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CHAPTER 1 

INTRODUCTION 

The theoretical and research literature in the area of 

parent -child relations and especially child-rearing has 

increased rapidly over the past few years. The importance 

of understanding child-rearing practices of the early years 

has been emphasized by authorities. Many authorities also 

support the view that the need for better child-rearing 

is increasing . The attempt at good child-rearing practices 

during the early years is becoming more prevalent (Ashley, 

1972) . 

The present study was designed to learn more about 

child- rearing practices in two different cultures, namely 

Ameri can and Indian. The study inve s ti gated possible 

differences or similarities in child-rearing practices 

between the two cultures. The major emphasis was given to 

toilet training , discipl ine and i nde pendence. 

The parent ' s involvement in child-rearing i s very 

important . Pe rsonal involvement and taking intere st in 

children would help parent s in better child- rearing 

(Sears , 1957) . 

One of the important aspects of child-re aring during the 

early years is toilet trainin g . Toilet tra ining requires the 

1 
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control of bowel and urinary systems (Sears, Maccoby, a nd 

Levin , 1957). In the early weeks the child wets and ha s 

b owe l movements at any time , depending on food intake . 

This sati sfi e s the child's needs, but the next step involve s 

some learn i ng . The child should gain control ove r hi s 

sphinct ers . Th e child should also signal the mother to take 

precautions . To i l et training can be considered complet e when 

the child has learne d to inhibit e limination at will, over 

fairly long per i o d s of time (Sears , Maccoby, and Levin, 1957) . 

There is a d is cre pancy i n the literature as to whe n 

toilet training should s t a rt. Some a uthor s r ecommen d that 

it should not be start ed b e fore the child is two years old 

(Brazel ton , 1969) . Others maint a i n tha t there i s n o c orre­

lation betwe en the age and toi l et training (Lo vi b ond , 1964, 

Klackenb urg, 1955 , Maccoby , Le vin , and Sears , 1957). 

uccessful toilet training requires the physical maturation 

of the child ' s cont rol of sphincter activity. There is 

marked individual variation in thi s development process . 

esell and his coworkers in 1928 pointed out t hat some two 

y ar olds are often trainable and can withhold and postpone 

h ir sphincter activity . By the age of four , b owe l 

function becomes a pri vat e affair when the child starts to 

clo<·e the toilet oor . During the process of toilet t rain ing 

the child become increasingly interested in the s ize , h ape , 

color and consi tency of stools. 
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In the beginning the process of bowel movement can be 

anxiety-provoking; and may be frightening to a ·child who 

v iews it as a loss of part of his body. The parent's 

resp onses may be viewed as positive or negative reinforce­

ment, whic h may encourage or discourage the child. Psycho­

l ogically, the process seems to be viewed by the child as a 

way of gaining control over parents (Vasavada, 1980). 

Dis cipline is a part of child-rearing practice. Bal ­

ance d d isc ip lin e is an essential aspect of good child-rearing 

pra ctic e (Baruc h , 1950). Discipline is a process whereby 

certain rela t i on s hip s and associations are established. It 

is a way of behav i n g , which leads to certain results. First, 

it must be taugh t and secondly, it should be learned (Madsen 

an d Madsen , 1972) . 

Sometimes discipline tends to mean punishment, but it 

is not so (Rutter , a n d Hersov, 1976). Discipline al s o has 

a pos iti ve aspec t . It was f ound tha t childre n a r e more 

likely to fol low t he guidance of t heir parents, whom t hey 

lo ve , and with whom they iden t ify. Both r e wa rds a nd p un i sh-

e nt tend to be mor e e f fect ive wh en given ear ly and immedi ­

ately after the child ' s acts . This i s t hen seen by the chi l d 

as r e sponse to what t he chi ld has don e (Ho f fman 1960; 

a lte rs , Parker and Cane , 1965) . 

I t is important to keep in mind that the p a rent ' s own 

att itudes t oward dependency influence t heir perception of 
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their child's behavior, so parents are responsible for 

dependent or independent behavior of their children (Sears, 

Maccoby , and Levin, 1957). Nelson (1960) and Maccoby and 

Mas ters (1970) have shown that dependency responses of a 

child can be decreased by punishment and increased by 

re ward . Their s tatement supports the fact that parent-

child contacts and interaction are related to child independ­

en cy or dependency . Sears, Ray and Alpert (1965) compared 

child dependency responses under two conditions. Under the 

condition i n which mother was asked to complete a question­

naire , the child behaved more dependently . Under the condi­

tion in which the mother was paying attention to the child 

who was solving a puzzle , the child was more independent. 

mith (1958) reported a negative correlation between mother 

re warding behaviors (attenti on, affection) and child depend­

ency . He also reported positive correlations between the 

mo t he r ' s punitive behaviors (ignoring and p unish i ng) and 

chil d dependency . Thus parent ' s involvement or ignoring 

behavior with children relates to influences in dependent or 

in ependent child behaviors . 

De finition of Terms 

Att itude: A feeling or emotion for or against some ­

thing , a disposi ion towards overt action (Ashley , 1972) . 
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Child-rearing: The method used to guide children 

tow a r d the most desirable tasks and development in the 

so cial class to which they belong (Ashley, 1972). 

Discipline: The process of teaching children the 

customs a n d taboos of their social world so that t hey can 

find a p lace fo r themselves within the social community 

(Ashley , 1972) . Discipline is measured by items # 1 , 2, 

4 , 6 , 9 , 11, 12 , 1 4, and 18 of the Child Rearing Practi ce s 

Ques tionnai re for the purpo s es of this study. 

Independenc e : F reedom from the influence, g uidanc e , 

or control o f ot hers ; one wh o is s e lf-reliant and no t 

dependen t (Webster ' s Dictionary, 1975). 

Dependence : The s t ate of b e ing unable to exist or 

functio n satisfactorily without the ai d of a nother; one 

who relies on others (The Ameri can Heri t age Dicti onar y of 

the English Language , 19 72) . Dependence i s me asured by 

items # 5, 7 , 10, 13 , and 2 0 of the Child Reari n g Practices 

Questionnaire for the purposes of this st udy . 

Toilet Training : The process of training the child to 

cont rol his bowel movement and ur i nation (Vasavada , 1980). 

1o ilet training is meas ured by it e ms # 3, 8 , 15 , 16, 17 , and 

19 of the Child Rearing Practices Questionnaire for the 

p urposes of this study . 
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Statement of Problem 

The aim of this study is to ascertain if there are any 

major differences between the child-rearing attitudes in 

the apparently diverse societies of Indian and American 

parents. Although the eastern and western societies seem 

to be radically different culturally, the two cultures have 

no t be en studied in relation to child-rearing practices and 

at titude s. 

Th e p urpose of this study is to compare and contrast 

att itudes a nd child-rearing practices of Indian and American 

p arent s. 

The Specific Purposes 

1 . Identify the general attitudes of the Indian and 

Ame ric a n par ents towards independence, toilet training, and 

discip line . 

2 . Identi f y are a s in which attitudes of the groups 

toward child- re ari ng are different and similar. 

3. Provide he lpful information to profe s sionals and 

others who wish to examine cultural differences and 

s imilarities . 
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Hypotheses 

I . There is no significant · difference as measured by the 

Child Re aring Practices Questionnaire between attitude s 

toward child-rearing held by Indian and American parents . 

A. Th ere is no significant difference as measured by 

Ch ild Rearing Practices Questionnaire betwe e n 

a t t i t udes toward toilet training in child-r earing 

held by I n di an and American parents. 

B. There is n o significant difference as mea s ured by 

the Chil d Re aring Practices Que stionnaire between 

attitude s toward independence or de pendence in chi l d­

rearing he l d b y I ndian and American parent s . 

C. The re is no significant difference as me asure d by 

the Child Rearing Prac tices Que s tionnaire be twe en 

attitudes towa rd di s c i p l ine in ch i ld-rearing he l d 

by Indian and Americ a n p are nt s . 

II . There is no s ignifica nt d ifferen ce as measured by the 

Chi ld Rearing Practices Ques tionnaire bet ween att itudes 

toward child-rearing held by Ind ian fat hers and Indian 

mothers and attitudes toward child - rear i ng held by 

American fathers and American mothers . 

A. There is no significant difference as measured by 

the Child Rearing Practice Questionnaire between 

attitudes toward toilet training in child - rearin g 
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held by Indian fathers and Indian mothers and 

attitudes toward toilet training h e ld by American 

fathers and American mothers. 

B . There is no significant differences as measured by 

the Chi ld Rearing Practice Questionnaire between 

attitudes toward independence in child-rearing held 

by Indian fathers and Indian mothers and attitudes 

toward independence held by Americ an fa thers and 

American mothers . 

C. The re is no significant differences as measured by 

the Chil d Rearing Practice Questionnaire between 

attitudes toward discipline in child-re aring held 

by I ndian father s and Indian mothers and attitudes 

toward discipline held by American fathers and 

Ame rican mothers . 

Delimitati ons 

Thi tudy was d e limited to : 

1 . Two geographic areas --Baroda , Gujarat, India and 

orth Te xas , U. S . A. 

2 . ubjec t s wh o were parents of two - to - six - year - old 

children . 

3. Information which wa s collected by experi e nc e d 

ch i ld deve l opment worker s i n India a nd the United 

ta t es . 
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4. English language instrument which was translated 

into the Gujarati dialect. 

Limitations 

Th i s s tudy was limited by the: 

1 . Inabili ty to r andomly select the sample. 

2 . I n a bility to generalize the re s ults b eyond the 

s a mp le surveyed . 

Summary 

The di ffe rences in child-rearing practices are receiving 

more and more at tention in the literature. These differences 

may have s i gnifican t long-range e ffects on the children. 

This study c omp a re d the child-rearing practices in the two 

diffe rent cultures > wit h emphasis on discipline, independence 

a nd to i let t raining . 



CHAPTER 2 

REVIEW OF LITERATURE 

The pare ntal role in child-rearing is paramount. 

Parents are regarded as the child's best instructors, the 

princ i p al persons in forming the child's character in a 

proce ss which is considered to take place largely during 

the f irst fe w years of life (Dave, 1977-78). In a changing 

culture, i de a s as to how to bring up children undergo trans­

format i on thro ug h time. Parents require certain skills 

and knowledge to care for the child. 

All so ciet i es have normative restrictions on inappro­

priate or app r opriat e behavior for both parent and child. 

It can be said that s ome of the norms of the parents and 

child are unive r sal ( Es h leman, 1978). Wide variation occur s 

from society to societ y i n methods of child-rearing. 

According to Brostelmann ( 1 9 76), concern about go od 

moral training was report e d aroun d 19 00 , and l ater di sap ­

eare d from the literature . By t h e 1920 ' s it wa s replace d 

y emphas is upon p rope r health con dit ion a n d st rict disci ­

line . By the 1920 ' s the whole p r ogre s si ve reform movement 

. ad begun o focus on the we ll - be i ng of t h e chil d as essen­

ial to a sound healthy nat ion . 

1 0 
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By the end of the First World War, society started 

paying attention to child hygiene and infant care. I n the 

1800's Emmett Holt, the New York pediatrician, indicated 

that the high rate of infant mortality was a matter of public 

conc e rn. In the 1920's, middle class mothers were taught 

pe diatric care (child-rearing) and in the 1920's and 1930's 

t he well - baby clinics opened across the country. John B. 

Watson started working with children; he was a most signifi­

can t contributor to the field of child-rearing. In the 

earl y 1 900 ' s Gesell started working with children. In 1940, 

wome n ' s ma gazines be came the guiding light of post-war baby 

boom with p ublication of Ben jamin Spock's Common Sense Book 

of Baby and Ch ild Care, 1945. Contributors like Robert Sears 

in 1 942 s t a r te d a child s tudy institution, where he began 

to study materna l b e havior and the child's personality. In 

the 1960 ' s Becke r started stud i es on parent al attitudes 

(Bro telmann , 1976) . 

orne im ortant aspects of r e search s tudies done i n the 

Unit e d tate s d ur ing t he 196 0 ' s to 1970' s about p are nt - child 

relation hi u are summarized by Walter s & tinne tt (1976) . 

. ~ost of the literature of t he p a s t twenty years was conc e rned 

with the mother - ch i ld r elat i onshi p , but the father ' s i mp a c t 

w~~ considered i nifican t . I n c ompari si on s of socioeconomic 

cla s , i t wa found that mi ddl e class p arent s t e nd t o be mor e 



12 

controlling and more supportive of their children than lower 

class parents . Middle class parents are likely to discipline 

their children by using reasons and appeals to guilt; mi ddle 

c lass parents us ed less physical punishment (Walters and 

Sti nnett , 197 6 ). 

The term attachment has been applied more popularly in 

rec ent years to young children, while dependency has tradi ­

t i onally been more o ften applied to older children. The 

yo un g child shows the attachment to a particular person, 

u s ua lly the mother to whom he had visual and auditory con­

tacts . Negative attention-seeking, touching and hold i ng and 

be ing near are some of the dependency variables (Emmerich, 

196 ) . Nelson (1960) and Maccoby and Mas te rs (1970) have 

shown that depende ncy responses can be increased by rewards 

a nd dec reased by punishment . 

Pa r e nt - di r e cted dependency 

Behavi o r a l measures of dependency in two - to - five - year­

o l d c h l dren a re not highly correlated . Studies have shown 

in 196 7 ( Ha tfield , Rau , and Salput ) and in 19 68 (Yarrow , 

am b e ll , and Burt o n) that modest but significant positive 

correlati on e x is ts b e tween parental dependency measures 

an de pe nd e ncy f or pre school boys but not for girls . 

Dependency toward pe e rs a nd adults other than parents 

For oy s , parent a l rejection and low parental warmt h 

o r rel at e p osit vely wit h d e pendency toward peers a nd a dults 
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other t han par ents. I n the study by McCord (1962) in the 

Cambr i dge Somerville Youth Study, lower class boys, nine to 

s e ven teen year s old, were selected as the subjects. The 

r e searcher f oun d that highly dependen t to moderately 

de pendent boys we re found to have a higher proportion of 

r e jectin g par en t s . 

To i le t t r ain i ng 

He l ping t rain a child to control his bowel movement 

an d urination c a n be termed as toilet training. Toilet 

train i ng requi r es c on t r ol of bowel and urine movements. The 

ch ild mus t gain t h e voluntar y control over them to hold in 

un til he is ready to p erform the activity. Along with 

vo luntary control the child should learn to signal his 

mothe r . The mother has t o be q uick in the be g inning be c a use 

inh i b ition is not ve r y stron g . When a ch ild i s walkin g , he 

sho u l d l earn to g o to the t oilet by himse l f ( Sears , Macc oby 

and Levin , 1957) . 

To ilet trai n i ng can be considered comp l e t ed when t he 

child can c ontrol h i s sp hin cter muscles fo r fairly long 

p eriods of time . Th e chi ld must l e arn to clean up aft e r u s ing 

the to i le t . The mothe r s ho uld en c ourage the chi l d to de ve lop 

ygienic hab t s . 
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Aneri can Child - rear ing 

Lei-'l c. s te rs ( 1974) , in his s oci ologica l a r;. al~v's__;_s Df 

are r1 t s , l i s t s the char act e r i s t i c s of th e role o f ~~ a:"' e r 1 t s in 

tne Un it e d ~ t~te s . Some · of the major ones are .qs f' oll cV.' f, : 

(1) The role of the p arents in modern Ameri c 2 is 1ot 

we 1 1 de f ined . It is oft en ambiguous and hard 

to pin down . 

(2) Th e role of the parents in America is not 

adequately de limited. 

(3) Parents are not adequately prepare d for the ir 

role as father or mother . 

(4) Amer ican parents are in the unenviable position 

of having complete responsibi lity of their chi l dren . 

(5) Ame rican parents have no traditi on al mode l to 

follow . 

Parents in mode rn Americ a operate in a social conte xt 

o f r apid change and freq uently the results o f child - r earing 

~re neithe r anti cipated nor desired . Jndustrializ 2tion a nd 

·p nizat ion ave brough t about tremendous change in the 

rrG~e rn A er ican family . Bron f en brenne r ( 1961 ) poi~ te d out 

, : st "':-Jere has een a big chan e in parent - ch il r el a t i on -

~> 11 .: · E: t · ' -... e n t e 1 9 2 0 1 s and 19 6 0 1 s . 

In a study of nurse ry school children and t he~r parents , 

· ·~ v 0 r e ( 19 6 5 ) r e c. u e paren t a 1 chi 1 d - rear in g p r a c t i c 2 t o t he 
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oc currence of depe ndency an d autonomy in children's beh a vior. 

~r1e re sults indicated t h at the use of physic al p unishment by 

the mothe r was pos itively associated with dependency in boys 

tut no t in g irls . 

In dian Child- rearing 

In Indian So cie t y the large patriarchal family is the 

~arm . Th e p atriarch ten ds to exercise absolute control 

o ve r hi s wife and children (Deveraj, 1965) . Young children 

in India fee l accepted by a large number of people in the 

fam i ly . Because of industrializat i on in India nuclear 

amilies are increasing in frequency. Indian children are 

undo ubtedly given a c om fortable , satisfying start in life. 

~he father plays an important role in disciplining his 

ch ildren , and sett ing limit s on his children. Improper 

2. avio r on the chil d ' s part may l e ad to physical punish -

r.en t . 

Little systematic toilet training exists in India . 

'.=' rJe ch ild seldom receives punishment for not having learned 

vO cont rol his eliminati ve functions (Vasavada , 1981). 

In a previous study of c hild- rearing practi ces Sears , 

:.~::-:..ccoby and Levi n ( 1957) found that mothers o f five - year ­

o l ds ho -~ ·; e re rated as being in a h igh punis hme n t gro up 

~e~·e d to ~eport thei r childre n a s being more aggressive 

t an id .!othe rs rate d as bei ng in a low punishment g r oup . 
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The research study done in India by Proffenberger, 

Deb u and Chokesy ( 1965) found that punishment as a technique 

of control was correlated with aggression in nursery school 

children . Some times the curiosity of the Indian child may 

not be satisfied , which may lead to aggression or bad 

behavi or. 

As Bhatt ( 1950) says, "We are slower however in 

ac cepting another side of the needs of the child which is 

equa lly fundamental although it may be rather nebulous. It 

is the child ' s need to grow as an individual." 

(Prof fenberger , Debu and Chokesy , 1965, p . 25) . 

Indian parents are quite protective when the child is 

youn . A child may not get adequate opportunity to fulfill 

ri own needs beca use of the protectiveness of his parents 

and o ther adults . The Indian father takes all matters of 

di cip line into his hands . He chooses everything for his 

on , not just toys , but hi s friends , his career, and at the 

e nd , his marriage partner . Thus the authoritarian method 

o f iscipline is prevalent despite the love and affection 

r:i e n . Hus ain (1956) a modern educator in I ndia, l ikewise 

a it that young children in Indian society a r e somewhat 

looke d down upon by the elders as insignificant . 
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Summary 

There h as been limited cross-cultural research in the 

field of child- r eari ng patterns. The present study may 

p rovide knowledge o f child-rearing practices in two different 

cultures and two d i f fere nt countrie s , namely, I ndia and the 

Un it ed States of Ame rica. 



CHAPTER 3 

METHODOLOGY 

Introduction 

The investigator has examined the relationship between 

child-rearing practices in the two cultures of India and the 

Un ited States of America. The investigator developed a 

quest ionnaire to survey the attitudes held by the subjects. 

Sample 

The sample met the following criteria for participating 

in this rese a r ch. Thirty -fi ve Indian and twenty-fi ve American 

coup les with children between ages 2 to 6 responded to the 

quest ionnaire . The twenty-five American couples were from 

the o rth Te xas area and the thirty-five Indian couples were 

r om Gujart , India . The subjects were from middle clas s 

ackground as judged by income and occupation , were married, 

a nd were living in nuclear families . The following demo-

r a phic information was attained from subjects . 

(a) Iumber of children at h ome 

(b) Age of children at home 

( c) Ordinal position of r efe rent child 

(d) Education of each of the pare nts 

( e ) Combined family income 

(f) Occupation of parents 

18 
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Instrument 

Th e i ns t r ument for the data collection was adapted with 

pe rmission from the Child Rearing Practices Questionnaire 

being st andarized by the Institute for Personality and Abilit y 

Te sting . Th i s q uestionnaire was composed of 20 s e l ect ed it ems . 

Itemo number 4 , 9 , 1 9 , 20, and 21 were developed by the 

i nves tigator . 

The original questionnaire includes 148 que s ti on s . I n 

197 1 Di e lman and h is co-workers, and in 1963 Cattell and 

Foste r did the res earch to validate this questionnaire 

ut . lizi ng factor a nalysis techniques (Dielman, Cattell, 

Lee per , and Rhodes , 1971; Cattell and Foster, 1963). A 

pe rsona l data sheet d e ve loped by the i nve s tigator was use d 

to col lect demographi c i nformation. 

The adap ted questionnai r e and personal data sheet we r e 

e veloped first in English and t he n translated i n t o Gujarati 

lan~uage . The Gujarati versions of t he fo rms were given t o 

I ndian parents . The English language ve r s i ons were gi ven to 

A ric an paren t s . 

Proce dure 

f e rican ubjects 

Twent y - five American parent couples who met the crit e ria 

f'or i. elusion in the study were selected . The se lect ed 
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parents had children in attendance at the Texas Woman's 

Un iversity Nursery School. Before collecting data, the 

pe rmission of the nursery school administrator was secured. 

The par e nts were contacted by the Texas Woman's University 

nursery school staff members personally. The staff members 

ga ve a packet to the parent which included .the consent 

lette r , demographic information form, and two English 

language copies of the questionnaire. The staff members 

reviewed the contents of the packet with the parent and 

answe red questions conce rning procedures . The subjects 

s igned the consent form and completed the questionnaire 

ri vat ely . The subjects returned completed questionnaires 

to the nurse ry schoo l staff. Once the packets were collected, 

they were t urned over to the inves tigator. 

ndian Sub jects 

Thirty - five parent couples from Baroda , Gujarat India 

w o met the criteria were selected . Ea ch couple was contacted 

~ )e r onally by a volunteer professional child development 

00rker . The child development worker gave a packet to the 

a rent which included the consent lett er , demographi c 

in ormation form , and two copies of the questionnaire . All 

o curnents were translated into the Gujarat i language. The 

ch ild evelopmen t worker reviewed the contents of the packet 

.J . th the parent and ans wered questions con cerning pro cedures . 
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The subjects s i gned the consen t form a n d complet ed t he 

ques tionnaire pri vate ly . The subj e c ts returne d t he comple t ed 

ques tionnaires to t h e child development worke r. On ce t he 

packets were collec t e d, they were s ent t o the U.S . A. by mail 

to the investigator . 

Analysis 

Dat a was compiled on sub j e ct s y i e l ding summary data 

of : ( 1) numbe r of chi l dre n ; ( 2) ages of chi ldren : 

(3) ordinal position of referen t c hild : and (4) combined 

family income . A listing wa s p r epared of e d uc ation and 

oc cupati on of parent s . 

Frequency data was compi l ed and t h e Ch i-square goodness 

o f fit test was used to compare the ques t ionnaire responses 

of Indian fathers , I ndian mothers , Americ an fathers and 

1m rican mothers to each other . The Chi - square test can be 

u e to determine whether the observed proportion differs 

significantly from a theoretically e xpected proportion. The 

hi - quare stat i tic , (x2) represents the extent t o which the 

JL ~ ed proportions differ f rom the hypothesized or expected 

r~r · o ortion (Hopkins and Glass , 1978) . The Chi - square test 

i~ a ,p ropriate to nominal level data when the distribution is 

u!Jpro ximately normal and the n is l arge . The Chi - square test 

i thi study becaus the inve tigator wi c hed to 
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determine whether four groups differed significantly from 

ea ch othe r on spe cific variables . 

Summary 

Sixty - five couples were se lect e d f or participation in 

the tudy , 35 f rom Baroda, Gujarat , I ndia and 25 fr om Denton , 

e xa , U. S . A. The investigator eval ua ted the attitude toward 

c h i ld - rearing p ractices of parent s of two to six-year-old 

hildren i n the two countries . 



CHAPTER IV 

RESULTS 

The ma jor p urpose of this study was to investigate the 

child - reari ng a ttitudes of middle class and upper middle 

class parent s in Ame rica and India, with special emphasis 

on toilet training , d is c ip line and independence. The 

instrument for t he da t a collection was adapted fr om the 

Child Rearing Prac ti ces Questionnaire standardized by the 

Institute for Personal i ty and Ability Testing. The instru­

me nt was composed of 20 it ems . Five items were develop e d by 

the investigator . The q ues tionnaire s were given to 25 

Ame rican couples and 35 Indi an c ouples. The Chi-square 

analysis was used for the s tudy. 

The analysis of the st udy i s present e d in the followi ng 

order : (1) description of sub ject s , ( 2 ) t abl es of de mo-

gra h · c information , ( 3) res ults and dis cuss i on o f the 

~ ~ est ionnaire findings . 

ubjects 

ubjects were parents of children in two n ursery s chools . 

All of the subjects had at least one child between the ages 

2 to 6 . The subjects were from middle class or higher 

~ · ddle class as judged by income and occ upation . 

23 
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Ame rican s ubj e cts 

Fort y se t s of questionnai res were sent to parents of 

childre n in Te x as Woman's University nursery school . Out 

of 4 0 c o up l es , 26 responded . One set of questionnaires was 

discard ed as un usable . The usable return rate was 63%. 

Indian s ub jects 

The s ub j e cts were parents of children in a nursery 

chool from Gujarat , India . A total of 98 questionnaires 

were ob t a i ned f rom which 70 questionnaires were usable . The 

u a ble retur n ra t e was 71% . The demographic data findings 

we re as shown in Table l through 4. 

Table 1 

Number o f Ch i ldren Per Family in 

Ame rica and India 

One Two Thr ee More Than 
Total 

a te ory 
Child Children Childre n Thre e Child r en 

!\me ric an 3 13 7 2 25 
Families 

Tnd ian 10 24 1 0 35 
1· ~ ilies 

Table 1 rovides the informa ti on regarding c h i l dren per 

·. mily . American parents had a n a verage of 2 . 5 children er 

co u l e . I ndian parent had an avera e of 1 . 2 childr e n per 
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coup l e . The fami ly planning movement has greatly changed 

the attitudes of I ndian middle class about the _number of 

chi ldren a family sho uld have . 

Table 2 exp lains the ordinal position of children in 

I ndian and Ame rican fami lies. Indian parents have responded 

in reference to more older children than American parents. 

Table 2 

Ordinal Position of Children 

in Indi an and American Families 

Oldes t Sec ond Middle Only Youngest 
Category Total 

Child Child Child Child Child 

A e ric an 9 5 7 3 1 25 
? ami lies 

J ndian 13 11 1 10 0 35 
-, milies r-

Combined income of Indian and American parents are 

~.:) .own in Tab l e 3 . eve nty - four pe rcent of I ndian parents 

· n d si xty percent of American parents fall into middle 

c o me cat ego ries . 

Out of 25 American couples none had an income of l ess 

than $15 , 00 0 . A large percentage o f American parents we re 

the hir;h cat e ory of over $40 , 000 . 

~- -------------------· 
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Table 3 

Combi n e d In come of Americ a n 

and I ndi an Famili es Per Ye ar 

I ncome 
Freq ue ncy Percent 

ate gory 

Ame rican parents 

$10 , 000 to $15 , 000 0 0% 

15 , 000 t o $20 , 000 0 O% 

20 , 000 t o $25 , 000 8 32% 

2 5 , 000 to $30 , 000 0 0% 

$30 , 000 to $35 , 000 7 28% 

$35 , 000 to $40 , 000 0 0% 

340 , 000 or over 10 40% 

'":"' o al 25 100% 

ln ian 2aren 

;) -:--
.L • 10 , 000 to Rs . 15 , 000 * 6 17% 

t~ 
1 ' 15 , 000 to Rs . 20 , 000 0 0% 

:-:,,. 20 , 000 to Rs . 25 , 000 19 54% 
-1'""'::> . 

;) .- 25 , 000 to R 30 , 000 0 0% 
l \.._) . 

.' ,_ 30 , 000 to .l._ • Rs . 35 , 000 7 20% 

:· . ) . 35 , 000 to Rs . 40 , 000 0 O% 

1 " ..::> • 40 , 000 or o ver _3_ 9% 

· ~l () al 2 5 100% 

* H::; . desi na t es n an Rupee 
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The ass ump tions of the Chi - square goodness of fit test 

were met ; therefore , the Chi - square test was used to de ter­

mi ne i f the differences between the groups were significant 

at the P<. 05 level . The hypotheses were as follows. 

Hypothe sis one 

There is no significant difference as measured by Child 

Re aring Practices Questionnaire between att i tudes toward 

h ild- rearing held by Indian and American parents . 

Table 4 and 5 provide data concerning Indian fathers 

vers us American fathe rs and Indian mothers versus American 

mo he rs . 
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American and Indi an fathers gave sign ificant ly different 

answers on 12 out of 20 questions. The questions were 1, 2, 

3 , 4 , 5, 10, 11 , 12, 13, 14, 16 and 20. Items number 2, 4, 

10 , 11, 13 and 14 were highly significant at the P(.Ol 

level . 

The moth e rs did not differ as strongly as fathers. 

They showed sign ificant differences on 9 out of 20 questions. 

The questions were 2 , 4, 8. 9 , 10, 13, 14, 16 and 20 . Item 

number 4, 8 , 10 , 13 and 16 were highly significant at the 

P< . Ol level . Hypo thes i s one had three subparts which were 

e xamined independent ly . 

n yp o thesis l ubpart A 

There is no s ignificant difference as measured by the 

lild Rearing Practices Questionnaire between attitudes 

o ards toilet training in child- rearing held by Indian 

an American parents . 

Que tion number 3 , 8, 15 , 16 , 17 and 19 were asked to 

termine toilet training attitudes o f Indian and American 

uar nt . 

To ile raining 

American and Indian fathers diffe red only on two out 

uf ix item . The items three and 16 were significant at th e 

; <· 0 5 leve l . I q estion three th fa th ers differed in 

. e ir vi e ws concerning , what age children could be taught 
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s tandards of neat n ess and cleanliness. In que s tion 16 they 

differe d in the i r ans wers to question s about toilet training . 

The moth e rs differed significantly on 2 out of 6 items . 

Items e i ght a nd 16 we r e s ignificant at the P<.O l l e vel. I n 

q ues tion eight Indian mot hers thought early toile t trainin g 

did no t ha rm children and Ame rican mothers thought it did . 

In que sti on 16 , " An s wering q ue stion re garding toilet t rain­

in " In di an mothe rs were some what l es s op en than Ame ri c a n 

mo thers . 

Th e i n t ens ity o f significan t difference s were much 

·1 i her for toile t t rain i ng t h an f or the area s of di s cipli n e 

a nd independen c e . American pare n t s were aware t h at e a r l y 

o ile t training co uld be har mfu l . They al so s eeme d to b e 

rr ~ o re comfortab l e ans we ring ques t ion s a bo ut toilet train i ng , 

than Indian parents . Both t he g ro ups a gree d t ha t mothers 

pla y a lar er role than fathe rs in toilet train i ng . Bo t h 

o f the groups also agreed c onc erning when t o ile t training 

1o uld be comple t e d ( around age 4 or 5) . The hypothes i s 

~as re "ected on items 3, 18 , and 16 . 

ubpart B 

There i no ignifi cant differen c e as meas ure d by the 

~h il Rearing Practice Que sti onnaire be twee n a ttitudes 

:_n wa rd independence in chi l d - r earin g held by Indian an d 

~me rican are nts . 
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Questions number 5, 7, 10 , 13 and 20 were asked to 

determine attitudes towards independence by Indian and 

Ameri can parents. 

Independence 

American and Indian fat he rs differed on 4 out of 5 items. 

Items number 5 , 10, 13 and 20 were highly significant at the 

P(. Ol level . In question five Indian fathers were more likely 

than American fathers to respond to demands for attention. 

I n question 10 , Ameri can fathers did not think that older 

chi ldren were too independent . In question 13, Indian 

fa thers agre ed that children were by nature dependent: there­

fo re , the real job of parents was to teach them independence. 

In question 20 American fathers agreed that taking respon­

s ibility at an early age was important . Indian fathers saw 

he ir older children as being " too independent" whereas 

. me rican fathers did not . 

Ame rican and Indian mothers differed on 3 out of 5 

items . Items 10 , 13 , and 2 0 were significant ly different. 

n ques tion 10 American mothe rs thought that older children 

e r e n o t o ften too independent , whereas Indian mothers thought 

they were . I n q uestion 13 In dian mothers thought that 

chil dre n we r e by nature dependent ; therefore , the real job 

o f par e nt s was to teach them independence . In question 20 , 

" taking r espons ibility ", Indian mothers were less likely to 
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agree with t h e ques ti on t han were American mothers. 

American parents we r e mo r e likely than I ndian parents 

to disagree on q ue s tion 13. The majority of American 

parents did not bel i eve tha t ch i l dren were dependent b y 

nat ure; Indian parents agr ee d with that s tat e me nt. The 

hypothe sis was rejected on it ems 5, 10, 1 3 , 20 . 

Hypo thesis l Subpart C 

There is no sign ifi can t diffe r e n ce measure d b y the Child 

Re aring Practices Questi onnaire be t wee n attitudes toward 

dis cipline in child- rearing h e ld by I ndian and American 

parents . 

Questions number 1 , 2 , 4 , 6 , 9 , 11 , 1 2 , 14, a nd 18 we re 

as ked to determine attitudes to ward di s cipl i ne by I ndi an 

a nd American parents. 

u · s c i pline 

American fathers differed significantly on 6 out of 

9 i tems . In items 1 , 2 , 4, 11 , 12 , and 14 the difference 

1a s h ighly signifi c ant . I n question one , relating to the 

imp o rtance of children doing things which parents tel l them 

t o do , Indian fathers were likely to be more liberal than 

Ame rican fathers . In question two , concerning who punishes 

:·o ung c hil ren , Indian fathers were more likely to think they 

. a r t i cipated more than their spouses . In question four , 

o nce rni ng who de cides on the rules , American fathers were 
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more likely to play a significant role than were Indian 

fathe rs . In question 11, pertaining to whether young child­

ren responded to punishment, Indian fathers disagreed, 

American fathers agreed . I n question 12 , relating to the 

pra ct ice of giving rewards and praise to children American 

fa thers a greed to a greater extent than Indian fathers. In 

q uest i on 14 , concerning the strictness of rules set up by 

par e nts , Indian fathers disagreed more than American 

f athers . 

American mothers differed significantly from Indian 

mo thers on 4 out of 9 items . Items 2 , 4, 9, and 14 were 

s i gni f icantly diffe rent . In question two, regarding who 

carries out punishment , American mothers thought their 

s ous es did the punishment . In question four , concerning who 

e c i des t h e rule s , Indian mothers thought their spouses 

de cided the rules . In ques tion nine, pertaining to spanking 

au dis ci pline , I ndian mothers seemed to lean more toward 

sp anki ng than Ame rican mothers . In question 14 , regarding 

trict rule - s e tting by parents , American mothers agreed with 

e item . 

Indian parents s eeme d to b e more aware of their 

spo u e ' s role i n rule - making and disciplining than did 

American pa r e nts . Both groups were more interested in 

r ai e t han punishme nt . Both the groups thought that the y 
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handled disciplining the children well. The hypothesis was 

re jected on items 1~ 2, 4, 0~ 11~ and 12 . 

Hypothesis 2 

There is no significant difference as measured by the 

Ch i l d Rearing Practices Que s tionnaire between attitudes 

toward child-re aring held by Indian fathers and Indi an 

mothe r s and a ttitudes toward child-rearing held by American 

f athe rs an d Ame rican mothers . 

I ndi a n fathers differed from Indian mothers on 3 out 

o f 20 items. I tems number 2 , 4 , and 11 were significant . 

me ri can f athers differed from American mothers only on 

one item o ut o f 20 . Item number three was significant at 

<. 0 5 leve l . The hypothesis was rejected in items number 

2 , 3 , 4 , and 11 . 

Table 6 and 7 provi des the information concerning 

In d ian fathers ve r s us Indi an mothers and American fathers 

ve r sus Amer can mo t h e rs . 
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Ey pothes is 2 ubpart A 

The re is no significant difference as measured by the 

~ ild Practices Questionnaire between attitude s toward 

to il e t training in child - rearing held by Indian fathers and 

=r-. di a n mother and att itudes toward toilet training held 

J American fathers and American mothers . 

-:::''J ilet training 

lndian fath e rs an d Indi an mothers seemed to agree on 

~ 1 1 ix quest i on rela t ed to toilet training. Que stions 

i · mber 3, 8 , 15 , 16 , 17 , and 19 were asked to determine the 

~ titudes of toilet training by Indian and American parents. 

Ame rican fathers and American mothers differed only 

a n question three . In question three , regarding at what age 

~~ e children should be taught standards of neatness, mothers 

~no g ht three years wa s appropriate and fathers gave varied 

"r.=. , · o n s e s . The hypo t he s i s was r e j e c ted in it em n urn be r three . 

~Y othesis 2 Subpart B 

There are no significant differences as measured by the 

i ld Rearing Practice Questionnaire between attitudes 

to wa rd independence in child - rearing held by Indian fathers 

an I ndian mothers and attitudes toward independence held 

ty Ame rican fathe r s an d American mothers . 
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Indep endence 

Indian fathers and Indian mothers agreed on all ques­

t ions r elated to independence. Questions number 5 , 7, 10, 

13 , and 20 were asked to determine the attitudes of 

inde pendence by Ind ian and American parents. 

American fathe rs and Ame rican mothers agreed on all 

independence questions . The hypothesis was accepted . 

. y pothes is 2 Subpart C 

There is no significant difference as measured by the 

Child Rearing Practices Ques tionnaire between attitudes 

toward discipline in child-rearing held by Indian fathers 

and Indian mothers and attitudes toward discipline held by 

American fathers and American mothers . 

J is cipline 

I ndian fathers significantly differed from Indian 

.~o thers on 3 out of 20 questions . Questi ons number 1, 2, 4, 

, 9 , 1 1 , 12 , 14 , and 18 were asked to determine attitudes 

uo ward discipline by Indian and American parents. I tems 

n mbe r 2 , 4, and 11 were significantly different . In questions 

wo and four both parents believed that they played a larger 

ro le than their spouses in rule - setting and carrying out pun ­

i shmen t . The parents did not seem to be aware of their spouses' 

ro le in rule - making and carrying out unishment . In question 

1 1 , con cerning whe ther young children respond be tter to 
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punishment than reward, mothers agreed and fathers did not 

agree . 

American fathers and American mothers agreed on all 

questions related to discipline. The hypothesis was 

rejecte d in items 2 , 4 , and 11 . 

Summary 

Child-rearing att itudes of American and Indian parents 

were exami ne d with special emphasis on toilet training, 

indepe ndence an d d i scipline. Thirty-five · Indian parents 

and 25 American parents comple ted the modified child- rearing 

practice questionnaire . ~he results were subjected to Chi­

s quare analysis test . Indian fathers and American fathers 

se emed to differ sharply in their views. The differences 

were qui te remarkable among mothers relating to independence. 

All parents seemed to differ very little in attitudes about 

to i let training in relation to independence and discipline . 



CHAPTER V 

SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS, RECOMMENDATIONS 

Th e purpose of the study was to compare the child­

re aring attitudes of Indian and American parents with special 

emphas is on to ile t-training, independence and discipline. 

Th e investigator also examined the cultural differences in 

ch ild-rearing attitudes of Indian f athe rs, I ndian mothers 

a nd Amer ican fathers , American mothers. 

The sample consisted of 35 Indian couples from Gujarat, 

I ndia and 25 Ameri can couples from North Texas U.S.A . The 

subjects were asked to re sp ond to a Child Rearing Practices 

Quest ionnaire , which was translated into the Gujarati 

language from the original English version. The questionnaire 

wa s composed of 20 items . Five of these items were developed 

by the investigator . 

A professiona l child development worker in India 

col lected and sent Indian data to the investigator. American 

at a was collected from Te xas Woman ' s Unive rsity nursery 

choo l . The nursery school administrator assisted the 

i vestigator in collecting the data . The Chi-square te st 

~as used for analyz ing the data . 

Indian fathers and American fa ther s seemed to differ 

s ignifi cantly on 12 out of 20 items in their vi e ws. I ndian 

~others and American mothers differed on 9 out of 20 items . 

53 
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In areas of independence and discipline mothers did not differ 

as sharply as fathers. 

Conclusions 

There have been very few cross-cultural studies com­

paring child-rearing attitudes. Such studies pose special 

problems for example differences in standard of living and 

po l itical conditions. 

The child- rearing attitudes of higher middle class 

parent s in Ame rica would be expected to be quite different 

from t h os e of higher middle class parents in India, yet the 

respe ctive s ocial status of both the groups was quite similar. 

It i s e vident from the results that the Indian parents 

ha d fewe r childr en than American parents. This is quite 

remarkable a s I ndia is well known for overpopulation. These 

higher mi dd le clas s Indian parents seem to be quite different 

f rom others in t he culture in this regard . One explanation 

.ay be that the family planning campaign and acute awareness 

o co t of child- reari n g has moderated fertility rates. 

As a g r oup American fathers and Indian fathers differed 

ffio re sha r p l y than American mothers and I ndian mothers. It 

a y be that in a pat riarcha l s ociety such as India , the 

_athe r ' s role in sha p ing child- rearing attitudes is 

aramount . The r e we r e many topics on which both groups 

w_ re surprisingly agr ee abl e . 
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Indian parents were somewhat unsure about their spouses' 

role in rule making and disciplining children. Both spouses 

thought that they were playing a more active role than the 

othe r parent. American parents seemed more aware than 

Indian parents of their spouses' role in disciplining and 

rule making . Both groups agreed that mothers played a 

larger role than fathers in disciplining their children 

and in rule making. One can speculate that in higher 

middle class families fathers may not be as readily available 

to get involved in this process, or that there may be more 

discrete role definition . 

Dis cipline 

American and Indian fathers differed significantly on 

6 o u t o f 9 items . The items 1 , 2 , 4 , 6 , 9 , 11 , 12 , 14 , 18 , 

ere asked to determine attitudes of discipline. 

Indian fathers did not seem to be as concerned about 

" obedience" (Q .l) as one would expect. In fact they were 

less concerned about obedience than American fathers. These 

findings were interesting as the cultural expectation that 

be ience wo uld be given more importance in eastern 

cultures was not supported . All parents thought that their 

pouses handled disciplining the children well. This was 

s urprising because very often parents argue about disciplin­

ing the children . American fathers tended to agree more 
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readily that young children responded better to punishment 

t h an reason. The phenomenon may be explained on the bases 

of regional vi ews within the American population . If the 

parents were from a large metropolitan area the responses 

migh t be different . Both groups agreed that children 

resp onde d better to praise than punishment. American parents 

tended to lean toward s more strict rules . This finding is in 

con trast to the expectations in relationship to a more tradi­

ti onal society like that of India. While both groups were 

mo re interested in praise than punishment, they seemed to 

have different opinions about the nee d for strict rules. 

In dian society may be more strict and s tructured, but these 

fi ndings did not s upport this belief among these parents . 

hn e xp lanation for this difference is t hat the Indian sample 

ma y no t be representative of the average Indian family. 

_nd i an p arents seemed to be less aware of their spouse' s role 

in ru l e making and disciplining the children than Ameri can 

a ren t s . 

I depe ndence 

Th e difference between Ame rican and Indian parent s were 

.u ite s triking in relation to independence . The father s dis ­

ag reed s i gnificantly on 4 out of 5 items and mothers disagreed 

on 3 o ut of 5 items . The items asked to determine attitudes 

o i nde penden ce were 5 , 7 , 10 , 13, 20 . Indi an fathers saw 
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their children as being "too independent" whereas American 

fa thers did not. 

In reality it seems that children in Western society 

are more independent but the American fathers did not see 

them as "t oo independent" . It may be that the Indian middle 

class is quite different from the traditional norms in 

Indian society . 

Ame rican parents were more likely to disagree on 

uesti on 13 . The majori ty of American parents did not 

bel ieve that children were dependent by nature and the real 

job was to teach them independence . Indian parents over-

he lmingly agreed . American f athers seemed more liberal 

about when children should be taught standards of neatness 

a n d cleanliness . The r emainder .of t he groups agreed to an 

a e of around 3- 4 years . American fathers tended to be les s 

likely to pay attention t o their children's demands when 

e y we re busy . 

To ilet - training 

The American and I ndian parents disagreed only on 2 out 

o f 6 items . Items number 3, 8 , 15 , 16, 17, and 19 were 

as ked to determine attitudes of toilet - training . This rate 

·.-·a much lowe r than in areas of discipline and independence. 

_ e methods of toilet - training are quite different in both 

0 he countries . Indian toilets req uire squatting , which is 
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difficult for a child. In India people do not use toilet 

pape r, they use ablution (using water and hands). Children 

are generally allowed, and some times even encouraged, to go 

o utside the house on open grounds to urinate and to defecate, 

alt hough this practice is rapidly disappearing from the 

mid dle class . Therefore, toilet-training is less likely to 

be a "burning issue". The diapers are almost never leak­

p roof. This makes it harder to toilet train the child. It 

is surp rising that even though there are many differences 

in toilet training in both the countries , responses to many 

items were similar . American parents believed that early 

t oile t - training can be harmful . American parents seemed to 

e more comfortable answering questions regarding toilet 

training than were Indian parents . Significance of these 

. 'fferences was difficult to interpret because surprisingly 

e nough , both groups agreed that they were strict about toilet­

t rain ing. Both the groups agreed that mothers played a 

l ar er role than fathers in toilet-training the child. Both 

g rou_ s agreed as to when toilet-training should be complete 

( aroun d 4 o r 5 years) in spite of differences in actual 

~ raining and belie f s . 

Recommendations 

Any s udy that compares cross cultural attitudes is 

li k e ly to suffer fr om problems related to language 
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diffic ulties, distance and lack of properly standardized and 

te sted scales. However , cross-cultural studies are critical 

to exploration of development issues. 

A study involving a larger sample than this st udy could 

include more classes and di fferen t regions of the different 

countries . It would be interesting to compare the beliefs 

about infants, latency age , or adolescents . This study does 

no t e xplore how parents ' attitudes about male and female 

children differ. A comparison of cross -cultural attitude s 

may serve to pinpoint factors responsible for such major 

phe nomena . Some of these problems could be resolved by 

match ing the living standards and incomes . 

I t would be interesting to compare child-rearing atti ­

tude o f single parents versus dual parents . The age of 

the parents may also affect the child- rearing attitudes. In 

uture s tudies controlled age group samples could be compared . 
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De ar Parent: 

I am requesting you to participate in a study that 
comp ares child rearing at tit udes of American and Indian 
pare nts . Your answers to the questions on the att ached 
fo rm will be compared to parents of children in India. 
Your identity will not be divulged to anyone in any 
.anner and the information gained will help me under­

stand child rearing attitudes o f parents ac ro ss the 
cultures . There are no "normal " or " abnormal" answers 

o these questions . Your parti c ipat ion in this study 
is vol untary and you are · free to withdraw a t any time. 
Altho ugh no known ris ks are involve d in partic ipation 
· n th is study , I am obliged to tell you that no medical 
se rvi ces or compensation is provided a s a result of 
. art icipation in this research by Te xas Woman's Univer­
s ity . I hope you will help me gain this import ant 
i ormation . 

Please sign this c onsent form and return with 
-our completed quest ionnaire. Ple ase call me if I can 
a swe r any ques tions . 

Thank you, 

Be la Vasavada 
2014 Sie rra Dr . 
Lewi s ville, TX 75067 
221- 4859 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

I un de rs tand that the return of my questionnaire 
~on stitutes my info rmed consent to act as a subject in 
~his research . 

I understand that no medical services or compensation 
provided to subjects by the university as a result of 

~- j ry from part icipation in research . 

I understand that I may stop my participation in t his 
~esearch at any time simply by withdrawing and/or not 
~-~ rning the q est ionnaire . 

Signat ure 

Date 
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CHILD-REARING PRACTICES QUESTIONNAIRE * 
Think of your child, aged 2 to 6 years (one child only). 

Re ad each question carefully, then select the answer which 

best expresses what you do or did in your child-rearing 

p racti ce s with your child. If a question concerns an area 

o f child-rearing which you may not have experienced, select 

the answe r which best expresses your feelings concerning 

the question . After selecting your response, find the 

q uesti on number on the answer form and circle the answer 

h ich best e xpresses your response. Use a pencil to mark 

yo ur responses . Thank you for participating. 

1 . How i mportant is it to you that your child(ren) do 

exactly those things that you tell the m to do? 

A. Not all that important 

B . Fairly important 

C. Very important 

D. Extremely important 

E. ? 

Comments __________________________________________________ _ 

* Adapte d by Bela Vasavada , 1980 . 

..... .. 

~-----------------------------------~------------
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2 . In disciplining your child ( ren), which parent carries 

out the puni shment? 

A. I usually do. 

B. I do mostly , but sometimes my spouse. 

C. Spouse mostly , but sometimes I do. 

D. Usually my spouse 

E . ? 

Comments ------------------------------------------------------
j . At what age should children be taught standards of 

neatness and cleanliness as a rule? 

A. 5 years or over 

B. 4 years 

c . 3 years 

D. 2 years o r under 

E . ? 

omments ________________________________________ __ 

I n your home , who decides the rules concerning your 

children? 

A. I usually do 

B. I do mostly , but sometimes my spouse . 

C. Spouse mostly , but somet ime s I do . 

D. Us ually my sp ouse . 

E. ? 

Commen t s ____________________________________________________ _ 
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5 . If your child demands attention while you are busy, 

how do you respond? 

A. Always respond to such demands. 

B . Usually give the attention. 

C. Sometimes respond, but not always. 

D. Respond very little to this behavior. 

E . ? 

Comments ------------------------------------------------------
6 . How well does your spouse handle discipline problems? 

A. Very well 

B . Moderately well 

C. No t too well 

D. Poorly 

E . ? 

Comments ____________________________________________________ __ 

7 . Yo u can harm children by te aching them independence at 

too early an age , (18 months - 3 yreas ). 

A. Strongly disagree 

B. Dis a g r e e 

c. Agree 

D. St r ongly agr ee 

E. ? 

Comments ____________________________________________________ __ 

~-----------------------------------
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8 . You can harm children by teaching them toilet training 

at too early an age, (24 months or under). 

A. Strongly disagree 

B. Disagree 

c. Agr ee 

D. Strongly agree 

E. ? 

Comments ------------------------------------------------------
9 . How often does a young (2-6 year old) child's behavior 

require a spanking? 

A. Neve r 

B. Rarely 

C. Once a month 

D. Once o r twice a week 

E. ? 

Comments ____________________________________________________ __ 

l Oc Older children are often too independent. (over 6 years) 

A. Strongly agree 

B. Agree 

c . Disagree 

D. Strongly disagree 

E. ? 

Comment s ____________________________________________________ __ 
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11 . Young children (18 months to 3 years) respond better t o 

p unishmen t than reason. 

A. Strongly agree 

B. Agree 

c. Dis agree 

D. Strongly disagree 

E. ? 

Comments -----------------------------------------------------
12. Gi ving rewards an d praise to a child for good behavior 

is an e xcel lent practice . 

A. Strongly agree 

B. Dis agree 

c. Agree 

D. Strongly disagree 

E. ? 

Comments __________________________________________________ ___ 

1 3 . Children are by nature very dependent , so the real job 

is teaching them to be independent. 

A. Strongly agree 

B. Agree 

c . Disagree 

D. Strongly disagree 

E. ? 

Comments ___________________________________________________ __ 
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14 . It is very important for a child's development to have 

a strict set of rules set up by the parents. 

A. Strongly agree 

B. Agree 

c. Disagree 

D. Strongly disagree 

E. ? 

Comments -------------------------------------
15 . At what age should children be able to use the bathroom 

for t oi leting without a parent's providing close super-

vision? 

A. 3 years or l ess 

B. 4 years 

c. 5 years 

D. After 5 years 

E. ? 

Comments -----------------------------------------------------
16 . Do you answer your child's questions about his/her 

bowel mo vements or urine? 

A. Never 

B. Often 

c . Usual ly 

D. Always 

E. ? 

Comments 
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17 . Who answers your child's questions about toilet 

training? 

A. I usually do. 

B. I do mostly, but my spouse helps . 

C. My spouse mostly, but I help. 

D. Usually my spouse. 

E. ? 

Comments -----------------------------------------------------
18 . Children learn more easily if they are rewarded. 

A. Strongly agree 

B. Agree 

c . Disagree 

D. Strongly disagree 

E. ? 

Comments -----------------------------------------------------
19 . While toilet training your child , how strict are you? 

A. Very st rict--child was punished for making messes. 

B. Fairly strict --child was scolded only for accidents 

that could have been avoided . 

C. No t strict at all--child traine d self. 

D. ? 

Comments ----------------------------------------------------
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20 . I think it is very important that from an early age 

(3 to 6) child learn to take responsibility for such 

things as cleaning up their toys , brushing teeth , 

taking shower , etc. 

A. Strongly agree 

B. Agree 

C. Disagre e 

D. Strongly disagree --t here is plenty of time to 

learn responsibility later. 

E. ? 

Comments __________________________________________________ _ 
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Personal Data Sheet 

1 . What is your sex? 

Male ------

Female -----

2 . What is the highest level of education you have 

completed? 

Grad e school or less -------

Some high school ________________ _ 

High school -----------------
orne college __________________ __ 

Co llege ____________________ _ 

Some graduate work ___________ _ 

Received graduate degree _______ _ 

3 . What is your occupational title? 

4 . What is t he total income of your family? 

$10 , 000 to $15 , 000 per year 

$15 , 000 to $20 , 000 per year 

$20 , 000 t o $25 , 000 per year 

$25 , 000 to $30 , 000 per year 

$30 , 000 to $35 , 000 per year 

$35 , 000 to $40 , 000 per year 

Ove r $40 , 000 per year 



· 7 3 

5 . How many children do you have at home? 

One Two Three 

? 

6 . What is/are their age(s)? 

2 years old 

3 years old 

4 years old 

5 years old 

Over 5 years old 
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