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CHAPTER I 

INTRODUCTION 

Ma ternal attitudes toward child rea ring have b e en 

wi dely investigated by r e s ea rche rs i n attempts t o d e t e r mine 

t hose factors which signif i cantl y influen c e t h e psycho s ocial 

developmen t of chi l dren (F l yn n, 197 9 ; Kagan, 1976; Mi lton, 

1958 ; Ricci , 1970 ; Sear s , Maccob y, & Le vi n , 1957; Zunich, 

1966) . Considerable e vidence s u pports t h e t h eory that the 

fa mil y provides almost the total environme nta l i nf luence 

for the child fo r several yea rs , and t hat the att i t udes of 

the mother are ins rumental in determining th e emot i o na l 

cl ima e of the family (Brod y , 196S ; Clausen , 1966 ; Finn ey , 

1 961 ; ilton , 1 958 ; Sears , et al ., 195 7). 

Furthe r studies into childrea ring attitudes hav e dealt 

wi h types of paren al roles as the y influenc e the d e velop­

e n of e c hild 's p e rsonality (Baumrind , 1965 , 1966 , 1968 ; 

ron fen b re nner , 1 9 61 ; Hamach e k , 1 9 78 ; Scars , et a l . , 1957) 

and wi h h c onseq ue nce of differ ing e chnique s of disci-

p l i n e (Becke , 1 9 6 4 ; Hoff rna n , 1 9 6 0 ) . i 1 e h e e a ppea r s 

o e no si glc s · ay o aise a c h i l d , h e r e a r e , n e v e r -

h l ess , id e ifjabl aren a a itud s wh ic h e x e pre-

die a Jc i lu ·rc . s on h al h d ve o mcnt o he chiJd 

( I3 UJ T _ u J irra j mp ac - o 1 

1 
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child appears to lie more in how a parent feels than in 

what is done (Hamachek, 1978; Kagan, 1976) and in how the 

parent and child interact (Martin, 1975). 

Pare nt att itudes can be described in terms of two 

orthogonal dimensions ; autonomy-control and acc e ptance­

rej e ction (Ricci , 197 0 ). Schaefer•s Hypothetical Circum­

pl e x Model for a t e rnal Behavior (1959) and Becker•s Hypo­

the tical Mode l f or Pare ntal Behavior (1 964 ) provide the 

ba sis of and the st i mulus for continuing re search into 

these a i udinal di ens ion s (Brody, 1965; Phe lps , 1969; 

Pumroy , 1966 ; Ricc i, 1970; Zunich , 1 96 6). 

Need for t h e Study 

The majority of studies o f maternal attitudes h a v e 

dealt wi h fa ily u nits including children and both parents 

(Al ert & Richardson, 1978 ; Brod y, 1965 ; Flynn , 1979 ; Heath , 

1977; Hurley & Hohn , 1971 ). However , increas ing nwnbers 

of single o h e r s are rearing children alone due t o death 

of s pouse, divo c , or bearing children ou of wedlock . 

Unfor u a e ly, li l e ha s ee n epor e d r e garding the at i-

ud es rd c il rea i g in ami Jj s wh re on pa e n t is 

e r a _ ly abse (F an zer , 19 78 ; Phcl s , 19 9) . Th e body 

o r searc a ars to e d icien in h area o rna e a l 

a li 1dcs of si gl mo -hers a d , in p ar ic lar, in co s id 

era 1on o'! 'i.JrJa >1 s ·; 1.ch ~ ay a fe ho'"' -; a .i ud s 
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(Alpert & Richardson, 1978; Ernhart, 1975; Flanzer, 1978; 

Rarnischfeger & Wiley, 1973; Reinstein, 1965; Hurley & 

Rohn, 1971; Phelps, 1969). 

This study on the relationship of specified variables 

on mat e r nal ch i ld r e aring attitudes seemed to be needed 

becau se of t h e d e c i d ed lack of research in this area 

(Fl a nz e r, 1 9 7 8 ; Flynn, 1 9 79; Reinstein, 1965; Phe lps, 1969). 

The n umb e r of sing l e mothers appe ar s to be increas ing 

rapi d ly , a nd this trend has been projected to cont inue . 

Be tween 1 9 7 0 and 1 9 7 4 , t h e n umbe r o f f emal e-h ead e d singl e 

fa mil ies i nc rea sed by 2 2% , and in 1 974, 1 0 % o f aJ l hou s e ­

hold s and 1 5% of a l l f amili e s with c hi l dre n we r e headed b y 

sing l e f e a l es (Genera l ills America n Famil y Re port , 

1 97 6-77 ). hi l e a significan p e rcentage of t hese women 

e v en ua ll y remarr y , t h e r e i s a per iod o f time b e t wee n 

divorce and remar r iage d uring wh i c h t h e mo t h e r ac t s as a 

s i ngle a e t . A g reater un de r s t a nd in g of t h e i nfl ue n c e of 

specified var iables on rna e r na l childrearing at itudes 

migh o fer i sig t o professiona l s who work i n coun se linq 

r la ion s i s i h s ingle mothers . 

Purpos 

This s udy exumi JC he a i u d s award ch'l r ea ring 

of cir. 1 e s - d mo e r s ro nucl a fa, · l j es who 

•,·ark ou c-. d("\ .e ho. e ar.d had pr schooJ h1ld en in day 
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care. The question investigated was whether these mothers 

differed significantly in their attitudes toward child 

rearing on the basis of their marital status, their educa­

tional l e vel or their family size. 

Mothers compl e t e d an inventory reflecting demographic 

data a s well a s a que stionnaire me asuring attitude cluste rs 

which i d e n t ifi e d fou r pa r ental types: disciplinarian, 

ind ul gent , p rotect ive , and rejecting. The re s ults of the 

questionna ire were a na lyz e d in r e lation to marital status, 

mat e rnal educationa l l e v e l, and family siz e . 

R sea r ch Hypotheses 

Th is s tud y of a ternal childreari n g a t t itudes wa s 

d e signe d o e xplo re h e f ollow i ng hypo t heses : 

1. The r e i s a signif icant d iffere nce in mean s core s 

of s ing l e mo thers and married mother s on e ach o f t h e sub ­

sca l es of pa en t type : disc i plina ria n, i ndulgent , pro t e c ­

ti v , cjec i g . 

2 . Ther is a s i gnif ica n t d i ff e n ce in mean scores 

of mo hers i h 12 years of educa i o n o r l ess a nd ho se 

wi h mo e han 12 yea s of educa ion on eac h of he sub-

scales o pa en y disci linari- indulge n - , pro c-

iv , j c i g . 

3 . T r _ i s a s i g if ic n if e c i mcd n sco r 0s 

0: I 0 ' s of or. chiJ and hos v. i ore h o e i]d 
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on each of the subscales of parent type: 

indulgent, protective, rejecting. 

disciplinarian, 

4. There are significant interactions between factors 

on each of the subscales of parent type: disciplinarian, 

indulgent, protective, rejecting. 

Re s ponden t s 

Respondents were 101 working mothers who had preschool 

children enrolled in private day c are facilities opera ting 

in the acogdoches County/East Texas area. The sample was 

stratified y selecting comparable samples of married 

mothers and single mothers ; mothers with 12 years or less 

of education and those with more than 12 years; moth e rs of 

one child and mot ers with more than one child . The com­

para ively high cos of full-time day care was expected to 

r st ict the subjects to the middle socioeconomic level. 

Limi a ions in t is research l a y in the volun eer 

atu e of t e a ple and in the de signated g e ographic area 

o Eas Tex s . The mo hPrs n hi s study had children 

enrolled in iva 

h r su s ca . o 

child ca r e w ich is co s ly . T er o e , 

e genera zc o inc ude a ll geographic 

~gio s o em· e s o all socio co om·c grou s . Du 0 e 

u i q e po J 1 d ~ o . jn ir.ve l·g ed i his s dy , a 
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random sa mpling procedure was not practical, thereby posing 

an additional limitation. The method of administration of 

the self-re port ins trument was a limiting factor for data 

collect i o n. Howeve r, complete anonymity of the study 

e ncouraged accurate r eporting. The forced choice format of 

the quest i onnai r e wa s a limitation, with some r e sistance to 

the instr ument being noted a mong r e spondents. Individual 

r esponses were scored on more t han one scal e with the 

r esul that subscale sco res ar e not experimen tal ly inde­

pend ent (Ana sta si , 1976 ). 

De li it a tion s 

The s udy was designed to inc lude only mothers wh o h a d 

childre n in relatively large public or pr ivate l icensed da y 

care faciliti es during the fal l o f 1980 . Mo thers who we r e 

not included in he study were those who had arrangeme nts 

for child care in private day care homes or with friends or 

r e lat i ves ; ose w o had an adult other than a husband 

r es iding in e home ; and hos e whose mari al relationship 

had been i e r in i ia t ed or e r mina ed wi hin the previous 

J Ca . 

Defini on of Terms 

1 . isci lino ian a en y c - a arcn who needs 

and x -c s o ed1 rce f om he ch1ld , ~ho s a cs rules 
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explicitly, and, if necessary, uses punishment in a fair 

and consistent manner . 

2. Indulgent parent type - a parent who is child 

centered, showers the child with affection and gifts, but 

does not give the child responsibility or encourage initia­

tive . 

3. Protective parent type - a parent who is overly 

watch f ul and concerned hat the child not take risks or be 

placed in potentially dangerous situations. 

4. Re jecting parent type - a parent who is ope nly and 

act i ly ho s tile o the chi l d and bases discipline and pun­

i sh 1ent mor e on the negative feelings of the parent than on 

the b e havior of the chi ld. 

Increasing numbers of single mothers are rearing chil­

dren alone , and h e r e nd is predicted to continue . A lack 

of r esea ch i n o h e phe nomenon of single parenthood and, 

in par icular , o f c hil d r e aring a t i tud es of singJe mothers , 

l ed o is research which e xplor ed he influe nce of spe-

cificd i di idual and fami li a f a c or s on h e a - i udes of 

s i ngle and ma r r i d tot hers . 



CHAPTER II 

REVIEW OF LITERATURE 

Within the last 20 years, researchers have explored in 

some depth a variety of parent attitudes and the relation-

ships of those attitudes to the behavior of children. From 

the s e studies , specific parent types have been identified 

and described . However , little has been reported on the 

influence of various individual and familial factors on 

designa t d parent types . This literature review included 

research on the disciplinarian , indulgent, permis sive, and 

rejecting parent types as they are influenced by maternal 

rna ital status , educational level, and family size . 

Overvi e w of Parent Types 

Pa r e n type s have been describe d in terms of o rtho­

golal dimen s ions b y Schaefer (1 965) and Becke r (1964). 

These dimensions ma y be considered as a continuum between 

love / warmth and hostility/re jec ion and b e tween control / 

r es ric iv. ec ad au o om I e r mi ssi v e nes s . Wi hin hi s 

asic fra ework , Pumroy (1966) , in de velop ing the a ryland 

Pa en i ud Survey ( P S ) , designa ed fo ur p aren ypes 

as Disci li arian , .dulgen Permissive , an Rejec ing . 

Schaefer a d Bell (1Q58) <1 crmin d a scales of e 

8 
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Parental Attitude Research Instrument (PARI) measured fac­

tors representative of Authoritarian-Control, Hostility­

Rejection, and Democratic Attitude. Extensive research by 

Baumrind (1965, 1966, 1968) established Authoritarian, 

Authoritative, and Permissive parent types. In a factor 

analytic study of 44 variables taken from Sears, Maccoby, 

and Levin's (1 95 7) res earch, Milton (1958) identified inter­

related clus t ers of variables relating to strictness of 

parental behavior , general family interaction, maternal 

warmth , responsible childrearing or ientation, and parental 

attitude toward aggression and p e rmissiveness . Ricc i (1970) 

described parent attitudes in terms o f autonomy/control and 

acceptance/rejection . 

While re searchers have taken several approaches to 

Schaefer's (1959) and Becker ' s (1 964 ) hypothetica l models, 

the r e appears to be a degree of consistency in their i nter­

pretations of parent types, particularly in relation to 

pare n al control and warmth . For the purpose of this 

r eview, Pumroy ' s (1 966 ) pa ren t ype s provide a structure 

within vhic he specified fac ors are considered . 

Disciplinarian Paren Type 

The disci linarian parent needs and e x ec s obe di e nc e 

from he c il Rules are xplici ly s at d , and he child 

kno:s i& ocs no co . pJy, he ill be punished in a 



10 

fair and consistent manner. The parent pushes the child to 

achieve beyond his ability, forcing him to grow up early 

(Pumroy, 1966). Current research efforts into the effects 

of marital status (Flanzer , 1978; Phelps, 1969 ), education 

(Harnischfeger & Wiley, 1973; Heinstein, 1965; Minton, 

Kagan, & Levine, 1971; Zussma n, 1975), and family size 

(Ernhart, 1975; Hurley & Hohn, 1971; Quinn, 1977; Zussman, 

1975) on maternal or ientat ion toward discipline are some­

what limited in both number and scope . 

Marital Sta us 

Ph e lps (1 969 ) surveyed the attitudes of 38 married 

mothers and 22 single mothers from the middle class, based 

on income and education . ~others from the two-parent group 

consi sten ly reflected a more liberal and enlightened atti­

tude towa rd child rearing than the single mothers . A sig­

n ifican difference was found between the two groups with 

r gard o authoritarian control . Single mothers tended to 

have a more rigid at i ude award expression of aggression , 

lear ing a ou sex , and influences from ou side the home , 

a d expec ed h e i childre o rna ure more rapidly han did 

ar ied o hers . In in ervi e ws a y single mo ers blamed 

heir own a s' p r issiveness or h e i failure in mar-

riage . T ap e red o be using a more au oc a ic 

ap oac ,i Lc · r chil r e n in an a m o avoid making 
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the same mistakes as their mothers. This one factor of 

authoritarian control appeared to typify the differences 

between childrearing attitudes of the two groups of mothers. 

Flanzer (1978), in a study of single parents, supported 

the results obtaine d by Phelps (1969), finding that single 

mothers a ppeared to be more authoritarian disciplinarians 

than ma r r i ed mothe rs. In addition, many single mothers felt 

closer to t h ei r chi l dren because the children provided a 

s tructure and purp o se for life. The r e cognition of their 

sole responsibility as a pare n t t e nd e d to mak~ single 

mothers more anxi o us a bou t failing the ir childre n and may 

have contributed to a d i sc iplinar ian approach (Flanzer, 

1978 ). 

Educational Le v e l 

Min on , Kagan , and Le vi n (1 9 71) s t udi ed the r e lation­

ship of mate rnal control and obedience in 27 mont h old chil-

dr e n . In s rue ured obser vat i ons of 49 b oys a nd 41 girl s 

and h e ir mo h e r s , he r searche rs no ed that less educated 

mo hers we r 

co l lege educa 

v e l l-educa ed 

ma r ked ly more prohi itive and in ru s ive t h an 

d mo t e r s , par icularly with the ir sons . 

o he r s a p pea r ed o b e li e v e in e valu e of 

au o o y ad responsibili y ad felt a a c h ' ld mu s b 

give re dom i order o de elop hose cha c eris ics . 

Less uca or o er- iddJ -class o he s a eared o fee l 
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that freedom breeds rebelliousness and laziness and to hold 

the belief that a child must be told what to do. 

In a sample of 809 mothers from a California statewide 

sample and 812 mothers from California's Contra Costa 

County, Heinstein (19 65) found that a mother's educational 

level appeared to influence childrearing attitudes more than 

her soc ioeconomic level. Mothers with four or more years 

of coll e ge were the mos t l enient and permissive of the three 

groups o f mothers studied. Those with eight years or less 

o f schooling we re also permissive, contrary to the results 

of mos s ud i e s, al hough this approach was possibly due to 

indifference . Mothers with a mode rat e educational level 

we r e l east lenient , demonstrating a more autocratic orienta­

tion . A curviline ar relationship was establishe d between 

educa ional l evel and attitude toward discipline in this 

study . 

Zu ssman•s r esearch (1975) dealt with 44 fift h grade 

boys and girls and heir mothers in a study of d emographic 

fac ors which inf luenced discipline techni ques . Results of 

in er i ws indica ed hat parental power as sert ion decreased 

signi ica n ly as par n al educ a ion increased . This obser-

·a io va s s a i s ica lly signi icart for di cipline appli e d 

o boys u no sign if ican for girls . This study was 

l im i d o c middJ a d uppe r s ocioe conomic level , and 

r sul ca ro e qc eraJized . 
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Harnischfeger and Wiley (1973), in a study of maternal 

attitudes, noted that mothers obtaining high scores on a 

measure of authoritarian family ideology tended to have n~ 

college education, to have a conservative, lower-middle­

class background , and to come from small towns or rural 

areas . They were not o f ten inf luenced by new insights into 

child development, and when they moved toward new child­

rearing p ract ices , it was b e cause of permissivene ss rathe r 

than opennes s to informa tion . Highly e ducat ed mothers were 

more consciou s of and open to new innovations and activel y 

acqui red i formatio n concerning child r earing . 

Family Siz 

Zu ssman's (1975 ) stud y of demographic factors affect­

ing discipline suggested that a compl e x r e lations hip may 

have existed be ween famil y size and socioeconomic l evel . 

Da a indicated that with increas ing family size , boys 

rec e ived grea er par n al u se of powe r a ssert ion and l e ss 

us e of eaching , while girls ended to receive l ess paren-

al ower asser ion and more paren a l teaching . Wi h 

socioeconomic l e vel con rolle , hese r csul s we re signif­

ican beyo d h e 0 . 05 level for boys a nd -h e 0 . 10 level for 

girls . These r e~u lts s ugges ed -ha aren s ma y have been 

usi g ore ex-c- reo )ped discipline wi h inc cas ing am-

il y siz . One ossi lc e xpJ ana ion 1a s ha wi h a grea e 
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number of children, parents had less time to individuate 

their di s cipl ina ry t e c hniques and were more likely to let a 

child's sex be a ma j or d e t e rminant in these practices. 

Er nhart (1975 ) tested a s a mpl e o f 309 whi t e and 130 

bla c k mo thers after the del i very o f a ch i ld a n d a ga in thre e 

y ea rs later . On first test i ng , wh i te wome n who h a d just 

delivered a first child s cored h igher on a me a s ur e o f 

authoritarianism than those who had del i vered a l ate r c hi ld. 

At second t e sting, the sccres o f t h e white primiparou s 

wome n dropped markedly so that the means for the two g r o ups 

were al most i dent ical . Th e initial difference in attitude 

between the two group s of black wome n was less marked . Th e 

da a indicated that ch i ldrearin~ exper i e nc e tended to mod­

ify the authoritarian attitudes of wome n . 

In a longitudinal s udy of childrearing attitudes 

linked to parenthood and occupa ion , Hurley and Hohn (1 971 ) 

initia lly sampl ed 11 9 coll e g e s tud e nts and obtained follow­

up data from 75 of the original s ampl e afte r six y ears . 

Resul s indica ed hat as t h e numbe r of childre n incre ased , 

less par n al con ro l was e x ercised and l ess pressure was 

a lied on children to achieve . 

Qui n (1977) sud· d a itudinal ori n a ion oward 

child a ing in rela ion o years of childrearing e xperi-

ence . He no a mo h rs ~ho gav ir h during h e 

s udy erP ore x em and inconsis en in h e ir a proach 
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toward ch i ldrea ri ng. Those mothe rs with the most child-

rearing exp e r ienc e were less analytical and r e lied mor e on 

the i nd i vidual child's d isposi t ion whe n making judgments. 

This study did no t con s ide r number o f child ren; rathe r, the 

appro a ch was t o wa rd years o f childrearing e x p er i e nce. 

I nd ulq n t Paren t Type 

I ndulgent p arent s are c h ild c e ntered and allow the 

ch ild to have h is way in mo s t matt e r s . The chiJ.d is show­

ered with warmth , affection , and gi f ts , but is not giv e n 

responsibilities or encourag ed to d emo n s trate in i tiative . 

A t emp s a paren al disci p l i ne a r e ci rcumv e nt ed b y the 

child (Pumroy, 1966) . Research relating t h e i nd ulge nt 

parent type o the fac ors of mar i al s t at u s (Ph e lps , 1969 ) , 

educationa l level (Harnischfeger & Wil e y , 1973; He inst e in , 

1965) , and family size (Hurley & Hohn , 1971 ) appears to be 

insuff'cien in quan ity , b u t ne verthe l ess s hows con sist­

e ncy in r e sults . 

ar ita l S a us 

Phe lp s (1 9 6 9 ), i his s -udy of 38 married mothers and 

22 single mo he r s , no ted tha singl e mo h e rs we e less 

indulg h n marri d mo h e r s wi h h ir c hildre n . Th 

single o h rs 1 hat t hey h ad 

of a ljbe a] up rinQing, a d hey 

h ems l vcs be n p o d u c s 

la cd eir ren · s ' 
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permissiveness for their marital failures. This viewpoint 

influenced thei r attitudes toward indulgence, with a result­

ing commitment to be less indulgent with their own off­

spring. Th e data also indicated that married mothers held 

more democrat ic attitudes . toward the ir children than did 

sing le mothers , a l though not at a significant l e v e l. While_ 

democratic attitude is not a meas ure of indulge nce, it 

denot e s a related attitude of acceptance . 

Educ a tiona l Le vel 

Hei n s tein (1 965 ), in his extensiv e study of Ca l ifornia 

mo hers , found that mothers with four years or more o f 

coll ege we r e more indulgent and more nurturant in all areas 

consid red in the study. Th e y were open to new innovat ions 

and tr nds in childrearing and conscientiously tried to 

mee the ir children's needs . They read extensively and 

h e ir pract ices were close to what was recomme nd ed by 

e xpe ts . The l ea st educated mothers (eight years or l ess ) 

wer also indulg e n , but they tended o "do what comes 

na urally'' out of indiff r nee o lack o f info mation . 

odera 

nifica 

y ducated mo hers e r e l eas indulg nt. A sig ­

djffercnce in a cas ure of in ulgencc was no -ed 

e een high a d lov cduca ion groups i connec t ion with 

f male c il r n ; a non-signifi an dif crcnce was ote 

v j ; l] c c i ld This i di g indic cd ha mo crs 
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from each group tended to be less indulgent with their sons 

than with the ir daughters. 

The research of Harnischfeger and Wiley (1973) agree a 

substan t i a lly wi t h that of Heinstein (1965), finding that 

highly educated mo t h e r s we re somewhat more indulgent than 

the moth e r s with l e ast education, possibly due to concern 

about t h e ch i ld' s d e ve l o p i ng individua lity and to their own 

ope nness t o innovat i ve tech n iques . The data al s o indicated 

that lo e r e ducat i ona l l v e l would b e p redictive of indul­

g e nc e hrough lack of conc e rn o r li tt l e motivation to 

change one ' s t rad it iona l m tho ds . 

Family Size 

Hur l ey and Hohn (1 9 7 1 ), in heir longitud ina l s tudy 

li n k ed with pa r e n t hood a nd occupa tion , f ound e vide n ce to 

sugge s t t ha as t h e n u b e r of chi l dren i nc rea s e d , paren ts 

e came l e ss i nd ul gen . Thi s finding appeare d t o b e a sso ­

ciat e d \vi h h e g e ate r f i na ncia l and emotiona l d emands 

lac ed upon pa r e nt s of sev e r al c hild r e n . 

P o e c tLv e Pare n Type 

The p ro cc-ive p a 

dr n a d concerned ha 

n i s ove rly a chful of the c h i l ­

he y no ake r i sk s o b e pl a c e d in 

o en ially dan erous si ua ion . Parcn s p er o m as k s 

for e children lo g af er G a c pa le of doing hem 
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for thems elve s; they are not allowed to grow up and do 

things i nd e p e nd ent l y (Pumroy, 1966). Th e protective parent 

a s in f luenced by mar i ta l sta t u s (Flanzer, 1978; Phe lps, 

19 69 ), educ at io na l leve l (Ha rnisch fege r & Wil e y, 1973; 

He in s tein , 1965) , a nd f a mi ly siz e (Harn i sch feg e r & Wiley , 

1 9 73 ; Hur l e y & Hohn, 1 9 71 ) a l s o a ppe ar s t o merit fur t her 

r esea r c h, a s mo st s t udies attempt t o r e l ate pare nt type to 

chi ld behavior . 

Marital S a tus 

Phe lps (1 969) studied two -parent a nd one-pa r e n t fam­

ili es and found tha singl e mo thers we r e mo re like ly to 

fos er dependence in their childre n . The y a t tempted t o 

protec h e ir childr e n f r om o utside i n f luenc es an d sexu a l 

knowl edge in an effort to more closely c o nt r ol the i r e nvi ­

ronme nt . The reviously no ted signif i ca nt d i ffere nc es 

etwe n one- and two-parent families co nc ern i ng a u t hori­

arian co rol were hought to be direct ly related to a n 

over- rotec ive a itude h ld by ma ny single mot hers . 

In Fla z r's (197 8) study of single parent fa mi lies , 

da a i dica ed ha e ogni ion of their sole r esponsibil -

i y a pear d 0 influ nc si g J e mo h s 0 assume an 

overly p 0 _c jve rol They w r e more vulne able to 

anxi y ha ma ri d 0 he s e a use of a ar ha hey 

migh ail ir children j n some mann r . 
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Educational Level 

He instein (1 9 65 ), in his California study, determined 

that less educated mothe r s we re more like ly to be neglect­

f u l of the i r c hildren , res u l t i ng in a n ove rall attitude of 

permi s sive ness through i ndiffe r ence . Mo thers with a mod ­

erate educational leve l were mo st li k e l y to be highl y pro­

t ective , whi ch related to an attempt to control the i r chi l­

dren's friends and activities . 

Harnischfeger and Wiley (1 9 73 ) concurred wit h He i nste i n 

(1 965 ), noting tha t t h e l eas t e ducated mothers were i nc l ined 

towa rd n e glect rathe r than ove rprotection of their children . 

Additiona J data indicated that highl y e ducated mo the rs were 

les s pro e ctive than moderatel y educa t ed mothe rs . Th e 

appa r e nt reason was that highly educated mothers we re 

att empting to foster the development of indepe ndence in 

th ir chi dr e n , and hey vi e wed overprote ctio n as being 

s ifling t o a child ' s growth toward indepe ndence . 

Fami ly Sjze 

Hur l ey a nd oh n (1 9 71 ) ob ai n e d lowe r o v e rpro e ction 

scores from mot ers of seve r a l c hild r e n com ar e d to hose 

v i h small fa ilies , hereby suggcs i g a mo r p erm i ss ive 

a d l ess c on r olled child _eari g pproac h wi h a la r g -

h child en e r of c i ldrcn . Incrcas d ex er i e n · wi 
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appeared to lessen concern over protectiveness. 

Harnischfeger and Wiley (1973) reported that mothers 

of large families promoted independe nce out of necessity. 

Mothe rs who were highly protective and encouraged depend­

en ce were more like ly to have small families, to be in the 

middle and upper classes , and to not b e employed outside 

the home . 

Rejecting Parent Type 

R jecting parents are openly and active ly hostil e to 

their child, with discipline and punishment being based 

mo e o the negati e fe lings of the parent than on the 

behavior of the child (Pumroy , 1 966 ). A paucity of r esearch 

is again no ed in relating the rejecting parent type to 

mari al s a us (Phelps , 1969 ) , educational l eve l 

(Harni schfeger & iley , 1973; Heinstein , 196 5 ; Minton , 

et al . , 1971) , and family size (Hurl ey & Hohn , 1971 ). 

a i al s a us did not significan ly di scrimina te 

r jecti g aren 

22 si gle mo h rs 

ypes in P e lps' s udy of 38 rna ri e d and 

(1969) . l hough he married mo hers 

we less rej c ing , differcn es w no significan . 
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Educational Level 

Heinstein (1965), in analyzing the relationship of 

maternal education to acceptance-re jection, noted that 

mothers with four years or more o f coll e ge were the most 

acc e p t ing and nurturant of the three groups surveyed. 

Thos e wi t h a mod e rate e ducational l e vel were most rejecting, 

wh i l e l es s educate d moth e rs were accepting but not overly 

i nvol v e d with t he ir c hildr e n . 

In t h e i r stud y o f mater na l control and obed ienc e , 

Minton e al . (1 971) n o ted t ha t the childre n of mi dd l e ­

cla ss , we ll educa e d moth e r s ask e d h e i r mothers to p l a y 

with them more o f e n tha n d id c hildren o f l e s s e ducated 

l o we r-class mothers . Midd l e -c la s s ch i ldren we re mor e 

likely to v iew t h e i r mot h ers as compa nions rather than as 

o b j e ct s o f e ar , i ndic ati ng tha t the y e njoye d a great e r 

l e v e l of a e rna l a cc e ptanc e . 

Ha r ni s ch f e ger and Wil e y (1973 ) determined tha t h igh 

scor es o n a d e n i a l of ho s til i y s c ale we r e obta ine d f rom 

h e uppe r half of h e s ocia l s ra urn . T e s e r e sults indi­

ca d ha a hig e r rna e rnal ed uca iona l l e v e l was like l y 

to inc r eac e deg r ee of ace ance of child r n a nd to 

modif y a i u es o f r e j c ion . 
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Family Size 

Hurl ey and Hohn•s (1971) longitudinal study provided 

evidence that as the number of children in a family 

increased, manifest reject io n al s o increased , with mothers 

being more rejecting than fathers. Indication was that 

bearing and caring for several children within a short time 

span subjects young women to a considerable amount of 

stress . Higher manif e st rejection scores in this study 

we r e t erme d ominous as they relate d to young mothers of 

seve ral childre n . 

Conclu s ion 

Res e arch into the effec ts of marital status , educa­

tional l e v e l , and family size on the d evelopmen t of differ­

ing par e nt types appears at this time to be limited to 

f ewer tha n a do z e n studies , with he majority of those 

b ei ng c onduc ed in the last d e cade . Th is decided lack o f 

e p i r ical da a s u bs t a n ia es th e ne e d for the proposed 

s t ud y of p a rent a - i udes . 



CHAPTER III 

METHODOLOGY 

Thi s descriptive study of attitudes toward childrear­

ing of single and marr i e d mot h ers was conducted in the 

Nacogdoch s area of East Texa s during the fall of 1980. 

Attitude were surveyed by a s e lf - r e por t questionnaire 

whic h ide ntified four paren t types : di s cipl i naria n, indu l-

gent , protectiv e , and re j ecting . The rel2tion s hips of the 

factors of mari al status , educational leve l, and fami ly 

size to parental ypes we re explored . All datu wer e anon­

ymous and confidentialit y was assur e d. 

R spondents 

Par icipants in h study were 49 single mothe r s and 

52 arri d mo h ers whos e children we r e in d ay care in the 

acogdoches ar - Single mothe rs we re defined as tho se 

who had been se a a d , divorced , or widowed for a mini mum 

of o yea r, o hse wh o had ne er been married . Marr ied 

o he s w r , defined as hose in in ac nucl ear families 

'i h he .a rr · age es a lishe for a minimum of on y ea r . 

If aduJ s o an ere lso living i n h e home, 

a rno t h c r ·: <=1 ~· o i 1 u d c i n h study . A ef or was 

rradc o oh ai o·~pnral> c Sd rfl lcs of marri d a d sin lc 

2 
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mothers, mothers with an educational level of 12 years or 

less and those with more than 12 years, and mothers with 

one child and those with more than one child, with at least 

one pr e school child cur r e ntly being in day care. 

Instr ume nta t ion 

Quo s tionna i res were compl e ted on a s e lf - r e p o rt basis. 

A su rvey of r e l evan t d e mo graphic data was admini s ter e d to 

r esponde n ts to r e v e a l ma r ital s t atu s , educationa l leve l, 

a nd fum i l y s iz e . A s a ndardiz e d instrumen t , th Ma ryland 

Pare n t At titude Surve y (MPAS ), d e v e lope d b y Pumr oy (1 9 66), 

wa · u sed o de t e r mi ne p a e nt type s. Th e f ou r sca l es o f 

t h is forced choic e i nve n ory de s cribe disci p lina r i an , ind u l ­

gent , protect ive , and e j ecting attitude s . Each attitude 

is r presented by 45 s at e me n ts which a re pai red to yi e ld 

90 it ms . Th ese 90 p a ir s of items , pl u s f i ve in itia l bu ff-

rs, ar the basis of the MPAS . Subscales wit h i n t h e MPAS 

yi - ld raw scores ranging f rom 0-45 and T s c ores wit h a mea n 

o 50 a d D of 10 (Pumroy , 196 6 ; Schnab l - Dicke y , 1 977 ). 

Th e AS was es igned o c o ntrol f or s ocial des i ro. b i l-­

i y . Corr lations ranging from - . 17 to . 19 b e we e n th e 

Ed ( rds Social De ·irabili y Scale a nd h four MPAS scales 

i o ica e ho e PAS is ela - ively f e of social d es i -

abill y ( chna J- ickey , 1977). Tol r ( 19 6 7) l . o e cd 

f o r social d _sJ.ra ilj y y co rcJa jng c PA su sca les 
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with the Marlowe-Crowne Social Desirability Scale. Near 

zero, nonsignificant correlations indicated that social 

desirability had been satisfactorily controlled, reducing 

the possibility of respondents answering as they think 

appropriat e rather than giving indication of true attitudes. 

Reliabili ty of the MPAS scales has been measured by 

the split-half and the test-retest methods. Te st-retest 

reliabilities o f the f our MPAS scales range from .62 to .73. 

Coefficients of .6 7 to .84 have bee n report e d for split ­

half r lia ility corrected with the Spe arman-Brown f ormu la 

(Pumroy , J9 66 ; Schnabl-Dickey, 1977). Correlation indi ­

cates a n gative relationship betwee n the disciplina r ian 

and indulgcn scales and between the protective and rej ect­

ing scales and supports the s ubdivi sion of the MPAS into 

differ e nt parental types (Pumroy , 1966; Toler, 1967). 

Proc edu r es 

An educational cross sec ion of t h e population was 

sampl ed y con act ing day care c enters from a ll sect ion s of 

re ci y . This approach excluded working mothers who had 

mad other child care arrangemer1ts . Responden s were iden-

tified hrough e center directors a nd permission was 

o tai 1ed o co ac eligi ble mo he s . Le ters were ailed 

xpl - ining he s udy and earing e s igna ur of h e cen-

-cr direc or an e res .drcher . follow-u con c b y 
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telephone provided for further explanation of the study and 

confirmed participation. A total of 127 mothers were con-

tacted and agreed to participate. It was noted that single 

mothers were more difficult to contact than married mothers. 

In numerous instances , several calls were necessary in 

order to find an individual at home, e ven at traditional 

mealti mes . 

Packets containing complete instructions, informed con­

sent papers , questionnaires , and stamped self-addressed 

envelopes were then ma il e d to the respondents . They were 

asked o complet e the questionnaires within three days of 

r ceip and o r eturn them to the researche r in the enve­

lopes provided . After a period of 10 days, those p ersons 

who h ad not returne d ques tionnaires were again contacted by 

t e l ephone . 

re s pon ses . 

This procedure resulted in nine additional 

Three subj e cts contacted the research e r and 

dec l i ned par icipation in the study after receiving the 

qu es ionnaire . The difficulty in r esponding to a forced 

choice ins rumen was ci ed as the reason for declining o 

par icipa e . Two re u rn e d qu es tionnaires we re discarded 

ccause c were inco ple e . 

of cope c qu s -ion airs was 

mo .he s and 87% o e a ried 

air s . C mp1 e a o. j los 

The overa ll r espon se ra e 

81% , wit 75 % of he single 

o .h s r turning qu e tion­

assure y scpa a ion of 

j for ed cons c: n _ _,C) e r f on unsiqn d questi o ir s as 
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soon as they were returned. 

Hypothe ses 

The null hypotheses established for this study were: 

1. There is no significant difference in mean scores 

of single mothers and married mothers on each of the sub-

scales of parent type: 

tive , rejecting . 

disciplinarian, indulgent, protec-

2. There is no significant difference in mean scores 

of moth e rs with 12 y e ars of education o r less and those 

with ore han 12 y e ars of education on each o f the sub­

sca l es of p a r en type : di s ciplinarian, indulg e nt , protec ­

t i v e , re j e cting . 

3. Th e r e is no s ignifica n t difference in mean score s 

o f mo thers of one child and those with more than one ch ild 

o n e a ch of h e s ubscal es of par e nt type : 

i ndulgent , pro t ec ive , r e j e cting . 

di s ciplina rian , 

4 . There a r e no s ign i fic a nt inte ac t i ons betwee n 

fac ors on ach of he s ubsca l es o f p arent type : discipli -

narian , j_ndulgcn , r0 ective , re j c ing. 

~lys s 

The design of he s udy ras d esc riptive in na ur . 1o 

a em cau s alion ; only po ssi e ela-

ionshi s 0 .cen , riabl sa c1 ain e ff s "' r c e x 1 or -d 
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and analyzed. All hypotheses were analyzed by multivariant 

factorial analysis of variance (MANOVA) to test for differ­

ences in the factors of marital status, educational level, 

and fa mi ly size on each of the four subscale parent types. 

Interactions between the ma in effects were ob served. The 

alpha l eve l o f s igni f icance was set at 0.01 in an attempt 

to hol d down t he Type I error rat e in the multiple statis­

tical t e sts and because of the possibility of smal l cell 

sizes in the 2 X 2 X 2 d esi gn. Descripti v e analyses were 

u sed to exami ne demographic data. Data were analyzed by 

computer u s ing the Biomedica l Computer Programs (BMD ) 

( 1973 ). 



CHAPTER IV 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

Questionna ires from 101 working mothers of preschool 

children i n day care supplied the data used in analysis. 

Attitudes toward childrearing were measured, using a forced 

choice instrument which yielded scor e s assessing f our paren­

tal types : disciplinarian, indulge nt, prote ctive , and 

r e j ecting. Factors used in analysis were ma rital status, 

educa ional level , and family size . 

Sa mQl e C11a r cte ristics 

Marit a l s atus , educa ional l evel , and family size of 

th e rcspond c n s are summarized in Table 1. Forty - nine 

moth rs we re s·ngl e and 52 were married . Fifty-four we r e 

mother s of one child and 47 h ad two or more children . Of 

this nu. e r , 37 :nothers had 2 children , 8 mothers h ad 3 

child n, a 1d 2 mo hers had 4 children . Of the 54 mothers 

~ho h ad o _ child , 33 were single . 

Ed ca _ional l e vel was un qually divid d , with 74 ar-

ic ipan s a v ing mo e 12 y e ars of educat 1on . Only one 

r s ond , - rcpor e 1 ss t a n a high scrool ed uca ion , 26 

cr hig sc ooJ grctd ua es , 3 1 , d som col l eg , a nd 4 3 ha cl 

a r ed d cg 1 • c ~· . u j cts v r 
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who live d in a community heavily influenced by higher edu-

cation . The r efore , the 27 mothers with no personal college 

experi e nce ma y have had contact with friends and relatives 

who had atte nded c ol l ege and may have shared ideas and 

e xperiences in childrearing with such people. 

The participants we re selected from fou r day care 

c enters serving variou s segments of the community . The 

cent e r s howing the lowes t response rate was us ed primar ily 

by blue-collar families . Mothe r s using day c are c enters 

servi ng pr domi nan t ly whi te-collar workers and pro fessionals 

t ended to return questionnair e s promptly and to be inter­

ested in t e resul s of the study . Th e d i rectors of all 

day care centers involved in the study were very coo p e ra­

tive and supportive of the proj e ct and expressed interest 

in the r esult s . 

. F i ndi nqs 

The sta istica l analys i s used on the four null ~ypoth­

es s as a 2X2X2 factorial multi variant anal ysis of vari-

anc e OVA) i h four dependent variabl s . Univariant 

analysis of va i a n e yielded additional data on dependent 

The )iomedical Com ute Program D ) (1973) I 

v:a s used o s fo dj e ec i he fac ors of mari al 

sa us, educa o a l lev e l, a d amily si z e on eac h o . four 

suhscalc .~a en pes . One sig i ican in e ac ion c - 4ec 
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the main effects was observed. Results are reported as F 

values (Tabl es 2 and 3). Since the direc tion o f difference s 

was not established , a two-tailed probability level was used . 

An alpha l e vel o f 0.01 was selected for significance in an 

attempt to hold down the Type I error rate and because of 

the possibility o f s mall cell sizes in the 2X2X2 design. 

Tabl e 2 

F Va lu e s for Ma in Ef fects a nd Interactions 

From Multiva riant Analys is of Va riance 

Factors 

A ( ari al Statu s ) 

B (Educati o nal Level ) 

c (Famil y Size ) 

AXB 

AXC 

BXC 

AXB.'C 

F = 3 . 5 for al ha of 0 . 01 

Sig ifi an a 0 . 025 level 

df = . . 90 

F Value Significance 

1. 865 NS 

1.43 5 NS 

2.589 NS 

.8 09 NS 

1.47 0 NS 

3.371 NS* 

2.241 NS 
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Table 3 

F and Q Values for Univariant Analysis 

of Variance for Dependent Variables 

Disc ipli ne 

A (Mar i tal Status ) 

B (Educational Leve l) 

C (Family Size) 

AXB 

AXC 

RXC 

P...X8XC 

Indulgenc e 

A ( ari al Sta us) 

B (Educa ional Level) 

C (Fa mily Size) 

AXR 

AXC 

BXC 

P.X XC 

F Value 

2.431 

0.347 

3.374 

0.428 

6.966 

1.5 55 

0.048 

3 . 034 

0.031 

0.342 

0.181 

0.38 5 

0 .11 4 

0 . 227 

0. 12 2 

0.557 

0.069 

0.514 

0.010 

0.216 

0.828 

0. 085 

0.862 

0.56 0 

0.671 

0.537 

0.736 

0 . 635 
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Table 3 (continued) 

F Value 

Protection 

A (Marital Status) 0.480 0.490 

B (Ed ucationa l Level) 0.400 0.529 

c (Fa mily Size ) 0.009 0.925 

AXB 0.024 0.876 

AXC 0.125 0.725 

BXC 3.265 0.074 

AXBXC 1.051 0 . 308 

Rejection 

A ( arital Sta us) 1.245 0.267 

B (Educational Level) 0.018 0.893 

c (Family Size) 0.216 0.643 

AXB 0.575 0.450 

AXC 1.585 0.211 

BXC 8.394 0.005* 

AX XC 3 . 098 0.082 

Significan a . 01 level 

nalysis of hypo h sis J, which p oposed tha h e r e 

~ r c 1~ di e r c nc e s i m a s cores of singl a d mar ied 

;1, 0 _h s o . ac h o.c r. e cour p 2 rc y e s , yi ld d an F vaJue 

aLo e es a l 's c r j c ion l c e l of 0 . 01 a o g grou 
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means using all variables (Table 2). No significant differ­

ences were observed between single and married mothers on 

any of the subscales measuring parent type (Table 3). 

Therefore, the null hypothesis of no difference could not 

be rejected. 

Hypothesis 2 stated that mean scores of mothers with 12 

y e ars of ed ucation or less would not differ from scores of 

mothers having more than 12 years of education . An F value 

great e r than the alpha l e vel of 0.01 -v:as observed among 

group means using a ll var iables (Table 2). No significant 

diffe ences were noted among mothers on the basis of educa­

ional level on any of the subscales (Table 3). Therefore, 

the null hy othes is of no difference could not be rejected. 

Analysis of hypothes is 3, which propo sed that mean 

scores of mothers of one child would not differ signifi-­

cantly fro scores of mothers of more than one child, yielded 

an F value greater than the established alpha of 0 . 01 among 

group means using a ll variables (T3ble 2) . No significant 

diffe nce s e re observed among mo hers on the factor of 

family size on a y of he su scales of parent type (Table 3) . 

Therefo e , 

rE· j ec ed . 

h e null hypo hesis of no difference could not be 

Analysis of hy o - hesis 4, which s ~ a ed ha he e were 

o sig ific,. in ·crac ions e we n fac orson any su seal-

0 re _ c , yield e d F val u s grea an h 0 . 01 1 ~ vel 
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on all interactions (Table 2). However, the interaction 

between educational l e vel (factor B) and family size (factor 

C) yielded an F value of 3.371, which was significant at the 

alpha level of 0 . 025 . Further investigation revealed that 

the BXC interaction o n the rejection subscale was signifi- · 

cant with an F value o f 8.394 and a two - tailed Q = 0.005 

(Tabl e 3). Therefore , the null hypothesis of no difference 

between the factors o f educational level and family size on 

the r j ection subscale was rejected. While the univariant 

analysis of the AXC intera c tion on the discipline subscale 

indicated a significant difference (Tab l e 3), the multivari­

ant F value did no approach sign i fican c e (Tab le 2) . There­

fore , the AXC interaction was considered not significant. 

In eraction hypo hesis of no d if ference on all other f actor s 

and subscales could not be rejec t ed . 

Discus s ion 

Failure to reject most of the null hypotheses offers 

int eres ing informa ion abou childrearing attitudes , partic­

ularly as r ela ed to single mothers and he increasing inci ­

denc of si gle arenti ng . Earlier studi es (Flanzer, 1979 ; 

helps, 1969) o e~ signifi c an di ~erences e ween single 

and arri .d mo ers , wi h single mo hers measuring highe r on 

d1scipli ~ and ro ec jven ss and l ower on indulge nc e . In 

he curr s dy , a findi~g of o s·gni ican dif e rences 
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on any of the four attitudinal dimensions surveyed suggested 

that the childre aring attitudes of single and married mothers 

might have less relationship to the presence or absence of a 

mate than to other factors which might be impacting on the 

mother . 

Both single and married mothers obtained mean disci-

pline scores significantly lower and protection scores sig-

nificantly higher than thos e in the MPAS standardization 

sampl e (Table ~) . The results of a one-sample Z test indi-

c ate that a difference of three T score points or more from 

the mean o f 50 is signi ficant . These differences were 

o bserv ed consistent ly in all factors included i n this study. 

Th e y ma y have r e fl e cte d changed attitudes toward discipline 

and pro ec ion sin c e the MPAS wa s d e veloped in 1966, or they 

ma y have een the re s ult of differences in the sample popu-

l ati on and i n the ar e a of the country from which the sample 

was chosen . This samp l e was somewhat mor e lenient in its 

a titudes han t h e 1966 sample. The prote ction score differ-

ences rnigh sugges an infl uence brought about b y societal 

cha nges , wi h increased concern for the phy s ical safety o f 

childr n as 1ell as pro ec ion from und es irabl e in fluen c es 

eing an impo an aspec of childrearing . Tables of mean 

scores for singl vari able s ma y e no ed pendix 

T use o e ·P .S may e ues ion ed caus of o h 

i s for a an i s ogc . However , care ul inve s iga ion o 

I • I 
• 
• 

f( 

J , 
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Table 4 

Average T Scores* on Single Variables of 

Di s cipline, Indulgence, Protection, 

and Re jection 

D I p R 

Marital Status 

Singl e 42 53 55 50 

Married 44 50 53 53 

Educational Leve l 

1 2 y ears o r less 44 50 53 50 

More than 12 y e ar s 43 51 53 51 

Family Size 

One child 44 51 54 50 

More than one child 42 5 1 53 51 

*T scor s were o tained fro m the MPAS standardization 
sta istics . 

available ins ruments fa il ed to p r oduce a more satisfactory 

ques io naire which would control for soc i al desirability . 

Thir factor as deemed c rucial in a n atti udinal s udy in 

order .o r •due he possibility of res onden ~ answe ring as 

h e y hink app opria e ra her han giving indica ion of true 

a i uae s . 



39 

No significant differences were observed in this study 

on any subscale concerning the factor of educational level. 

These findings were not in agreement with those of 

Harnischfeger and Wiley (1973), Heinstein (1965), Minton, et 

al. (1971) and Zussman (1975). These researchers noted that 

highly e ducated mothers measured significantly lower on dis­

cipline, protection, and rejection, and higher on indulgence. 

The lack o f s i gnificant differences observed in this study 

may have r e fl cted tl1e educational homogeneity of the sample, 

with 72 % of the respondents having had some umount of direct 

college exp e r ienc e . On the other hand, the availability of 

popular magazi nes and television may encourage more homogen­

e ou s attitudes a cros s all educationa l levels. 

The fac tor of fa mily size has been researched by 

Ernha r t (1 9 7 5) , Harnischfe ger and Wiley (1974), Hurley and 

Ho hn (1 97 1) , Quinn (1 977), and Zu s sman (1975). The results 

of these earlier st u d ies indicated that incre asing family 

si z e i s cor related wi h l essen ed c onc e rn with discipline and 

protection and incr eased ind ulgence and r e j e c ion. In the 

current s udy , no signif i can t diffe r ences we r e observ ed on 

any of he four subsca l e s . o a temp was made to compa e 

scores of mo hers of one child o thos e of mo he rs w'th 

large fa iJi s ( our or moe children) oro he basis of 

years o childrearing ex rience . Th curr n sa ple w 

_la i ely 1omogeneous o he sis of amily size , a 
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finding which might be anticipated among middle class work­

ing mothers . 

No significant differences were observed on any of the 

interact ions analyzed wit h the exception of educational 

level by family si ze on the rejection subscale, which 

yielded a Q value of 0 .005 (Table 3). Ana lysis of the data 

indicated that there was a sharp increase in rejection a mong 

highly educated mothers as family size incre as e d (Tables 5 

and 6 ) . One possible explanation may be that more highly 

educated p ersons are like ly to hold mor e stressful jobs. A 

greater number of children in the home may also be stress 

prod ucing, especial l y when combined with job stress . Mul-

iple stresses in this ca se may outweigh any potential advan­

tages of education . Among on e -child working mothers , greater 

r ejection was evidenced by those with lower education. This 

finding was in agreement with the findings of Harnischfeger 

and iley (1973) , Heinstein (1965), and Mi nton, et al ., 

(J971) . These researchers noted that a higher maternal edu ­

ca ional level was likely to i ncrease the degree of accept­

ance of children and to modify atti udes of rejection . 

su~~ary 

This udy i ves iga d he ch ildr aring a i udes of 

10 si g e a c ma ri d ·ork i g mo hers o pr eschoo l chil­

dren . Four uJl ypo heses were cs ed y mul iv ian 



41 

Table 5 

Cell Data for Educat ion by Family Size on Rejection 

mean = 19.0 
SD = 7.44 
N = 16 

mean = 13. 1 
SD = 6.88 
N = 11 

B1 
mea n = 16.6 
SD = 7.67 
N = 27 

B1 = educational 

B2 = educational 

c1 = family size 

c2 = family size 

mean = 15.4 
SD = 7.61 
N = 38 

mean - 18.9 
SD = 5.54 
N = 36 

B2 
mean= 17.1 
SD = 6 . 88 
N = 74 

level of 12 years 

c1 
mean = 16.4 
SD = 7.68 
N = 54 

c2 
mean= 17.5 
SD = 6.31 
N = 47 

Overa ll 

mean = 16.9 
SD = 7.06 
N = 101 

or less 

level of more than 12 years 

of one child 

of more than on e child 
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Table 6 

Education by F amily Size Interaction on Rejection 

19 -

18 -

17 -

16 -

1 5 -

14 -

13 -

1 2 -

B1C1 = education o f 12 years or le s s; fa mily size of one 
c hild 

B1C2= education of 12 yea r s o r less ; fami ly si ze of more 
than one child 

82C1= educa ion of more than 12 y ears ; fami ly s i ze o f one 
child 

82C2= education of more than 1 2 y ears ; fami ly s i ze o f more 
han one child 
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a nalysis o f v arian c e . No significant differences were 

observed between the l e v e ls of the f a ctors of marital status, 

educ ational l eve l , and fami ly si z e on any of the four sub­

scales of p aren t type (discipline, i nd u l g ence , p r o t ection, 

rejection). Interactions b e tween the factors were al s o not 

significant with he exception of the int e raction bet wee n 

educational lev e l and family size on the r e j ection s ubsca le . 

Resu l ts i dicated that increased e ducation and larger famil y 

size interacted to produce scores highe r than t h e mean o n 

the r e j ction subscale . Highly educated working mothers o f 

more than one child were assessed as more rejecting than 

ighly educated mothers wit h only on e child . Working moth-

rs of one child were more r e j ect. ing if educational levels 

Yere lower , while a lower ed ucational l e v e l and family size 

of ore ha~ one child interac ted to pro duce rej ction 

scores lower than the mea n for this st ud y . 



Summa ry 

CHAPTER V 

SUMMARY, CONCLUSI ONS, AND 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

This st udy inve stigated the childre aring attitudes of 

1 0 1 orking mothers of preschool children in day care in the 

acogdoches a r ea of East Texas . The Maryland Par e nt Atti ­

t'Jde Survey was u sed to explore wh e ther th se mot1 1e rs differ 

s i g nifica tly in their childreari ng attitud e s on -h e basi s 

of mar i al sta u s or on educa ional l eve l or family siz 

Four null hypoth ses we r e tested u s ing multiva riant 

analy ~ i s of v arianc e . The invest igation o f th e r e l ationship 

of marital sta us , ed ucationa l l eve l, and family size to the 

a i udinal dimens ions of discipline, ind ulg e nc e , protec ion, 

a .d rcj ec t ion yielded no signif icant differences . Th e f j _ nd ­

i g o f no diff e r e nce etween single and married mot h e rs on 

a ny su s a l e s ugges · s tha mari al status may no e x e rt as 

dir r- _ an j nf u e nc e on childreari g a i ud s as has been 

ind1cated i n pr viou s r esea rch . 

I e a c t i ons be wee n h e ac or s of m~ r i al sa us , 

( 1uc a lion , a d fa i ly s iz a l so ai l e to y i l d iqnif i c a nt. 

di ff c ~ n c ~ 0n a l l a J y s wi l1 e e x c ion of d t en _i on 

44 
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level by family size on the rejection subscale, where a 

highly significant interaction was observed. Increased edu-

cation a nd larger family size produced scores higher than 

the me a n on the rejection subscale. Lower educational level 

and sma ll er fami ly si ze also interacte d to produce scores 

h i gher t h an the mean. Le ss e ducation and large r family size 

evidenced the lowest mean o b serve d in this study, while 

higher educational l evel wi th on e child also yi e ld e d rejec -

tion ~ cores lower than t h e mean . 

Conclu si on s 

The lack of s ignificant diffe r ences between s ingl e a nd 

marri d moth rs may c uggest t h at c h ildrearing a t titudes ar e 

r e la ed l ess ~o the presence or absen c e o f a mate t h an t o 

other factor impact i ng on the fami ly str uctu re . Singl e and 

ta r ied ot e rs ay be becoming mo r e alike in t h e i r c h i l d -

rearin at -i udes because of similar o utsid e influences s u c h 

as educa ion, e levision, and o her mass me dia . They ma y 

also c experienc·ng in hi s ca se s i milar pressures from 

hei muJtiple roles of p a r e nting and working . 

o signi icant diffe e ces were o erved on th e dimen -

c'on of educational lev l 0 any 0 he fou - subscal ~s . 

ig - r.onclude tha education does no sha p e child r a r ing 

a • i ~-t.. 0 .,... • 

• ~ I hc.t h's sampJe: v as oo homoq _nc:ou o r v 1 

On 

h<1 _ ou- -o - sch(Jol ·due a. ion a l ex per j n cs maY 
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be more influential than formal education. This study based 

on y ears of school attended did not reveal differences. 

In this study, protection scores for all variables were 

above the s tandardization mean . Recent soci e tal change s may 

h ave inf luenc e d mothers toward a more protective attitude 

tha n e v idenced by the s t andardization sample. On the other 

hand , t h ese mo t h ers ma y be mor e experi e nced with children 

than the standa rdizat i o n sample and the r e for e more cautious . 

Additiona l ly , the uni fo r mi t y of means on the protective sub ­

sca l e may indi c a t e tha t mother s surve y d in this study are 

vita l ly conc erned wit h t h e sa fe ty and we ll b e ing of their 

childre regardless o f the influe n ce o f marit a l st a tus , 

educa ion, o r family size . 

ion~ 

Fur her researc h i n to s ingl e p a r e nting is ne e d e d 

e cau se of the increas i ng numbers o f mo t h e r s a nd f at h e rs who 

are r ea ring ch"ldrcn alone . Th e rev iew o f l itera t ur e a sso­

cia ed i h his study revea led a decided lack o f r esear c h 

j o he area o p arcn at itudcs , espec ial ly those of the 

sin9le parent. F u ure effor s co u ld e dir e c ed o four 

the d v . lopm nt of n w jns rumens , s - udies of= o h 

~ i n g J. mo - _ r s a n d s i n g 1 c f h s r s , h influenc o . var ying 

nc j c,f- co no i c 1 evP 1 s upon par _ a -- i udes, a d h · i n£ u-

eco om·c ad joJ s ;cs :-jc s upo rna er al 
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attitudes. 

First, new instruments should be designed in a format 

which produces les s stress in the respondent. This might be 

accomplished by o ffering a gre ater variety of response s and 

by r educing the number of items . The control of social 

desirability should , however, r emain an important aspect of 

any instrumen designed to a ssess attitudes. 

Second , studies which are directed toward both the 

single mot h er and the single father are needed in order to 

offer information and support to the parent of either sex 

v o i s r aring children alone . One question might concern 

the effects of a change in marital status on attitudes 

toward chjldr~aring . Measurement s aft r a change in status 

and after an ex ended ad ju s ment period would be n eeded . 

Third , h e r elationsh i p of socioeconomic l evel to atti-

udes of si gle parent s needs to be res e arched in greater 

de h . Vhile the current study was limited to a midd l e-

class sa1 ple of working mo hers , si gle paren t families are 

di pro or io a el y in the low income range . A compara ive 

s udy o· middl ~- ad loT-income s ingl e parent families might 

ro ide 2lua le i sigh in o he i flu nc o i come l e v e l . 

inally , ul i ~le rol s of p r n ing and worki g may 

increa c e so al s ress , i- income leve l and family size 

al s o x r ing in uence . Id n _j [icc tio . of s r ss fac ors 

couns ~ 1 ors in rof .ssional planning 
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in areas vital to single parents. 

Gr e ater dep th of r e s e arch may f urther ide ntify critical 

fa c t o rs influe ncing mate r nal chi l dreari ng a t t itude s. With 

incr e asing i ncide nce o f s i ngl e p a r enthood, con cern is 

e xpressed b y b oth p a r en ts a nd pro fes s ionals as to how soci ­

eta l change in fa mily struc t ur e may influe n c e the mature 

ad justment of child r e n . S ingl e par e nts i n p a rticu l a r need 

reassurance that the i r marita l s ta us is not the s ol e fa c tor 

deter mining the degree of s uccess and satisfact i on t h ey 

experi e nce in the r earing of their c hi ldre n. 
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APPENDIX A: INITIAL CONTACT LETTER 

Dear 

Thi s le t e r is to r e que s t your participation in a study 
of mothers' attitudes toward childrearing which is being 
conducted by Ca rol Voi g t e l of Nacogdoches. She is a grad ­
uate student in Chi l d Development at Texas Woman's Univer­
sity , Denton , Texas , and t h e results of the s tudy will be 
used to complete the requirements for her doctorate . I a m 
helping Mrs. Voigtel to id e ntify and contact mothe rs who 
are eligible for her study . She will b e contac ting you by 
telephone wi hin the next few days to e xpl a in the study and 
to ask tha you participate by fi lling out an anonymous 
questionnaire about your att i tudes towa rd o hildrea ring. 

You r help in this proj e ct will be great ly appreciated. 

Yours tru ly , 

Center Di r ector 

Gradu ate Student 
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APPENDIX B: INFORMED CONSENT FORM 

PARENTING OF YOUNG CHILDREN 

Thank you for your participation in this study of 
"Parenting of Young Children . " I am Carol Voigte l, Di rector 
of the Pa r ent Educat ion Center in Nacogdoches , and I am com­
pleting my dissertation in Child Dev el opme nt at Texas Woman ' s 
University , De t on, Texas . This res e arch is expec t ed to aid 
counse lors and oth e r pro fe ssionals who are in a position to 
help women ad just to the pr e ssures and demands of r earj_ng 
children i n o ur mo dern s ociety . 

You will need t o complete the e nclosed que s tionnaire 
wi hout consult i ng with a nyon e e ls e , and you will need to 
sign your name below . This sheet (with your s igna ture) is a 
necessary r esearch proc dure at the Univers ity . Howe v e r, it 
will e r _mov ed i .med iately f rom your e nve lope so that all 
informa tion wi ll be o~puted anon ymously. I am also require d 
to t e ll you that no medica l service o r compen sat ion i s pro ­
vi d d . y tl e University as a r esult o f in j ury from p ar tici-­
p a ion . Of course , this research o nly involves completing 
a questionnaire , but this stat me nt cov ers a ll types of 
Uni ' e rsjty r esearch . 

YOU ARE I 1PORTA T TO THIS STUDY. Please complete your 
ques ionnaire today and r e turn it by mail in the e nve lope 
that is pro id ed . If you have any ques ions , pl ease c a ll me 
at 564-418 8 or 569-79 13 . 

Sincerely your s , 

Carol Voig~el , Doctora l Candidate 

I aD v ~l n :eeri ng o participa 
! i r , o: ...' ·:::.' u n g C h i 1 d r c n . " n of f 

<J ll c•f . t • questions r qor _ ing the 
_ • c I <l y c -r.1 i a e y par . i c i pa 

•_i, 1C . Th2 r.Jn l · )ene 
rortrjLu ing o e ~ d 

ud ~- . 

in 
has 
dy , 

· e a 

his s udy of "Par­
been made o answer 
a d I unders and 
t . s udy a an y 

· isfac ion for 
a of par n a ti-

Da 
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PARENTING OF YOUNG CHILDREN 

Do not place your name at any place on the questionnaire, as 
all information will be anonymous. 

Number of children: 

Ages of children: 

Your marital status: married 

Your age : years 

Yea rs of school compl e t e d: 
Exampl e : high school diploma = 12 yrs. 
60 semester hours o f coll e g e = 14 yrs. 

Degrees , if any: 

single 

Di rections : Th i s survey is concer n e d with p a r e nts• attitudes 
toward childre a r ing . Your t ask i s t o choose ONE of the pair 
(A o r B) tha t MOST rep resent s you r a ttitude and place a cir­
cle aro und th e let t er (A or B) that prec eeds tha t s tat eme nt. 
Exa mp l e : (A.) Parents s hou l d .l ike the i r c hildren . 

B. Pa r e n t s f r equ e nt ly f i nd c h i l d r en a burd e n. 
o t e hat in sorne cases it wi l l s e _m that b o t h r e pr esen t the 

way you fe e l , while o n o ther occ a sions , neither r e presen t s 
your point of vi e w. In both ca se s , howe v e r , you are to 
c h oo se he on e that OST NEARLY r e pre s e nts y o u r p oint of 
v i ew . As this i s sometimes difficul t to do , the bes t wa y to 
p r oceed is to pu down your first r e a c ti on. Pl ease pi c k on e 
f r o each o f h e pair s . 

1 . A . Par n ts know wh a t is good for their c h ildren. 

3 . 

B . goo d l e athe r s tr a p ma kes childre n respe c t p arents . 

A . Pa~en s s oul d g i v e some expl ana ion s f o r r u l es a nd 
r esLr i ctio s. 

B . 

Chj drcn s ho uld never be a lowed to br e ak a rul e 
v i ou eing punished . 

Pa e n s do m ch for t ir c hldre n vii h 0 hanks 
r eLu n . 
Children sho·ld have asks hat h e y do ·.vi tho u 
beir.g reminded . 

in 



56 

4. A. Parents should sacrifice everything for their chil­
dren. 

B. Children should obey their parents. 

5. A. Children should follow the rules their parents put 
down. 

B. Children should not interfere with their parents' 
night out. 

6. A . Parents should watch their children all the time to 
keep them from getting hurt . 

B. Children who always obey grow up to be the best 
adults .. 

7. A. Children should never be allowed to talk back to 
their parents . 

8 . 

9. 

10 . 

11 . 

12 . 

1 3 . 

1 4 . 

., C" 
..... J • 

B . Parents shou ld accompany their chi ldren to the 
places the": want to go. 

A. 
B . 

A . 

B . 

A . 
B . 

A . 
B . 

A . 

B . 

f • 

B . 

B . 

B . 

Children should learn to keep their place. 
Children should be required to consult the ir parents 
before making any important decisions . 

Quiet , well behaved children will develop into the 
best type of grown-up. 
Parents should pick up t heir child's toys if he 
doesn't want to do it himself. 

Parents should do things for their children. 
A child's life should be as pleasant as possible. 

Watching t .elevision keeps children out of the way . 
Childr en should never be allowed to talk back to 
the ir pare nts . 

Personal untidi ness is a revolt against aut.horit.y so 
par ents should take the matter in hand . 
A good child always asks permis s ion before he does 
aryt ing so he doesn't get into trouble . 

o rne imes children make a paren so mad they see red . 
Parents should do things for their c hildren . 

Children should be taught o follow the rules of th~ 
ga e . 

child's life should e cs pJeasan as possible . 

Pore 
a y 

s shou d ca~er 

aren1:s :onder i 
o hei ct.ildren's appe itec . 
parent hoo is wor hwhil . 



57 

16. A. A child's life should be as pleasant as possible. 

17. 

18. 

19. 

20. 

21. 

22 . 

23 . 

24 . 

25 . 

26 . 

B. Sometimes children make their parents so mad they 
see red. 

A. 

B. 

A. 

B. 

A. 

B. 

A. 
B. 

A . 

B. 

A . 

B. 

A . 

B. 

A . 

B . 

B . 

A . 

Children should not tell anyone their problems 
except their parents. 
Children should play wherever they feel like in the 
house. 

A good form of discipline is to deprive a child of 
the things that he really wants. 
Children should do what they are told without arguing. 

Children should be taken to and from school to nlake 
sure there are no accidents. 
Children who always obey grow up to be the best 
adults. 

Many parents wonder if parenthood is worthwhile. 
Children should be requir e d to consult their par­
ents before making any decisions. 

If a child doesn't like a pa r ticular food, he should 
be made to eat it. 
Children should have lots of gifts and toy s . 

Children should play wherever they feel like in the 
house . 
Good childre n are generally those who kee p out of 
the ir pare nts ' way. 

Children n e v e r volunteer to do anything around the 
house . 
Pa r ents s hould pick up their child's toys if he 
doesn't want to do it hims e l f . 

Good children are general ly those who keep out of 
their parents ' way . 
Children s hould not be a l lowed to play in the living 

oom . 

odern children talk ack o t heir par e nt s teo much . 
Children should be r equired o consul t their parc~ts 
before making any decisions . 

Paren -s should make i heir business o know every­
hing hei childre are hinking . 

c ildren ne 7er volun eer ~o do ~ny ·ork around h e 
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27. A. Children should come immediately when their parents 
call. 

28. 

29. 

30. 

31 . 

32 . 

33 . 

3 4 . 

35 . 

36 . 

3 7 . 

38 . 

B. Parents should give surprise parties for their chil­
dren. 

A. 
B. 

A. 

B. 

A. 
B. 

A . 
B. 

A. 
B. 

A . 
B. 

A . 

B. 

B. 

A. 
B. 

A. 

B. 

P . • 

B. 

Good parents overlook their children's shortcomings. 
Watching television keeps children out of the way. 

Parents should watch their children all the time to 
keep them from getting hurt. 
A child should never be forced to do anything he 
doesn't want to do. 

Television keeps childre n out of the way. 
The most important thing to teach children is dis­
cipline . 

Children s~ould dowhat they are told without arguing. 
Parents know how muc h a child needs to eat to stay 
healthy. 

Television keeps children out of the way. 
A child needs someone to make judgments for him. 

Mod e rn children talk back to their parents too much. 
Parents should amuse their children if no pl aymates 
are around to amuse them. 

Good children are generally those who keep out of 
their parents' way . 
Paren s should pick up their child's toys if he 
doesn 1 t want to do it himself . 

Pare ts should see to it that thei r children do not 
learn bad habits from others. 
Good parents lavish their children with warmth and 
affection . 

Parents shouldn ' t let thei r children tie them down . 
odern children talk back to their parents too much. 

Children who des roy any property should be severel y 
pu ishe . 
Children canno make judgments very wel l for them-
selves . 

ost paren s a re relieved when their children finally 
go o slee . 
Pa _s shoul hide dangerous o j ec ·- S from their 
children . 
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39. A. Children should not be allowed to play in the living 
room. 

B. Children should play wherever they feel like in the 
house. 

40. A. 

B. 

41. A. 

B. 

42 . A. 
B. 

43. A . 
B. 

44. A . 
B. 

45 . A . 
B . 

46 . A . 
B . 

47 . A . 

B . 

4 8 . A . 

B . 

4 9 . A . 
B. 

50 . 

Parents should give surprise parties for their chil-
dren. 
Most parents are relieved when their children finally 
go to sleep. 

Children should be taken to and from school to make 
sure there are no accidents. 
Parents should clean up after their children. 

Children are bes t when they are asleep. 
Personal unt id i ness is a revol t against authority so 
parents should ~ake the matter in hand. 

The earlier the child is toilet traine d the beti:er. 
A child needs someo ne to make judgments for him. 

Watching t elevision keeps childre n out o f the way. 
Parents should accompany the ir childre n to the 
places they go. 

The earlier the chi ld is toilet trained the bet ter. 
Good par e nts ov e rlook thei r children's shortcoming s . 

Pare nts should cl e an up after t~eir chi.ldren . 
Chi l dr e n need t heir natural meanness taken out of 
the m. 

Par e n t s should give surprise parti e s for their 
child r en . 
Pare nt s s hould hide dangerous o bj e cts fro~ thei r 
child r e n . 

Mo s t parents ar e r e li e v ed whe n the ir childre n 
fi nally g o to sleep . 
Childre n sho u l d c o me imme diat e l y wh en the ir par e n ts 
c a ll . 

ChiJ d r e n 1ho li e s ould al~ays b e span Y. e d . 
Chi ld en shou ld be r e quired to c onsul t the ir p a r 2 n s 
b e f o r e ma k ing a n y d ecis ions . 

Some~imes children j us seem mean . 
Parens should see o it tha l eir ctildre . do no 
l ea n bad abi s crom others . 



51. A. 
B. 

52. A. 

B. 

53. A. 

B. 

54. A. 
B. 

55. A. 

B. 

56. A. 

B. 

57. A. 

B. 

58 . A . 
B. 

59. A . 

B . 

60 . A . 

B. 

61 . 

B . 

60 

Punishment should be fair and fit the crime. 
Parents should feel great love for their children. 

Parents should buy the best things for their chil­
dren. 
Children are best when they are asleep. 

Children should be required to consult their parents 
before making any decisions. 
Parents should cater to their children's appetites. 

Parents should have time for cutside activities. 
Punishment should be fair and fit the crime. 

Children should not be allowed to play in the living 
room. 
Children should not tell anyone their prob lems 
except their parents~ 

It seems that children get great pleasure out of 
disobeying their elders . 
Parent s should watch their children all the time to 
keep them from getting hurt. 

Personal untidines s is a revolt against authority so 
parents should tak e the· ma tter in hand. 
Pare nt s should buy the best things for their chil­
dren. 

Children should learn to keep their place. 
Good p arents overlook the i r children's shortcomings. 

Parents s hou ld accomp2.ny their chldren to the places 
they ant to go . 
Good parents overlook their children's shortcomings . 

Children d o many t hing s jus t to torment their p ar­
ents . 
Par nt s should ·nsist that e v e ry one of t hei r c om­
mands be obeyed . 

Children should come immediately wh n the ir par nts 
call . 
Par _n s shou d hide dangerous o b j ects from their 
children . 

62 . h . Children do nany hings jus o tor en a par e~t . 

Children shoul be pro ec ed f~om upset~ing experi ­
c_s . 



63. A. 
B. 

64. A. 

B. 

65 . A. 

B. 

6 6. A . 
B. 

67 . A . 

B. 

68 . A . 

B. 

60 :;I • A . 

B . 

70 . Jl • • 

B. 

71 . A . 
B. 

72 . A . 
E . 

73 . A . 

B . 

61 

Children who lie should always be spanked. 
Parents should cater to their children•s appetites. 

A child should never be forced to do anything he 
does not want to do. 
It seems that children get great pleasure out of 
disobeying their elders. 

Parents should keep a night light on for their chil­
dren. 
Parents live again in their children. 

Sometimes child r en make parents so mad they see red. 
Children should be taught to follow the rules of the 
game. 

Parents should insist that eve ry one of their com­
mands be o be y ed . 
Childre n should be protected from upsetting experi­
ences. 

Good children are generally those who keep out of 
their p a r ents• way . 
Children should not t el l anyone their problems 
except their par e nts. 

Children who destroy prop e rty should be severely 
puni s r!ed . 
Childr e n•s meals s houl d always be r eady for them 
when they come home from play or school. 

Parents should frequently surprise their children 
with gifts . 
A good form of discipline is to deprive children of 
things that they really want . 

C ild r en should depend on their parents . 
Parents should amuse thei r children if no playmates 
are a ound to amuse them . 

~any parents wonder if p aren thood is wort hwhil e . 
Children who lie s ould a lways be s panked . 

Quie , ell e have d children will develop i~to the 
bes ype of grownu . 
Childr e neve r v o l un e e r to do any ~lng around he 
house . 
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74. A. Children need their natural meanness taken out of 
them. 

B. Children should be taken to and from school to be 
sure that there are no accidents. 

75. A. 

B. 

76. A. 

B .. 

77. A. 

B. 

78. A. 
B. 

79. A. 
B. 

80. A. 
B. 

81. A. 
B. 

8 2. A. 
B. 

83 . A . 
B. 

84 . A. 

B. 

85 . l . 

Children should never be allowed to talk back to 
their parents. 
Good parents overlook their children's shortcomings. 

Parents should give their children all that they can 
afford. 
Television keeps children out of the way. 

Children cannot make judgments very well for them­
selves. 
Children's meals should always be ready for them 
when they come home from play or school. 

Sometimes children are inconvenient. 
Children should be reprimanded for breaking things. 

lf children misbehave the y should be punished. 
Parents should see to it that their children do not 
learn bad habits from others. 

Children are often in one ' s way arouno t he house~ 
Children seven years old are too young to soend 
summers away from home. 

Children should d o what they are told without arguing . 
Parents shoul d frequently surprise their children 
y" i t h g i f t s • 

Parents should f e el great love for their children. 
Pa ents should have t .·me for outside activj_ties . 

A c hi ld needs someone to make judgments for hi m. 
Good p arents ove rlook their children's shortc0~ings. 

Parents should m2ke it their busi ness to know e v e ry­
t hing their childre n are thinking . 
Quie , well behaved children wi ll deve l op into the 
best type of grownup . 

cr.ild~en who destroy any property should be severe ly 
pu ished . 

good child always asks permission befor e he do_s 
anything s o t a he does no ge in ~o trc~bl e . 



86. A. 

B. 

87. A. 

B. 

88 . A. 

B. 

89 . A. 

B. 

90 . A. 
B. 

91 . A . 

B. 

92 . A . 
B. 

93 . A . 

B. 

94 . A . 

B . 

95 . A . 

B. 

63 

A good form of discipline is to deprive a child of 
things that he really wants. 
Parents know how much a child needs to eat to stay 
healthy. 

The most important thing to teach a child is dis­
cipline. 
Pare n ts should give their children all that they can 
afford. 

Parents should amuse their children if no playmates 
are around to amuse them. 
Parents shouldn't let children tie them down. 

Parents know how much a child needs to eat to stay 
healthy. 
Pare nts should freque ntly surprise their children 
with gifts. 

Sometimes children just seem mean. 
If children misbehave they should be pun i shed. 

Children should be taught to follow the rul es of 
the game . 
Parents should do t hing s f or their children~ 

Parents shouldn't let their children tie them down. 
Chi l dren should depend on their parentsR 

Children who always obey grow up to be the best 
adults . 
Parents should cl ean up after t heir children. 

Children's meals should always be ready for t h em 
when ttey come home from play or school. 
Children do many things just to t orment a parent. 

A good child always asks permission before he does 
anythi ng , so that he doesn't get into rouble ~ 

Parents sl1ould buy the best things for their chil­
dren . 



APPENDIX D 

MEAN SCORES FOR SINGLE VARIABLES OF DISCIPLINE, 

INDULGENCE, PROTECTION , .A.ND REJECTION 

AND CELL AND MARGINAL MEANS 
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Table 7 

Mean Scores for Single Variables of Discipline, 

Indulgence, Protection, a~d Rejection 

D I p 

Marital Status 

Single 22 .. 1 23.8 27.8 

Married 23.2 21 .. 7 27.1 

Educational Le vel 

l2 years or less 23.1 22.7 27.0 

More than 12 years 22.5 22.7 27.6 

Fa r:1 i l y S i ze 

One ch i l d 23.4 22.6 27.5 

Mor e than o ne child 21.8 22.8 27.3 

R 

16.0 

17.8 

16.6 

17.1 

lf>.4 

17.5 
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Table 8 

Cell and Marginal Means 

Discipline 

c1 

mean = 22.7 
N = 11 

mean = 24.2 
N = 22 

A1B1 

mean = 21.9 
N = 16 

Indulgence 

A1. 

C2. 

mean = 20.2 
N = 5 

mean = 18.0 
N = 11 

A1B2 

mean = 22.2 
N = 33 

A1 

cl 

mean = 22 .1 
~ = 11 

me an = 23 . 8 
N = 22 

A1B1 

mean= 23 . 1 
= 16 

C2 

mean = 25 . 4 
N = 5 

mean = 24 .7 
N = 11 

AlB2 

mean= 24 . 1 
= 33 

C1. 

mean = 23.4 
N = 5 

mean = 22.8 
N = 16 

A2B1 

mean = 24.8 
N = 11 

A2. 

A2 

c1 

mean = 22 .4 
N = 5 

mean = 21.6 
N = 16 

A2Bl 

mean - 22 .2 
N = 11 

I 
I 
I 

I 
c2 

26.01 mean = 
N = 6 

~ mean = 22.81 
N = 25 

A2B2 

mean = 22.8 
N = 41 

I 
-1 

c2 _j 
mea n = 22.0 
N = 6 

mea n = 21.6 
N - 25 _j 
A2B2 

mean= 2106 
N = 41 



Protection 

c1 

mean = 25 .. 4 
N = 11 

mean = 28.7 
N = 22 

A1B1 

mean = 26.9 
N = 16 

Rejection 

c1 

mean = 19.7 
N = 11 

mean - 13.2 
N = 22 

A1B1 

mean= 1?.3 
N = 16 
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Table 8 (continued) 

A1 

c2 

mean = 30.2 
N = 5 

mean = 27.1 
N = 11 

A1B2 

mean ' = 28.2 
N = 33 

A1 

c2 

mean -- 11.8 
N ··- 5 

mean = 19.9 
N = 11 

AJB2 

mean = 1 5 .5 
N = 33 

C1 . 

mean = 26.8 
N = 5 

mean = 27.7 
N = 16 

A2Bl 

mean -- 27.2 
N = 11 

c1 

mean = 17.4 
N = 5 

mean = 18.3 
N = 16 

A2B1 

mean= 15.6 
N ::: 11 

A2 

A2 

c2 --l 
mean = 27.5 
N -- 6 ____ ___:_ 

tnean = 26.7 
N - · 25 

mEan= 27~1 
N == 41 

c2 

mean = 14o 
N = 6 

-
mean = 18. 
N = 25 

A2B2 

mean = 18.4 
N = 41 

j 

I 
I 
I 
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