer the
questions as truthfully and as sincerely as you know how, that
is, how you really feel. Work rapidly; do not spend too much
time on any one item. It is important that you answer every

item. If the question seems ambiguous, answer it as best you
can, Do not sign your names to the questionnaire,”
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The students were asked to answer the questions as they would if

they had children of their own who were ten years old in order to

simulate as nearly as possible ihe individual, personal attitude

which the subject might have if he had children of his own.

The age

of ten was chosen because the children of Shoben's original parent

group had a mean age of 9.76 years., The students were directed not

to sign their names because the tests were identified by a number

system which, it was hoped, would guarantee a certain degree of

anonymity, and thus candidness.

After this test had beenm completed, the students were

pre~

sented with the personal questiomnaire, and the following set of

directions was read to the classs

"ife would like yon to fill in the answers to a few

brief questions about yourself. Some of these questions

may seem rather personal to you, but we are interested in
group results, not individuals. This material will be held

highly cenfidential, go please answer all questions. We

would also like to find out your parents' attitudes about

the questions you just answered., That is why we are asking
for your parents' names and addresses. They will be mailed

a questionnaire like the one you just filled out only if
you indicate that they might be agreeable to filling out

this questionnaire. They will be asked nothing more. With

the questionnaire we will send a letter explaining the pur—
pose of this study. They will not be asked to give their
names because on your parents' guestionnaire there will be
a number corresponding to the number on your own guestion-
naires, thus, everything will be confidential. In this
way, your attitudes can be compared with your parents' ate
titudes on the basis of numbers alone, and names will be
totally disregarded except that they are necessary in
order to send the questlionnaire to your parents. It is
necessary to know other factors in your family pattern in
order to see if these factors influence parental attitudes.
If you do not know the income of your parents, make an
estimate.”
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The University of Southern California Parent Attitude Surve!
was mailed to the parents of the students who indicated in the per-
sonal questionnaires that their parents might be willing to take the
test. The letter found on page 9 of the appendix was enclosed wiih
the test sent to the parents,

2. Scoring of the Data

The University of Southern C;alifornia Parent Attitude Surve;®
were scored according to Shoben's procedure to obtain an Ignoring
score, a Dominant score, a Possessive score, and a Total score.
Shoben's procedure was to add the weighted scores for each variable
as found on page of the appendix. The total score is the total
of the sub-scores. High scores are associated with parental atti-
tudes which occur among parents with problem thléron. Low scores
are assocliated with paranui ittitnd:s which occur among parents
of non-problem children. ‘

Due to the fact that five of the questions pertaining to sex
might have been found to be cbjectionable by the parents who were
sent the survey, these items were deleted from the tests sent to
students and parents. These five items were not classified under
any of the sub-variables and contribute only to the total score.
Shoben had ten unclassified items in his test. The five included
in the test given to students and parents were not scored. For these
reasons, the data ¢n 'wbal scores in this study are not directly

comparable to the data on total scores in Shoben's study.
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3. Treatmemt of the Data

The appropriate statistiical instrument for the analysis of tke
data of this study is the t test. The ¢ test is a statistical tool
which enables one to determine whether or not there is a significant
difference between the means of’ two Matianl . The hypothesis which
is put to the test by this took: is the null hypothesis which may be
stated succinctly as fcllowst There is no significant difference be~
tween the means of the two grouips, The t test is then applied and the
hypethesis is either accepted oir rejected, or judgment is suspended
when the calculated value falls: within the so-called "region of doubt".
The usual custom is to reject tihe hypothesis if the calculated value
is greater than the table value at the one per cent level of confidence,
to remain in doubt if it lies between the five per cent and cne per cent
levels of confidence, and to accept the hypothesis if the calculated
value is less than the five per cent level of confidence. Acceptance
of the null hypothesis does not prove that no mean difference sxists.
That is, the null hypothesis is one which can be rejected but can
never be proved. There is no ém angwer to the question of how large
the t should be before the null hypothesis is rejected., Some re=-
sgarchers are willing to tolerate a rather low level of ;1gn1:inmoe
for those research areas where ‘the mct repetition of investigations
for independent verification of findings is the rule, yet hesitate

to accept the same level in psychology and the other social sciences
where there is little 1likelihood of independent verification.

There is also the danger of accepting the null
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hypothesis when to do so may mean the overlooking of a real dif-
ference.

In addition to the difficulty of interpreting t values, the
researcher must also face the problem of meef.ing the necessary con-
ditions before t's can be run at all, When a t is run there are
usually two theoretical conditions that must be nmet, mdom sampling
and sampling from & normally distributed popuiation. Snedecor (8)
states: "Normal distribution is a specification that can be consid-
erably relaxed. This fortunate, because we seldom know the distri-
bution of sampled pepulations." (8, p. 42). Snedecor further states
that both eriteria are "sufficient but not necessary cenditions.”
(8, pe 42). In the present study, there is reason to suspect that
the scores of the following groups compared may be correlated: (a)
mothers and fathers (b) mothers and daughters (¢) mothers and sons
(d) fathers and daughters and {(e) fathers and sone., In these groups,
some of the subjects are related and have lived together, and there~
fore these samples were not drawn at random. If a%poutive corre~
lation exists b;tween the attitude scores of related subjects, the
t value obtained by using a formula which does not take the corre-
lation into account will err on the conservative side, i.e., the
difference between the wo'groups will be minimiged. If a negative
correlation exists, the difference will appear to be greater than
it really is. In order %o eliminate the posaibmty thtt the &
values obtained for the above mentioned groups might be misinter—
preted due to either a positive or negative correlation, a product
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moment coefficient of correlation was obtained for each of these
groups, At this point in the study the pertinent question is whether
or not the correlations obtained are significant. The null hypo-
thesis may be used to test for the significance of these eomh-
tions, and may be stated as follows: the obtained correlation 13
not significantly different from a correlation of mero, Snedacor
(8, pe 1l2) presents a table which takes into account the degrees
of freedom of the sample, and in which the test of this null
hypothesis may be made at sight. The five per cent level of confi-
dence will be used in the interpretation of the correlation coef-
ficient becauée if the hypothesis is accepted at the :ﬁve per cent
level it will also be accepted at the one per cent level, because
a higher r is required at the one per cent level than at the five
per cent level. In this particular test the five per cent level
of significance is more rigorous than the one per cent level,

All correlation coefficients for related groups appear inm
Table 7. From this table it may be seen that none of the scores
of the groups was significantly correlated except those of the
mothers and fathers, who were husbands and wives. This correlation
may be due to the fact that the husbands and wives discussed the
test together before completing it, or it may indicate & trus
positive relationship between the parental attitudes of husbands
and wives as measured by this test. The former possibility is con-

sidered to be highly unlikely, since the parents were cautioned
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about discussing the test between themselves, as indicated in the
letter to parents (see p..9 in appendix). In any case this corre-
Jation does not permit any interpretation of the t value obtained
for mothers and fathers. Since fhe other correlations did not
differ significantly from sero the t values obtained for zroups of
parents and children were not significantly influenced by any
correlation between these groups.

The criterion of random sampling has Leea fulfilled for all
groups to be compared except mothers and fathers, and the value of

t may now be ottained. The forwmula for t used in this study follows:

t = HI'HZ

[T - O T2 - it

N
p & > HZ

\ % -1 \Na-l

where: M, is the arithmetical. mean of the scores of group 1
Ny is the number of scores in group 1.
xf is the sum of the squares of each raw score in group l.

( x1)2 is the square of the sum of the raw scores in group 1.
Subseript 2 indicates group 2
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An example of the process of obtaining the t value for elementary

and college fathers on the dominant variable follows:

| \Lts(sw,'na)- (210" \] 30(48,540)- (4392)*
13 30
\ J 13- J 30-1

t

2.3

Using Ny £ My =2 ™ W1 degrees of freedom, the tabled value for
t at the one per cent level is 2,58, This means because the cal~
culated t value was greater than the obtained valﬂe, the null hypo-
thesis that there is no significant difference betwsen the mean
scores of elementary and ccllege fathers may he rejected at the one
per cent level of confidence, or that there is only one chance in
one hundred that these two groups came from the same population.
The complete table of cbtained t values will be found on

page of the appendix.







CHAPTER III
INTERPRETATION OF THE FINDINGS

A, Results

Table 8 shows the mean scores obtained by the various groups
in Shoben's study and scores made by mothers, fathers, and students
in this study. Because Shoben's study is on methers only, any

tentative comparisons must be made with this fact in mind.

Table 8

lieans of Samples te Which U.5.C. Survey was Given

Shoben's Original Sample

Survey Variable Total Group  Problem Group  Non=Problem Group

Ignoring L9oL7 5641k 48.20
Dominant , 171.25 187.82 154.68
Possessive 101-,40 111, 7h 91006
Sample of Present Study
Survey Variable lothers Fathers Students
Ignoring 56,67 55.62 53.61
Dominant 153.78 152.93 1l .00
Possessive 86.90 87.04 81.45

It may be observed by a comparison of these two tables that
the mean scores of the mothers nd fathers & the IgnoriAg variable
is similar to the mean score of the mothers of problon;ehildmn in
Shoben's study. For this reason an additional analysis was consid-

eéred pertinent, All mothers who obtained a score of 57 or more on
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the Ignoring variable were grouped and labelled "problem-ignoring®,
to be compéﬁd with mothers with scores of less than 57, labelled
"non-problem-ignoring”. The same criteria wes used for grouping
fathers, and for grouping students, | 4

One~hundred and twelve t's were run on the data, and twenty-
six of these were significant at the one per cent level of confidence.
Six of the t valuss lie within the region of doubt. The complete
results are given on page 50 of the appendix,

2. Comparison of Parents and Children

The first significant group of t's is shown in Table 9, and
is comprised of comparisons between the parents and their children,
the students. Fathers and mothers have .sigrﬁﬁclntlyhigmr mean
scores on all the variables as co-pared' to thek‘m. The fathers
and mothers also have higher mean scores than the daughters on all
of the variables, but the scores of the daughters on the Ignoring
variable are not significantly different from the scores of fathers
on the same variable. The difference between mothers and daughters
in relation to the variable is significant at the two per cent level.
It was hypothesized that these differences between perents and their
children might be due to the fact that the parents had develqpod
their attitudes'during the activé éxberieﬁoe of parenthood, and
that the process of rearing children micht tend to modify "desir
able" attitudes in the direction of problem" attitudes. This

hypothesis was not borne out in the comparison of students with
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children of their own and ssitudents without children., The values
of these latter t's were not significant; however, there were only
twelve students with childrem of tbeirm and this small N may
have influenced these resulits, With %.hia explanation tentatively
set aside, another hypothesiis was formulated. Perhaps the differ-
ences between parents' scorres and students' scores were due to
differences in education. ALl of the students are in the college |
category and only about L7 per cent of the parents had a college
education, A t test was rum between college parents and stadents
as shown in Table 10, None of the differences between college
mothers and students, or between college fathers and students were
significant except possibly that between college fathers and
students in the "dominant" wariable. Since there were significant
differences between parents in-general and students, and no sig-
nificant differences (except possibly ono) between college parents
and students it may be tentatively concluded that the differences
between parents and childrem found in this study are due to dif-
ferences in educational background. The effect of education will
be discussed below.

3. Comparison of Parents with Different Degrees of Education
The second significamt group of t's comprises comparisons

between groups of parents with different degress of education.
Significant t's were found Detween fathers, as seen in Table 1l.

Fathers with elementary education and fathers with college education
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were significantly different on both the Dominant and Possessive
scales., The differences between these same fathers on the Ignoring
and Total’acales are significant at the five per cent level of con~
’ fidence. The comparisons between fathan with high school and
college ba.ckgrounda yields two t values which are significant at
the two per cent level of confidence, i.e., those of the Ignoring
and Possessive scales. The t value calculated for the Dominant
.E scale is significant at the five per cent level of confidence.

The fathers with more formal education tended to have lower mean
scores than the fathers with less formal education. Apﬂpcrontiy
the difference between an elementary and a high school education
does not have a significant effect on the parental attitudes of
fathers, The difference between a high school and a college
education has perhaps a lignificuit effect. Parental attitudes
of men with an elementary education and a college edacation are
significantly different in terms of dominance and possessiveness,
although & college education does not have such an improving

effect, in the direction of more "desirable" attitudes, on the

ignoring scale.

There is no clear cut difference between the scores of
mothers with different educational backgrounds. This difference
between the effect of education on men and women might be ex-
viained in three different ways: (a) Usually mothers are in more
constant contact with their children than are fathers. The fre-~
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quent interaction of mother and child may tend to modify any atti-
tudes which were developed in t.he educational process; (b) Since no
significant differences appeared between the parental attitudes of
mothers and fathers, it might also be conjectured that the mothers
had more liberal parental attitudes than fathers before they entered
high school, so that the educational precess had a greater effect
on the fathers, The latter explanation comes close to a descrip~
tion in terms of strong maternal attitudes as contrasted with more
pliable paternal attitudes; (c) The variable of education may also
be a variation in socio-economic st&ﬁs and/or intelligence, Be-
'oauu in the parental generation women of high socio-economic
status and intelligence were not as likely to go to college as
comparable men, the differential aight aiiobo explained in terms
of those two factors. Another experimental design would be neces-
sary to determine what combination of these hypctheses is eo;rﬁct.
L. Comparison of "Problem-Ignoring" with "Non-Problem-Ignoring Croups

The third significant group of t's is comprised of comparisons
between groups with "problem-ignoring" scorss and. groups with "non-
problem-ignoring” scores, as defined earlier. The object of making
these comparisons was to determine whether "problem-ignoring® sub-
jects would also tend to make significantly higher scores on all
other variables than "non-problem-ignoring™ subjects. The calcu~
lated t values exceeded the one per cent level in all comparisons

for both fathers and mothers., Comparisons between students
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yielded only two significant t values, on the Ignoring scale and the
Total scale. These t's on the Ignoring and Total scales are, of
course, without meaning because the subjects were selected and
grouped on the basis of differences in Ignoring scores, and the
Ignoring scores contribute tc the Total score. The differences are
presented in Table 12,

These parents with ignoring attitudes of a strength comparable
to pafents of problem .children also have significantly strong atti~-
tudes of possessiveness and dominance, although only two fathers
and one mothe:' had "problem-dominant® Scores, defined, like "pro-
blem-ignoring"” scores, in terms of Shoben's mean scores of the
problem mothers, and only one father and one mother h;d "problem=
possessive" scores, Eighteen male ltmhnts or 26 per cent, and 8
female students or 28 per cent and L6 mothers or 51 per cent had
“problem-ignoring” scores. Because scores classified as "problem=
scores" are based on Shoben's study which inclucbgonly women,
care must be exercised in drawing any ooncluiezl; about fathers'
scorss., It is possible that due to the role fathers are accus-
tomed to play in the rearing of the child, their ignoring attitude
might not have as much of a tendency to produce a problem as would
the same attitude in a mother. Bdncationbappnx;ebntly has little
effect upon the development of an ignoring attitude, but a larger

per cent of parents of college students have "problem-ignoring®

attitudes than do the students.
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The validity coefficient which Shoben obtained from the
second administratien of the Survey was only ,62l; for the Ignoring
scale, lower than the validity coefficients for any of the other
scales, This is one possible explanation for the high per cent of
subjects in this study who obtained unusually high Ignoring scores,
but another factor which Shoben mentions seems a more probable
cause, The clinicians to whom Shoben gave his test differed in
their responses from the parents beyond the one per cent level of
confidence in all cases except on the Ignoring scale, where the t
value was at the five per cent level, Shoben defines tho parent .,
with an ignoring attitude as one who disregards the child as an
individual member of the family, who regards the. "good™ child as
the one who demands the least parental tis;s, and who disclaims
responsibility for the child's behavior, In o-ur society today
there is a2 tendency for the parent to delegate much of the respon-
ibility for the child to the school and other outside institutions,
As shown in Stogdill's (9) study, clinicians endorsed more free-
tom for children than did parents, and this might easily be inter-
preted by those who attempt to adhere to the current theories of
child specialists in such a way as to promote an ignoring atti-
tude, It ie diffieult for parents to give the child more freedem,

and at the same time to retain a feeling of responsibility,

B. Summary '-5

The results of this study in part corroborate the findings

of Baldwin, Kalhorn, and Breese (1), who found a positive -
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relationship between amount of education and democratic parental
attitudes. Although the attitudes of fathers with a high school
background did not differ significantly from attitudes of fathers
with an elementary background, the fathers with a college back-
ground had significantly more liberal scores than those with either
elementary or high school backgrounds. Apparently differences in
education did not influence the mothers' parental attitudes in a
similar manner. The significant differences between parents and
their children, the students, were also found to be due to differ-
ences in eduvcetion, .

No significant differences were found between fathers and
mothers, which 1s in agreement with the findings of Radke (6).

The most striking factor brought out by this study was the
unusually high per cent of parents who had scores on the ignoring
variable which were comparable to the scores of parents of problem
children.

A mumber of questions raised by this study indicate specific
needs for further research in the realm of parental attitudes.
Because education appears to play a leading role in the develop-
ment of these attitudes, it is necessary to separate and study
all factors associated with educational status, such as intelli-
gence, information about chilclrgn's development, and socio-
economic status. The differentigl effect of education on mothers
and fathers presents another factor which calls for explanation.







l
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A solution to the problem of ignoring attitudes, their etiology

and their relationship with other parental attitudes, might well

lead to a revision of the psychology of parent-child relationships.
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Guilford!s Formula

Pp - Pnp

Pq

Where

Pp = proportion of the problem group responding in a specified
ways

propertion of the non-problem group responding in the same
ways

Pnp

>
i

= proportion of the two groups combined according to the
formula

Pp £ Pnp
)

Pp=

gq= 1=-p
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10.

PARENT ATTITUDE SURVEY

A child should be seen and not heard
Parents should sacrifice everything for their children
Children should be asllowed

A child should not plan to enter any occupation his .
parent's don't approve of.

Children need to have some of the natural meanness
taken out of thenm.

A child should have strict discipline in order to
develop a fine, strong character :

The mother rather than the father should be respon-
gible for diseipline,

Children should be "babied” until they are several
years old.

Independent and mature children are less lovable than
those children who openly and obviously want and need
their parents.

Children should be forbidden to play with youngsters
whom their parents do not approve of,

A good way to discipline a child is to tell him his
parents won't love him any more if he is bad,

Severe diseipline is essential in the training of
children,

Parents cannot help it if their children are naughty.

Jealousy among brothers and sisters is & very unheal
thing. .

Children should be allowed to go to any Sunday School
their friends go to.

No child should ever set his will against that of his
parents.
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19.
20,

2l1.
22,

23.

2.

25,
26,

27,

28,
29,

30.
31,

32,

33,

It is wicked for children to disobey their parents.

A child should feel a deep sense of obligation always
to act in accord with the wishes of his parents.

Children should not be punished for disobediences.

Children who are gentlemanly or ladyliha are pre-
ferable to those who are tomboys or 'nguhr guys”,

Strict discipline weakens a child's personality.

Children should always be loyal to their parents
above anyone else,

The weaning of a child from the emotional ties to its

parents begins at birth,

Parents are not entitled to the love of their children
unless they earn it.

Parents should never try to break & child's will

Children should never be required to take orders from
parents,

Children should be allowed to choose their own reli-
gious beliefs,

Children should not interrupt adult conversation
The most important consideration in planning the

activities of the home should be the needs and interests

of the children

Quiet children are much nicer than little chatterboxes

It is sometimes necessary for the parent to break the
child's will

Children usually know ahead of time whather or not
parents will punish them for their actions

Children resent discipline

Children should not be permitied to play with youngsters
from the "wrong side of the tracks®

L &







35.
36.
37.

38.

39,

Lo,

L2,
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L6,

L7,

L8.

k9.
50,

51.
52,

g Tp——

When the parent speaks, the child should obey 5
Mild discipline is best L
The best child is one who shows lots of affection

for his mother 6
A child should be taught that his parents always

know what is best 5
It is better for children to play at home than to

visit with other children 6
Most children should have more discipline than they get 6
A child should do what he is told to do, without

stopping to argue about it. 6
Children should fear their parents to some degree 6
A child should alwasys love his parents above everyone

else 5.
Children should be allowed to make only minor decisions

for themselves

A child should always accept the decision of his parents 5
Children who readily accept authority are much nicer
than those who try to be dominant themselves )
Parents should always have complete control over the
actions of their children 5
When they can't have their own way, children usually
try to bargain or reason with their parents 5
The shy child is worse off than the ome who masturbates L
Children should accept the religion of their pusnt-
without question. 5
The child should not question the commands of his parentsé

Children who gight with their brothers and sisters are
generally & source of great irritation and annoyance to
their parents

L5
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5h.
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56.

57.
58.

67.

68,
69.

70,

71,

Children should not be punished for deing anything they
have seen their parents do

Jealousy is just a sign of selfishness

Children should be taught the value of money 5
4 child should be punished for contradicting his

parents 6
Children should have lots of parental supervision S
A parent should see to it that his child plays only

with the right kind of children 6
Babies are more fun for parents than older children 6 5
No one should expect & child to respect parents who

nag and scold L
Parents should supervise a child's selection of play-

mates very carefully. 5

A child should always believe what his parents tell him 6

Children should usually be allowed to have their own way 6

A good way to discipline @ child is to cut down his
allowance.

Children should mot be comt:ty phttel trte otedistne K

A child should be ghamed into cbedience if hl wn't
listen to reason ; .6

Tn G Joke Tun 48 LEAdiects atti all, m« a child
to be kept fairly close to his "mother's apron strings® 6

A good whipping now and then never hurt any child il
A child should never keep a secret from his parents T
Parents are generally too busy to answer all a child's

questions 6

The children who make the best adults are those who
obey all the time 6

L6
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Th.

75,

76.

7.

78,

79

80.

It is important for children to have some kind of
religious upbringing

Children should be allowed tc manage their own
affairs with little supervision from adults

Parents should never enter a child's room without
permission

It is best to give children the impression that
parents have no faults

Children should not annoy their parents with their
unimportant problems

Children should give their parents unquestioning
obedience

Sex is one of the greatest problems to be contended
with in children

Children should have as much freedom as their parents
allow themselves

Children should do nothing without the consent of
their parents.

I - Ignoring

D - Dominant

P - Possessive

U - Unclassified

L7
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Number 53
Your date of birth ____ Single __ Married ___ How many children
do you have?. _ Ages of these children ___ How many semesters of

college have you completed? Names and addresses of your parents

Are either of your natural parents dead? If so check and indicate year

of death. Mother ___ Deatht year, 19 _ How long dead L

Death: year, 19__ How long dead_____ Have your parents ever been

separated or divorced? If so check\;nd indicate year of separation or

divorce. __ Separation: year, 19 _ How long separated __

. Divorce: year, 19__ How long divorced o Can your parents read

English well enough to fill out the questionnaire you just took? Yes LU,

Would your parents object to filling out such’ a questionnaire? yes = s

What was the last grade in school vhiéh your father completed?

What was the last grade in school which your mother completed?

What is the approximate xearly income of your parents? ____ Is your

father American born? ___ Foreign born? ___  Where was he born?

Is your mother American born? __ Foreign born? __ Where was she born? _
First give your father's occupation, then describe briefly

what his jeb is: Occupation: Description:

Occupation of mother, describe briefly what her job is (omit latter if
housewife) Occupations Description:

How many brothers and siatcri do you have? Brothers e S
Indicate on this line what your numerical pesition is among your brothers
and sisters. For example, if you are an only child write 1/1; If you are
the older of two write 1/2; if you are the second in four write 2/k, etc.
Just indicate your position. My positien is .







L9

Dear Parents:

The Department of Psychology at the University of New Mexico
is conducting a research project on parental attitudes.

Since you are parents of a student now attending the Univer-
sity, we are very much interested in your opinions regarding state-
ments on the enclosed questionnaire, Your cooperation in this
research will be of great benefit towards forwarding scientific
knowledge in this important area, and towards helping us nndnuttnd
human behavior better.

We would like you to fill out this questionmaire according
to the instructions given on it. There are two prineipal points
to remember; (1) Please agsume that the "children" or "child" in
question are pre-adolescent and (2) pleaso answer the qﬁéstionnaiu

the way you rullz feel, according to m convictions.
are no right or wro mmrn gince 7s opinions differ, s
are mteresteH" se erences, Please do not try to make any

type of impression, since this is an objective, scientific study

| without any bias in one directiom er another.
| Two questionnaires are enclosed, One is to be filled out
,‘ by the male parent, and one by the female parent. They are marked
| respectively "husband" and "wife". These must be completed inde~
g ndently, that is, we respectfully request that you do not eonmlt
each other about your answers. You realize, of course, that :
consulting with each other about how you feel on the various ques-
tions may cause you or your g?i_use to ch the answers., This
would reduce the scientific value of the guestionnaire.

Won't you please fill out the questionnaire independently

at once? You do net have to ur name to the ationnnrg
since we have anteed means of a r.
e s most happy to make known to you the results of

our study in a few months, if you so request. Please accept my
heartfelt thanks for your kind cooperation,

Sincerely yours,

Ralph D. Normanm, Ph.D.
Agsistant Professor of
Psychology
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