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This. study imvestiozted ‘the relation of the fether! soevailek
. IR - N _ i i.

the

) T2 -ty his A-"yeér vld son's, pru:lpm—aolvinr 1bllity, e

» B ¢

-

H'

-
\‘
.

3,
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}
e

language aptitude ratio, and bex-pule grienﬁa;ion; The guz jectn o '
/ - ' ’ . ‘ ’ b : .‘ ’ e
c#were 16 high fathey-availahle end 14 lov féther-zvailatle mivdl- - .

" tlece boys sttending nursery sghool, end thn%v‘bibloriC?lA"’rans. T

.
v 4 1
' . - .

. Three- pro“lem snlv‘rg *vﬁtq, the iiathematics TD Ly the Lengun IR

v and 2 v1sual-flgur7] Cuylford‘tpst, and 2 aex-ro]erurjentatiOu ? ff, o R
s RS ] . .. e *
. the It Sczle for Children were adminiStered to .the tonz, The hich -~ . -

o - o . * [

nroup boya perrormod bettcr*thpn the lou group‘boyu.nn the Juilford

. -

- ' . . o -
o : prohlrm—aolvxnv fe;t ard cotrelctlon, 1n the h1n“ '10u¢ metwrcn S
. (SN ' [ .
RN ' M */ - » )
. father 1va11ab111ty anc prob‘nm ’01V1nﬁ vare pozitijve end zi-nifinant

For ll three ' problfm-“o‘vvnf tests, Thﬂre reTe no Si;nifit"f*'“$f~‘ ¢

- Ky h

. : . .. ’
' Fprcncea hetwren "the Croup° for nafhpmatlr tlencuace aptitude rotios 2,
S or for sey-role arientation, | Uex-role'grientation dic not rel:te to d
. . , . R N . . o '

' v . " . - . \ R “,,
pateinal sveilzbility, but it dic ‘relste negetiwcly to molhet evail- 7@
L abiifty,' Cther signifipanflassociatioﬁs were foUpd'Betwéen' the

1 woo. . N : . » . -
5 . . : . R . o . o

child's problem-solving scores and the parantel scotss of neurotibismkg:
y Lol ‘ ~ - L e S
extreversidn, are‘end educatium. -The ¢hild's %roblcm-solvinq 23ility

f ‘ v

elso relzted. sxoniflcantly lo thp mother knowledcp af thp chiﬂd. .
. . -

‘.f. Tha Flplanps-were lnterpretéd aa 1nd1cat1ng that hi~h Father avall- - :h

- | gbility 1q,e55001vtod with the son' problb;-Jalvinw‘ahlllgy, but - - - K -

’ th;t‘ot r factors, papticu}arfy materngl oneé?finfiuqqce ihe chift;s" . i

‘develophant, ! ’ ' )
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father availability. Father absence raf‘ers to the condition whers

2 service, death, d.{vcrce, and job requiraments. Father aveil

N

The Relstion of Father Availsbility té Problem Solving snd

qu-ﬂtﬁé Uriantati{on‘ in ‘the Yduﬁg. Boy : ‘
. The emphasis in westerr cultura bas baan on mothering rather PR
then fatnering, and syatematlc 1nvastigation of - the Falher s tole’

\
o

in chi}d development has been relatively neglacted (Backar and Krug, .
1964;\qualls, 1970) This lndifferenCe has’ prevailed despite 1na

creeaing indlcations that tha f‘ather and mothet have 8 very dif‘f‘erent

-~ v

impact on thelr sons and daughters,.and that their impact varies

1n kind and 1ntenslty Ln diff‘ering circumstancqs thruughout child- Cw . o

\

hood end adolescencs.’ For 1nstance, tha effect the mothﬁas :

upon @ son differs If there is no f‘athar or father-surrogat@ in S

the home (Walters end Stinnett, 1971)

- A
4
“

- The present study exarﬁlnad the relation batweeh.the fa'thei"é

%

availabllity and the son' s sex-role orientation and intellectual

.da;elopment It ’was hypothesued thet the son of the- more avail- '\ L t
oble fathar would have betta,s problem-solving ability and & highar

mathematics lengusge apf.itude ratio than Eha son of the less evall-

sble f‘ather, and that the boy 8 masculine orientation would also ba

uffected by the father's avnilability. ~ .

. o

\ Egther‘Avallabiltty end_ttia Intellectual Development of the Sor

To begin with, 8 distinction is mada betwaan father absence and »

“

the father doas riot liva at home, either permanantly or for long

. periods of time, Common causag of f'ather absence lnclude mil:;y i
llty

w v
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it 45, 95
.

,..

‘.g ?ather'hps o does live ot home most of the time. ,' ST

. B . PN

Biller (1970) reviewed meny father-absence studies which in-

v

e e
=
P

-vestigated, Lntellectual and psychosexual~dbvelopment of thp male

. . -~
"g' T T 'child. He concluded that these stvdlas point to 1ntollectuel and ‘
|3 .

&

) }’ o ' mescullne development deficigs 1n the child whose father. ls absent
. - v
/f?nm the’ home, 2 point of view supported by Dauid Lynn's (1“69)

theories,\which will ba developed 1atar.

While thers is a larger body of fiterature on the effects

'

- ot ‘\~ . on'the scn of‘Father shsence, few studies have been concerned with

"

o

fother’ avéllabllity.x It is ressonsble to suspect that absent and

K3 . -
‘gietant fathers have similer debilitating effects on lntellectual .-
! -

% o, ’ S functioning.and sex=-role development of -the son, and some current
¥ . L

. . ) . .

research tends to suppart this hypotheais.

[

‘Kimtall (1952') studied oery\inteliigent‘adoyesoent boys'wholﬁ;.

\

‘were enrolled in a-residential prepénatory school, comparing

S pCran TR L
-
.

% Iuhderachieving boys with a group of boys randomly selectad from
g ; "1 D "the totq& s'chool populatinn. Sentence-completion tast responses o
, i/? ; o ';revealed that significantly mOre boys in the underechievlng group
;3 ’ appeered to have poor relationships with their fathersm Gruﬂbbaum,
& .
\§ ﬂureitzrpreng}cg and Spegry (1962) found 2 cbnnection b;tween leck of

o

il FoR

- ‘'positive father-son Lnteredf?on 'snd éane}al scademic aphieVement;‘

. In e efudy by Cross- (1966), santence-compleﬁion test responses

indiceted that warm ond occapting fethers who listen to their

g e R ‘~—"ch11dren seem to enhance flexibility snd imaginativeness of
. so.": i .

s thought 1n boysdxn middle childhood. w

-




. Blencherd end Biller (19"1) st;.xdied boys "ot only in.the

"

‘f'athar-absent condition, bthlso in s variety oF fathet-present RN

(rather-availabllity) conditions, They studied four groups of

v, 11 :ubjacé} each, of gradh three boys 1nd1y1”dunlly matd)Qd

f‘or age, SES, and Lntelligance; aarly f‘ather-absent boys (absance .
-

baginning bafore age- 5), lata father-absant‘ boys ‘(ebsence beginning .

‘“after age S) *low f'ather-prasant boys (father present less then
J -
6 houﬂ per week), and high fether-present bqys (fathex: present

’ N ‘.

LY

', more, 'than 2 hours per” dey). L

Examination of clags grades and acudemic achieve{gent test L

results showed that tcé academlc perf’ormance of‘ the high fa‘char-

. 'prasent group wes very suporior to the perf‘oimanca of the other

-thrae gtoups.- Blanchard end Biller eoncludeds "The early fathe;- / '

-~y

‘ absent boys were genarally undarachievers, the late fathet-abhent

" and: low father-prasent boys functionad somewhat beldw grade level.,

and’ the high t‘athar-p:esant group pert‘ormed doosistently above

. grada level..comparad to boys from fem\lins whare the f‘athar is

abaent or relativaly unavailabla, boys f‘rom high father-presant '

,f‘amilies ere most likely to ectuslize their intellactual potent- . \ﬂ '

”m" (1971, p.:sua). SE a . L ‘

It is 1nterest1ng that significant f‘indlngs were found fdr

smount of fath_ar availkebility per se, without regard to the -

quelity of time’ spent in fathdr-child interaction. In en esrlier

study, Biller-(1958) studled the quelity of the fether-son relstion-

s

sﬁ;p.- He found thet quelity of the relationship has more impect

on the boy's ‘psrsonality develnpment‘than ‘quentity of time spent '

PN




* 4
s . .
; <. _ , /
.. : EY 4 . - . - : ! l /
. S tomther, but that oven quantity olone hes significant :lmpact,.
Quontity of f‘other ovailoblfity 18, of course, » convenient '(
. ( .
T ~ vatiable for reSearoh purposes. e Vg
;-,.. 9 N . . t .
S PN : A mories of‘ atupies on off'acts of father availability wes
o N

done by Normo Radin, -In 1969, Redin f‘ound signifiqant correletions
Au_ L, 1 : - . . Lol ' . .
' batween obsarvad nurturant behaviors of” lower-class mothers and/

L . .

tho/l\ﬂ's -1 thetr f‘our-year-old chlldf‘én( except in tho cese of‘

-

;* i e white boys. Radin suggasted that perﬁaps the whito boys were baing,
r P oy '
l . . influEnced primarily t/ their f‘athers, since almost all of thesa /
p \ b_f S boys came From Lntact femilies, - As well, she speculeted that the
. “~. 3

"~ -seme irfluence might be exerted in middle-class femilies,

Radin (197‘3)_there\f‘or'e obsewved 21 lower-class prfd 21 ‘middle-

~. . cless’ f‘athers at home intarabtinig wii‘.h their 4 yesr 1o sons. The

L
P - ' Scale for Children (1956). It wos found that the boys' 1Q's wete . (

' significantly and positlvely correlotad with paternal nurtura‘nco,‘

~

and negatively Corrolatad with paternsl. restric‘tivaﬁ/ss.
% -+ A study by Dyke and Witkin (1965) has indicated that f«ather-

absenca or((ather-diatance also‘yelfes to analytic skilla.' They
. 7 I -
'found that lack of positivo fathet-son lnieraction is associatod

te

‘; ‘ with boys diff‘iculties on tasks involving onalétic thinking. »

It can be’ inferred thet when tha f‘ather is absafot or not
[

sallent, the boy will model’ himsalf aftor his mother in: cognitlve »
* ~ . TN
f style dnd produce 8 globsl rather than an onalytic concaptusl SRS

\ -/

. styla - an 'nfarenco which ¢onforms with Devid Lynn's theoriesg,
- .

Various studios have als:: lndicated thot father absonce seams

to rolote to s porticular pattarn of aptituée test scdras. This ~
- “‘a N
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pettern _di’f“ée_rs from the usuel"male- pettern where methemstic elioi'ea'
e o o N i . n - .’
sre higher than verbeLscores, but {is aimner to the female pattern,

. « with verbal scores highar then mathemetlc scores. (Altus, 1958;
‘a ’ e
" Bing, 1964; Nalsen and meccoby, 1966) Cerlsmith (1964) found this ,

. unusuel pattern in .theJCollege Board! Aptitude Exem resul\ts of 2 e

- e / SRR

ssmple of mj;ddle-clas%boya who had experienced Father absence . s ,’é

o ’ " before the Bge of 5 .becsuse of their fethers' militery servina.
. . ' . - g

In sheoluts terms. however, verbal petfcrmance of father= / y =

1 ]
/ ubsent males did not differ significently from that of fether-

'y h
' present neles in Cerlsmith's study.’ This sugBasts that verbal 5
.l \ - ‘ y
. >

skills wre freely available f‘rom middle-class mothets. Since
"scademic echievement is highly depandent on verbal skills which
mey be obteined through middle-cless mothers, 44lddle-pclaea boys may

neLpart.iculerly suffer acedemic ur“wderachie\\/emeni\‘ es » _re’sdlt of

. ‘ ‘.fa.ther-abelance.' B _ - .

A o _This hypothesis confors with the fiddlngs of Hilgerd, Neusen, = =~ °
- : and Fisk (1960); thay Found that men who lost their fathers during

- ' ) childhood were,. neverthelese highly -suecess ful academical.l\y.\,‘

Notably, ‘these ‘men were very dependent on »;.heir middle~-cless
mothe s cha\(er, a s&dy by Gragory (1965) indicated thet
‘ve.rbe/?ptltude wes higher then mathematit‘.al skill". emong college
nles who lost their fother or mother by divorce,

"

_/ "Further evidence qualifying the many previous f'indings that

P

boys inverisbly suf‘f‘er in acedemic achievement f‘rom fother abeence

or distence wes offered by Saloman, Houlihan, Busse, and Perelius

. (1971). They found no significant correlaéions between paternsl

Cosed bahaviour gnd acadimic echievement‘ for fifth grade boys, 1
oo T u ~ L r. 4

’ N . Va v v .




*
o deve()pmgnt. This assocfation has been fou,nd when’ the fether-eon

--

\’. \4'\: ' ]

i v A\l b T S T . t, "‘f’
a 6. a
’ -
, R ) o . ,
CE e - 4 .
' hd N . ”

Herzog and Sudie (1971) reviewod‘number of studies t at

indicete tha{ although fetherlese children score significantly -

5
, lowet on school ‘achievement tests, group diff‘erences ate more

closely related to race end income then td femily stetus, 83~ ¢
K /. . *

pecielly {n the low income.group. They concluded thet it.is, -
a\"unlikely that fether ehsence in iteelf vould show sxgnificent : -
relation to poorer echool echievemeqt,‘if'celevent\variables

-[inc.luding' t}'pe of father e’bsence, and SES] ‘were edequately con- '

trolled....[end thot] . functioning is determined not only by the
o \“

indivxdual characteristics end interactions of [femilﬂ members,«

but also by the circumstances and environment of the fa/ily ’,

.
: a
Y

C‘ unit" (p.61 -62)
Thet child development iw determined by many Factors and

complex interactions is Self-evident but it s elsq clear thet
A

specific circumstences sqch es father ebsence may 1n(luence the

. child directly or indirectly. It is certain, for 1nstance, thet

o fanily‘income is importent to child developmént; but family ‘incope \‘
-~ -
s of course strongly inf‘uenced Qy father absence, ,More import-

.

ant elmost ell of the studies reviewed by Hewzog and Sudia.

concentrate on lower-cless, Negro femilies and predete the more
recent studies by Radin and by Biller which de acqount for race g

-

L end SES Cu:rent research indicetes that not only fether eb- B
sencs, %?t eleo the emount end kind of the father's: relationehim :

-

a

' with the son efFects the child s ecademic achievement and cognitive
<

" jnvolvement wes meesured in tetms of a poor Father-son relation-

¢ ship es reveslad by 2 projective test (Klmb311'1952), by amount

v A .
EN . oo |
M P .




R i N

NI IR T

L

P R
~ ¢
b .

2, . 4

- ® / ’ . ’ . s

O ' e, T ' Y A 7.

"

e . - . . : et ¢ ! .
G ' ,
1f time spent.at home by the father (Blanchard end Biller, 1971), ¢

<

‘&

" or by amount of ob99rved nurlurant behaviour of the father toward

hig‘kon (Radin, 1972; 197%). .

¢
9

Fether- Availabilit and Sax-RoLe Development of the'Son 5

P

L

Kohlberg (1966) hes suggeste& that the, learning of socially
afined sex-role concepts is tha\primary ingredient df}::x-role

'dovdigpmant. He spsculatad that young father-absent bbxs may

r

» leck certain types of cognitivé expet}nﬂibs Which reterd both
A ,kha%; intallectuol and sex-rols davalopment. |

®
“

There ssems no reason not 'to extend Kohlberg 8. shanulations

conxerning Fether-absant bqu to low father-availablﬁ»boys,

though probably smaller deficits would be axpected in the cese

. “of the son of the distant fother. There is research evidence

suppotting the contention“that 2. warm, a?factionata Fathar-SOn

‘rolationship focilitates the Hoy's ascuITne developmant. for -
. insiancp,'Myswen and Distler 58.) studied: the’ structured doll

pley of kindergardnn Hnys.“Theirhrasults.réyeoled thatubofs wh€>/ f‘

scored high in msschlinity of projective sex-role responses pef-

ceived their father aa‘mora.we:n and nurturant than "did boys
L

‘lith lowﬁ:}sq&}inity qcores. In 1960, Mussen and Distlar found

that fathers of the highly masculina boys~described in. their

|
earlier-articla took care of their sons more often and had more

responsibility for “family child-raering practices than did fathers

‘.of low;z masoulﬂne boys’

' o .
West (1967) reviawed much evidance which ‘Indicated that 1n~

effective fathering coupled with en intense mothen—chi}e relationa\

ahip is particularly likely to result 1n‘a homosexual behaviour
. S ‘ '

. 3 .
R e . s o .



. | C SR
,‘\\Qgttern ln ﬂalee.‘ Biller (1970) eleo potnted out thet varioue
. studies heve concluded thet father-ebeent males uere more likely
than fether-present meles’to become homosexual or to heve dif-

.Piculty in-jpfming lasting beteroeexual ralatlonships. - _ TR

After revlewing the’ relevent litereture, (Lynn, 1974, p.166)

t

_summarized: "A pattern emerges for males; an qeeocietion exists
‘between father*s: nurturence and mesculinity in the boy....the

f - Lo .'Cfather s dominence, hie participetion 1n child cere, end hie /

e p

loving interection with his son...seehs to enhance the son's.

1

mesculinity."

"On the other hend, Lefkowitz (j962)'othIned‘cohtrery..
¢ " -evidencej the third grede bay hién in mesculine preference had b
'more nurturant mother, not fethe§ However, Lefkowitz determined

"nurturence by esking parants {f they worried ebout the child's

Y
feere end his seed for ettention, end whethgr they knew the nemes ;

of the ehlIﬂ‘e friends or the contents of his dreema; queetiens
o uhich might produce s restricted renge of neepanse by the fether.
R “ 4 S
: Aleo,Sears, Reu, end Alpeft (1365), uslng interview measures. did not//frx
Lo = .
‘ find tﬁat the fether's nurturbncetbnd warmth raleted to preschool o

-

boys mesculinlfy. Nor did Redin (1972) find support for the
- hypothesie that sex-role preference 1n the boy releted to peternal

ndrturehce. In generel, the conttadictory findings on the reletiun ' &
3 .

of sex-role ﬁevelopment to fether-involvement have made directione11

'

o hypothesas unteneble ot preeent.

. It 1s elso possible that the rel onship batween the fether

~ * ond mother might be invdlved in male sex-rola deVelopment, end
o ¢ ' b

‘\thie var;eble hee nat been teken into eccount ln peet reseﬁrch.
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rrr—

'ebsence when the boy is ylder. Hetherington (166 r’) ’ studylng

. eistent differences were found. on the°sex-r019'measures when the

_:dies indicatlng the importance of eerly fether-absence. for

‘than did fether-ptesent buye, but that boys who hed beceme father-f

- e [ T

. "9.‘

N . l/ to | w.. | e . /;
. N .

yhn (19746 contands that this relatiunship does influenoe the \ .

\\

son's development: "The . mother&father relationehip gneetly in-

flusnces the child‘e development,...when 8 mothet is ccngenial
‘ |

- with her husband she may subtly enhance her son's masculinlty

\ : , o
(p. 137) ) . S ' o
Critical Ane oo ' ' ‘

e e et e

~ ~

It also appedrs likely thPt fether absence when the boy is

reletxvely young’ affacts sex-role development more, then Fether3

-17 yeer-old Father-absent b0ys, Found that they manxfested

1 . Y
less masculine behaviour than fether-prosent,boys 8ut nec - con- \

K

’

N .
Fether-bvesent boys were compared only with boys who hed become

fether-ebsent aftet the ege of 4, Thls finding agrees with other stu- A - R

»

\
-

1netance,.811;er (1969) found that father-absent 5 yeer-old

Boye had less masculine sex-role orxentations and preferences
i

\
ebsent before the age of 4 had signiticantly less masculine $6X~

s §

role;orientation ;han those,who beceme Feth ,abeent.in their SR

' W . . T

Sth.year, "\, o . . : PR

"o . . . f <

e-age of 2 wera more handicepped in terms of several
Y » rc

dxmensions of personelity devalopment then bOyS who became father-

K ;ﬁimilériiz; Santrock (1970) Found that boys who became Father- " - '

ebeent before

absent st a le;er age' pteschool father-absent boys were sign-:.

ificantly“more Femin;ne, less agressive, and more dependeﬂt. R

A

»




. Biller (1970);summarézad 9v:Jané§~sugga§£1n§'that father
.absancé.befoxa“tho age of 4 ;r‘s h;é a»gatticulaflyip;o}ound_‘
erfect on mesculine. development. He stt;ssed the woék.of(monex

(1965) 28 1nd1£at1ng the first 2-3 yesrs.es Selng crucial to
formetion of ﬁasic s;xdrola orientation.” .In césss.invnlving
‘hermaphroditss, it wes ;ound virtuelly impossibla to changa the
child 3 gender self-concept aftar the sge of 3, |
Such dota indicete the posaibility of » "criticel period"
N in sex-role devalopment, which may be aFFSEted by low father 3 ’ ‘}
-availability a3 well es by fathar sbsence. ' Cognitive function- |

. . lng too mey be more influench by patarnal dahrivatieh'during,

the first fou yesrs of lifu then leter on, In Carismith's‘(1964)

) study, the younger the child when the father left, the greatcr
wes the incresse in relative superlority of verbal to meth- B .
ematics aptituds, snd Biller's (1970) review indicated s similar .
effect on écédémic achiéveﬁént. Harzog and SC'ie (1971) found that,
on tha whola, most studies report that the younger the child at

‘aaparation, the graata: the 1mpact of the Father's abaence.'

pr

Theoretlcal Relation Between Fother Agai;abi;itx, Sexual Identity

“ . nd Cognitiva stelogment
N Lynn's (1969) theory of sex-role identification'provid%s an

explanation of how fathe:,availaﬁility relates to both cognitive . ° -
® ond sex-role’ development. Lynn hxpothesizes thet both boys and

gtrls usually establish their initial identif? stion with the

mothqr. Wheress girls maintain their 1dgnt1ficatipn with the

' mother, boys shm‘ their fdentification to a culturelly defined

==

- mesculine ro e; Lynn discusses the possible difficulties of the

<
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,generglizp to a uide veriety of situations. However,  for the boy.

poorer.' N o ‘

. ;ms and Contr;butione of -this Study

wvailable father would solve problems better and heve a higher

/ - e LN BOX S Chs e O A o 3 s P TN
. :

¢

<7
e

~eescqliﬁe role identification nrocess: ceused by this neéesear} C

}. shift. “The serly learned mother-identification hes primecy .

over loter leerning.' MOreover, the desired eex-role behaviour'
is often defined for the boy through divergent feadback by

informing him when he is not givlng B deaired response. -

* Frequently tms feedback is relnf‘orced with punishment" (p. 64)

Lynn further essumes thet tn lesrning the eppropriata id-

] ¢

entification, esch sex acqulres'different cognitive styles that

sre subEequentQQ applied generslly, ‘fhe-gtrl's cugnitive style‘
primarily‘involves imitation of the mothgr.~i.e., learning a

lesson, In contrest, the,qu's meﬂcuifne-rele identification

41nvolves.eolvlng the'difficult ﬁroblem'bf what is the mele sex-

role, generally through his relationship~w1th the usuelly-abeent
v

father, This problem-solving practice involves restructuring
$ a

1 the field end ebstracting of prlnciplesr L.

If t?e eex-typing problem is not too o'érwhelmlng, that 13,

. the fether is not too distent or abusive, the son:receives suc- '

‘cessfbl practice in problem solving, which results in ecquisltion

of problem-solving skills end ebilities. Such skills pre3umably

~

/

jwith.the very distant father, problemdsolving practica is relatively

dlfFicult and unsuccessful, «Mg problem-solving ability relatively

Coy

4

The hygotheses of ‘this study were thet the boy with e ‘hlghly,

LY

) . . . . . Val .
methematicszlenguege. eptitude then the boy with a low eveileble
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. the dagree of father availapility.

R

¥

\’ : - . -
father, and thet the boy s maaculina arientation would. depend rn
.

To test these hypothases, it wes necassa y to measure the
availability of the father. Blanchard and 8i§§sr (1971) measured j i- i\
fathsr aveilability using a questionnaire asking the mother tb |
indicate the esmount of tima the father spent at Home interacting
with his child, _(where the mother wes unwailabln, the questiononaire'w.
wes filled out ny the'nchdol,nurse) -Obviously, info:mqtion sbout
the father may haye been cnnfnhndad ny 2 wide varigty of maternai '
cognitive, emotional, and personality factors.J’ l

‘Radin (1972) sempled the father-child intareqtion by con= . E

. trolled exnerimente! nbsgrvations rather-than by‘maternal raport,_;
‘arfirsi-hond source of information‘hrobnbly prefereble ta Blanchsrd
‘.pn&.éiller‘s’questionnnire. But Redin's eipetimnntnr\observntions
" also hed ce;tain limitetions, Her deta ware besed on the 'busiest"
thirty-minuta sample of a single 2 hour home visit, which neant that
for each subject an idiosyncratic piece of beheviourxwas‘collecged
‘\iatha} than a random sample. Too, nrtificial conditinns thet )
might well {nflusnce tha bahaviour of the subJacts wers by no means
eliminated (e.qg., the presence of the experimentar, the tepe re~
cordar)

The developmsnt of & suitable questionnaire to supplement
or replace a home visit sppeers worthwhile bscause of smaller
cost and superior practicality, situations where a _home visit
would not be posaible or odviaable, possible questionnaira

b 3

adaptation for use in other 'areas (e.g., for clinical use), and
~

‘the limitations and faults of the home interview itsslf

s
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The Parant-Ouestionnaire wz tharafora develnped and usad in

S

,this study (Appandix R). Rarent iﬁformation concerning the : N\

—.‘-
Aoa s N
e s N e s R

xquantity and quality oF the parent-child 1nﬁasaction was solicitad .

"directly°from‘eacﬁ of tRe child’s parents, end not fiom & second

-~ * 1

%5 - T ar third-hend source. Information wes also'§glicibed;fr6m sdch .
'5’” - ¢ bareht concerning ‘the other, tO*;hec# the accuracy of self=-
Es?i%ateﬂ bbrent-chil%;relationships. 3. . | | ’ L
As pointed out by Herzag and SUdia‘(197T); curiant resesrch. »

| - peeds also daménd the cereful control of SES. Radin t19?2). Cerl-

~

smith.(1964), and Hiiggnd, Newman and Fisk-(1960) all agree that.

social class differences are ihéortaﬁt in the dynamics of in-.

.

E o ."tellactual and sexprola develepmanta T ‘ ‘ S
KR These researchers also agree that the mather is ‘ot p%xme‘

a

importanca in the mele child's intellectual devalopment Howevef, e

P neither Radin nor lanchard and Bxller sought dlrect information

ebout the mother..' It is §uggestad that #Audies o? young chlldren

S U i~‘. o "ought to meesure both mdfhér'énd father characteristics.as

? ' . .:mell 8s the parant-child relationshxp as close as p0331ble to thvir‘.
- . '.séugca. (
It aiSO'appaars reasonable to take lnfg account the emgé&bnal

i ‘ ' stebility of ;gch of the Parente. It would seen that a psycho- ‘ f S

logically healthy ‘mother may well be able to counteract fathsr’

-,

ot 'absence; and consequently, loy father availablllty (Carlsmxbh, ' '

1964), A father-absent study DePedersen (1966) showsd that -
s B

mothers'of disturbed boys had'sigdificéntly more ﬁsychopéthology

(es measured by the MMPI).than mothers of non-disturbed boys.

" The degree of fathdr sbsence wes felated to’ the boys' lsvel of

-

e Y n T aa
Te e SRR G B DA
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o aJJustment only in the case of the q&:tdrbed boys., As for the

- end Lendy,.1968).. . In addition, Santrock, (1970) found that fater-
) . : . L

5. s W

~ e . Nt

x

fether's emotional stability, common Sense slone dicta&as that his

[
adjustment moy confound‘any fether-availability measure.
Another . \research need concerns the possible influence of .
'males and females other than the fathar and mothar llving in the o 3\

home. Biller (1970) has cited studies that indicete that boys ' ,

uith brothers are more masciline thag'boys with sistars, especially

in two-chlld Familias with children closé in oge (Biller, 1968;

- Brim, 1958; Brown, 19565LKoch, 19563 Sutton-Smith, Roberts and

Rosenberg, 1964), 1Thero is slso evidence that, in two-child

‘ 4 ’ C
. féther-ebsent femilies, bpys with brothers hesve & lesser academicj‘

eptitude deficit then boys with sisters (Sutton-Smith, Roserberg, \ -

'

sbsent - boys who oﬁly'had older brothers were signi?icantly more

C mgsculina than father-sbsent boys who oniy had oléqr sisters,

Redin (1972) took fnto eccount some of the possible surrogsts -

-

- male hodels in tha;home,‘bht she did not, seém‘to‘havefconsiderad

the possible influence of mels siblings, Blancherd snd Biller (1971) _

.did not control for surrogate-fethe:xmodels but did match for pre-

_sence or abaenca of msle siblings. Naithar researcher contrelled

for femala sibliqgs. Thasa controls 11 seem ‘advisable so that, in

N

this study, the numbar of malé and famale siblings were taken into-

eccount, and adult male and Famale models in the home were controlled for.
Yot snother research concern relates'to the age of the subjects,
N
es praviously discussad, Tharefora, this study aampled boys aged

-5, sn 8ga range claoss to the possible critical‘ period of

‘psychosexual develoﬁmant . E 2
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The subjects in this study were thirty. -5 year old normal

B male children, their biological mathers, and their biological

.
L L3 RS

. . ‘_Fathers. All children were white& suburban,’ end m1dd18qclaSS

oy

. * 83 detormined by the,Blishe.Scale f aocmecoqomic Gtatus/ (1957)

A

Bk L

Parents vere in clesses 1-3. of ths 7 cla ses ini‘thczscaLe. The

~ ) -
children spoke Engllsh s their first language and all had been

attending nursery school for at least seven months, Children Lo
" in the- Following categories ‘weTe not included in the study°
those. with ﬁgll-scale IQ's below 100, cases With sevare behaviour

3 . or chilW¥ management problems reborted‘both at;homg end at-school; \

L -:. o iddren with diagnosed,learning problems or ﬂicébiliiics or with
F . . . . . . . . . . . .. L T .
v - uncofipenseted visual or hearing problems- and children from )
E . ‘. a ~: b i 4 ,
\ ' families whera a divorce or saparation had occurred. '

- : S N
' ' : : All fathars in the study were currently employed and were L

R the only edult meles livipg in the home. None of thg,mqthers

T ‘'were employed Rutside the home. The mothers were the primery '

I ‘ cthE'E?Tq&ékers.’ None of the perents reported home"probléms,
causing current situational upsat in the child, .

Procédure: Tha barentaﬂﬁestionnairas

ﬂ’ « ' . 4 . N o0
. Letters, including\coq&gnt forms, were sent home with the -
. . L o . ’ C )
chlldren to introduce parentsfzg\\he project and to salicit their
" cooperation (Appendix A). Two identical Parent-Questionnaires
. .:‘and an additional explanatory lBtter were then’ sent to each palr

» i‘.:

of parants who had ggqsented to.&ake part 1n tha study. Darente

Quastionnaires were completed at home, independently by each o




'°~lparant (See Pilot. Study, Appendix B), Where nacassbry, re=-

minders to patents to return the completed questionnairss ware

later sent. ) :
. . . ‘1 * . 'l
Thp Patent-Questionnaire was dasigued to obtain the following

informetion or scoress | , ’,‘ B ," o -

, (1) Each parent's self-estimated time in hours sperit 'in positivp
- N

. o intaraction with the child on weekdays, weakends, and total
R week, and his/her estimation of time spent by the ‘s E use;
{2) E¥ch. parent's knovledge of and concern with the chidd's daily

- . }\“ lifa, his problams, devalopment, and emotional‘aqjustment;

\
(2 ) A ¢core for sech parent-pair to estimate the 1 mother-father
1

telationship in terms or the child. Thls 13 8 measure of

-

) parantal communicetion, commuhality of interest, and tendancy

" %o see things slmilarly concerning Whe child;

- . X

*

L, (4) An estimata of the child's emotional adJustment basad on the
o —_— -
) ' parants' ‘Tes;uNses, ;o e . N )

In eddition, esch questionnaire included en Eysenck Inventory

(Appendix A) which yielded ) Lia Scala, indicat1Ng social desir-

R T DTG A X R
l

( ubility response set, a‘Naurot;gism-Adjustmant Scele, and an Ex-
i . . \ , . 1 :

'% - . treversion-Intreversion Scele,
. o . ." . ' . v . M

" Procedurs with the Child

) . P
. ——— (

: . * Eech child was tested at school on (Appandix‘C)s

o - (1) A short form Wechsler Preschool end PrimarY Scale of Intellfgenca

Sybtests, to control for IQ (WPPSI);

1]

(2) Tests of Basic Experiences: Mathemetics Test, ta test mathe- = A

' . ; ‘matics-orianted~ProbleﬁLsplving sbility (Meth TOBE);

-




'.109- L :

(3) Teals- of Besic Expariences: Langt;age Test, to.test lenguage-'

<

oriented problem-solving sbility, (Lenguage TU?I);

, ,Jhe Methematics and Lar.\guage‘TUBES were slso used.to obtein a mathe-

nestics: language* ratio. >

4
®

© (4) The Cuilford Creativity Tests .for -hildran- ‘Making Ob_jects,

7
to test visual figural proplem-solving ability (Guilf‘ord)a

M s

' (S) The It Scale for Children, ® gandar-orlentation measure (It

) 3

% Scali) 3 o C < i

All tests wem",adﬂinistbfad individually by ean experienced

female examiner with evary effort mede to keep the Gb‘rk? mutivated.

TOStino wes, temporatily diacontinuad whanaver intarest '{%ppeared to

BN

T iy

1 ' ' ' o [
Four WDPSI subtasts ware given to- each child to ot\taln Fujll-

A
Scale_,.\larbal, and Derf‘o\knce IQ estimates, Inf‘ormatioﬁ* Arith-

nN * N~ .
motic, Picture Co:ln}{etion, and Block Design subtests were. c;:;

‘o8 they have the highest corralations among the WPPSI subtest}

with f'ull-scale WPPST IQ-at the age levels testad.
The Math TOBE, containing 28 i: , wes used 88 @ msas.d.re T
of‘ the child's ability to solve pro iavolvin'g numbe'rs and
- ( ' N

apatial concepts. Guilf'ord (1968) cites mathamatics as en example

of problem-solving activity involvipg convergant production.

‘Typical items in the Mathematics TOBE tests basic mathamatical

,concepts, their use, and mat/wematical knowledge basad on customs.

The Lengusge TOBE is similar An size and furmet to ths math-

 emetic TOBE, but it daals with problems ‘concerning basic lenguage

\concapts rether than with mathematicelr problem-solvlng. Languaga

Vg T
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i f - TﬁBE tests vacabularj, sontenge structufe; verh tense, sound- - 4
X ' :q . symbol relatxonshxps and lette~ rec00n1tioh R ! \ 'W
& ) . ot ' o ‘

1 ' Followinc a sugeeathg\z?de Sy ru;lf‘urd (1974), ‘teRing . //{i: '
D ) T J

. Dhjecls' was chasen from among the’ Creativigy Tasts%}orithildrpn . o
. « \ . . L

- | . ‘ . o -

#¢ 8no’ her suitabla meesure of ability to solve non-numericg) ]

3
A )
e A

O S ,
By problemss Gur%fﬁid characteris es the Creativity Tests z& in- . o4
: R ‘A“,,m‘ - L - . . ,
‘ ] * volying divctcéﬁflptodu:tidn.' . . . 1 -8
o : - T .. C v : ' ‘

. Yhen ;eétep‘on tﬁe Guilfofd, the chfid is Sbowh hor to Lee o
. ' B : A‘.}

set of-cerdbozrd two-dimensional ceometric shapes {o mrka-ricture , | .

re

D e
- e B

o

K]
- He then is required te meke &i ifferent picturen, (e.. en ice-
. * . # -

creem cone), The Cuilford-test w?%,de irped fo1 olfer rb11r”(r

so that it was gdanted for y=e vdth preschon) rhilrren ('prendiy L),

\ . )
: . .
N . ’

Syt - P . vy
The 1t Scele wes edainistered & o meesute of the chilr's

. . .8 ot ' - k:
sex-role oriertation; thet iz, hi . sed-coce; 20 & Doy 91 ilr ..ﬁN;//” .
. . ~ N . R L . 1) i
. Ly 4 . . ]
ceptence of-the 'soy' 1:tel (?il‘g , 1"70). Tro ehilg oae mtoes N .

71 ure R
/o . . 5. .

callad 'It‘. He wasAasked to indicete which pigtu::s 'it! would s

. ( .

- >
. by

=ete of eex- lxrkeq‘p1Ctt1es and slso - ce&up‘I' neutrzl

. ﬁrefer; R hi s ah qcafe 1ndlccted hic h male cex*crz nuutlgh. ,
. . 8 , .
‘ ‘ The 10 fanilles were dxvided 06 the sedlon ppl;t 1nto two -~rouz i a
A . A ’
- . s R

2 high Father-father.evéﬁ}a&le group (N =76) andlg ;ow'father-avplleble

.eroup (N=14); Group'plécement OF Ehe family mewﬁers depended 0F thﬁ -
father S self—estlnated number pf Hourq qpent 1nte'acb1nn w1th the

: . child during thp total weck, sinca the p\}ob‘~.udu 1nd*catcd that 1?’
t & - L
T the Fetber~avallahllity maa ure HlFFerentlcted fathprs nere. Uleull/ L7

& .

than did the ‘measure of the rathcr'o know edce 6F his son, o j-‘ C ‘ '“f

14 ihe leot °tudy, the father resfonses p;bduced 2 faTtricteﬂ
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- samples were computed for all r variables.

a :" _ . ©. 19,

-

range of 'don't know' .answers In the main study, no. sxgruflcant

' differences were found betWeen the mother's or faﬂler s self-éstunated

tmear;dthespmsesevaluatlm('l‘ablel) .

The two gmups of chiidren were matched for Full-Scale, Verbal
and Pe&sformance IQ scores, age 'in months, WPPSI ArlthﬂEth Subtest
Scaled Score, sibling mmber and confiquration, nursery school attendanosr‘-.

in months, and enntlmal adjustnent (Table 2). The gmups were also ‘

-

natched for parental Lie, Neuroticism, and Extraversmn scores, age,
educatxq;, mother time, mother and father lmowledce, and father-mther
relationship 500;'es . , o .

N <

‘Statlstlcal Analysxs S _ ) ' -

o

'Ihe hypotheses that the -boy with a hlghly avallable father

would have.better.pmblan-solvmgf ability and a mgneQatrmtms: _

language aptitude ratio than- the, boy w:.th a low available. father were

\ speciflc in the predlcted direction of the glfference ‘between groups.

Therefore, ae—ta:l.led tests of significance appeared | smtable for
them. Q'ne-talled correlatlm co-efficients and t-tests for mdependent
satp]es were a:nputed for Mathematics TOBE, Language TOBE, . the
G.u.lford test, and the Mathemati.cs Ianguage- ratio. A tvn-tailed
Mann-WhJ.tney U-test was carputed for the It Scale as it was felt

\
that t'he It Scale did not neet(h?e t—test assurptlm of mtexval

“ date. ’mo—tan.led t-tests or Mann-mtney U~tests for mdependent .

1

Pearson or Spearman cornelatlons were culated ammg .all

iR

the major child and parent variables for H'ne le sanple, w1thm ;o

the low father—ava:.lable group, and within the f\:Lgh father—

avallable group - o

.
, .
/ o
. - N N .
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P Table 2 * (continued) - ) v
T-Tests and Fenn-Yhitnéy U Tests for the Control Yariebles
. A - 1 : '» N
Yerizhle Low Father- “Range  High Father- Renmge . T-Value
J : fved lahleCroup . rvailenle Croup. e
‘ pean (F=1¢) " Mean (£=10) ‘
','€  Fether Y ~
"~"‘ n . ¢ ° - . ¥ . . ’ . ) . . ] ‘
| ,E Time -gekdeys (hr) .29 w=11 .75 2-17 ~lg TR
' Time fpnkendsv(h:)/ 5,88 4-10 12,70 -, ‘ =17 2y ene £
. % Totel'Time (hr) 11,14 - 5-15. 19, € 13-04 SR
) . ) i - ) - .
Lie dcore 2.00 a3 2,08 c-" .00 !
. teufotician Score 7.79 ., / 72-14 (RN 1216 -.02 .
) Ixtgeversio~ lcore 1047 ' 17 17,7 717 -1.77
. i . , . . . .
/ime.in yezrs LT -3 e y e o227
Cducation in yeare | 1771 - -2 TSR U | 3 B
. . 4 -
“other  C ¢ . A
e Time Jonkd2ys () 11,57 6417 10,7 ~17 Ry
gg ‘ Time Jevekends (hr) = 7,36 . / 1.7 -oe TT e e a5t
- Total Tims (ht 20,97 13/ 7.0 "y W
E Lie Store = . 3.I7 *- - . ST 0-7 -1.77
¥ ) . E o P &,‘ _ , .
gi . Neutoiicicm Score 7,42 115 R ¢ 1278
N i . ‘Extrevnrﬂ&on‘Score ~%.00 . e A7 11..0 £-19 -1,i9
e ~ ) - , ‘ .t . \ . ‘
g -hge in years 132,29 20-7¢ c0.54 2734 1.62 ‘
; , T 1 Education ‘in yeers .12.71 11-1% 12,30 1116 w2
. : . - "Nann-Nhitney,?s
‘ U Value )
: ' Father Knoledne . = 4,07 0<11 V2,67 0-8 166,
. . . g ) A ‘ . - oot
‘Mother KholeQQé 1.07 0-3 105 - + 0-3" 11?7
. Fether~Mother T 26,57 20-27 26,19 - 17-43 119

Rélaﬁionshid ¢

4

Note: -All kesfs

were two-teiled,
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for th@ dapenﬁent measures of sroblam-aolvin'-ﬁmd sEx=ivntity, The

i~

L’!

hi:h f tch- vexla g gxbup‘3cqfed i nificartl, he-irr Ueee the

[
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- AR, -~ oo sam N y .
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3
\

: ; hiFie Vo a e e .
. ' . feiled Lo reach s ciificznce, f(inthématics: Lznouc'n =;t1tu4€ f%t\o
' R ' : - cLoTT .
‘ . . i . ’ ) . /’ . N . t
. _ differences wers in the ojposite direction to ihaL.cx"crteu, Hut
- o . were not significant, c - . . '
R . . o N s ‘. X . . 1‘0
3 . The correlztions betrecn ;aremﬁ.aﬁ?i]?bility end the childls -
g .o . - A s . R i . ‘ .. A .
. . MY ' '
| I S probler-solvin: =nd sex- 1H9n‘ z§e es appeer in Tule (4, YHizh
? ' Lot LT e x BN
g ro, . ' fether~gveilatis énﬂ low fgthkr-eveileble cutzamales Bre zmelyren .
ey L 'cép?rate]y and tozether, "The ldr"efL end mozt frecuent siynificent
- . ' N B

. - ’rnrr letions vere Fourﬂ fn tag hi- h tother-zveilisle “saus :efveen | -
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R I . ; the fzther's Jayeil: Jlllty on :eﬁvdc/J rnH’ 1he_chg1d‘s intsllectiel

0 e
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. je:nh of the ‘chile's three: prohlnm-s ‘vint-tssts -the fath Tiai,
¢ M AN

s

L1 (1) = in7, a( 0014 the Le naueze T.3C, I w)x: :aa,, P S

. . . K N “ .
- . . ‘

. . B 1 M S ' (o) ’
S ot anc-the Cuilfors, (1L)W: .75, g;<284,; arg to tha chllr' ful]

" e AR S : B .

- ‘ ' . scale 15, ‘g_'.(‘ll.) = 46‘31 ( 3%, Tor the unol‘3 semslg, .here WeTE -
o . PR L . ™~ : o o
i .« significant positive essqqietions Bttweén tﬁﬁal father availebility

L A ‘. : .l N . . . .
S .. end t.he cunford, L (28) = p_<.':2:°, and totel. father aveil-’

N . . ) >

’

Y

v

i oy abihty and ‘the Lan wece ‘rcse, - ( ) = L2471, L(.’L. It Scale.
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/“ R N ’ y . * .’ ) . .
avallobility on weakdays releted ngnif‘icantly, but negatival.y, to

Me :h TOBE, r (12) ..‘.‘.5219, p_< 025, ‘and” Language TOBE, 1 (12) = -.mga

3
A}

. .
Lo Lo .. . . 4 * * : ,
- N N ,E<,BS. ) . . ’% '. . v N " } ‘ -
"A ‘y . . N . " - .
v

Mcher-son signiflcant correlatinns were faw, but signif'lcv.'antw ‘ -

‘posltive associations wgre %nd batween mothar availability on' .

I

. weekends and the Guilf’ord Test, T (za) .3528, p__-( 0s, r, (12) 45340
g(.O‘J', in ths whole sample and lou: group respsctively. A sign=- -
if‘icant negetive corralbtion appaarad bet\uaen the mothar s avallability
.end the 1t Scale in the high group. (M) = - 4476. g< 05, 2nd mother s

. availability also relatad negatively to IQ. in the lou groc.lp, E (12)

LI

) . g . . v ‘.‘
= -, 4861; <. o. ‘ -"’"' S e

- Other Findinqs )

“ " PO N Y N . - r

" The perant-ﬁuasticnnaifcs ylelded scores ‘other then pajént

. . ' Y L / ‘ .-
< . eveilebility. Eech perent's kriowledge of the cffid; the father-
K

" mother ralationship, the chlld's emotional adjt@tmant and the
¥ Eysenck scores were anslyzed for significent éssociations bat with N
o tha perent's availaq__ity and the child mgasures. ‘ . . R

Knowledge and awereness of. the child releted to botﬁ 'avaril-'- '

s

, abillty of the parent and some of the child maasu'as (Table 5)
Better f'a%her knowledge related to graatsr fathar availabllity on -
1waekdays, r>(28) = - 3798 p &, 025, “and better mother knowledgk coin=
‘ cided with higher languege problem-solving scores, L (28). = -\4463,
p<.01, end with higher I scores, r (28) =~ .3983, p_(.OS tespe::tivaly.
But some low group significant correlations were in ths, opposita N | ;

'dtrection. lncrsased father knowladga coincided with lower Guilford

acores, r (12) = .4648 g( 05, and increased motaar knowladge
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"'Q svailability of the Spouse. Fep: connections were found between the

R e N P

f (12).=,.5612, g'(‘ 25,

‘ coi(ncided with ‘lower mﬁther availability,
| The Father-mother relationship‘did not associate direct.‘:y‘ with

the ‘me jor’ child messures, but it did ralate to pare al avaxlability,
especially mother availebility (Table 6)e The highest association

for father-mother relationship in both the high groub and the total

semple wes with » combination of two variablegs: 8 bétter father-
: L

_motherj ;elatioriship coincided with-high fether time on weekands. i,
" plus high u;other time on weékdeys.__x;_ (14) = -,7579, g‘<.001\= ‘
._1;4(3.0) = -.41'00, g(.m.,f‘or the high 'grou—p'and iptalnsample‘, respectively.
Th;a child’s e;notionJal ad justment ?v,a; slso connected to \)\ ‘ ‘. .
‘parental sveilability, aspeéially' in the high group (Teble 7).
The worse the ;djugtmeht, the” more time wes spent by the fathar .
on uéek‘:’:’éys, L (18) .= 6167, p{.01, but the better ‘the adjustment

3

the more time was spent by the nother on weekends, r (14) = - 4547 g( 0s,

o
'

Table 8 shows. that parental charactaristics were linkad with

parents' cheracteristics end their own avai.labilfty, but in the low group

" the more~ne'urotic tha parent, the more time wes spent by the'spouse with

e the chnd on weekends, r (12) = .4783, p{.05, ¢ (12) = .6660, p .1 for the
mother s and Father s neuroticism, respectively. As well the more

. available father wes linked with. an older apd more hzghly educated mothe-r,
#nd the more available mother was linked wifh the more extreverted feather.
€ Perental c'har.éctertétics wers a2lso contl;\ected directly with the .
-cl;i:ld‘s'development' (Table ‘9).' Age, Education, neuroticism and extra-
y'ersi.oﬁ warle signifisan_tly associsted with some of ihe child meesures.,

- Higher psrentel education coincided with improvegd cognitive functioning,

but there wes a great desl of veristion in direction for associations

-
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Spearman Cormlation Coaff‘icients f‘or Asgociatlons Batwean tha

Child's Emctional AdJustment and Parent Availability
B L Ty

X

-

o
. . ! 2

f R . g . , /‘ L ' . " . A .
Veriable . ' Totel Semple Low Father- High: Fether-
, L (N=30)" - Pveilsble . Aveileble,
s X . : . (ﬂ‘:","d) . (ﬂ=16)

. Fa.ther A':vailabi‘rl‘itx‘
| .W‘eekday‘s, e _.3675*‘-'/-/ N N (A LB167%8%
: _wees;epds By -..0575." YN . ~.3662-

Tétal - A428 ka2 . 236

o Mother Avallability - .

\ oo

Group = ... Group .

4

N DR oo ‘
™~ ' : \

B

weekdays . S s Co-e2381 L0679,

. * N M
o, ey AN . MEES

Weekends ' . . . =2578. 0 D144 . 45478 .-

Totel SRR P LT S {—.552'0".

\

Npttj A high amotional ed jus tment score indxcated relativaly poor -
adjustment ,
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" irvolving psrentsl neuroticism 2nd. extfa\}qrsion.
Finelly .an exemination of the correlation coefficients emdog &

B N R e . [
the child measures revealed no significent relstionships between

the It'Scale and the intellsctusl .ve\nab‘lea, 'thougl"\ the irtellectus

~

.. v,ariaﬁles‘genéqally s{:,rre.‘iﬂ\ted significantly emong- each other (Table--

-
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Tha\data prcvided some support-for tha maiﬁ hypothesis of this

\<i\§%8tUdy and slso for Lynn 5 hypothesls ,that tha son of the more available

Pather hes. better problem-solving ability. High group sons per-

Fe

sl

r

Cw

armad better on the Guilford problem-solving test, and better

mathematical languags, and Guilford _problem-solving scores were all

NNgghieg,

paqitively linkad with more time spent by the father in interaqtiun
. with the chlld. Support wes also offeredlfof‘pxevious research ine

*

) _ diceting that a greatur father-son involvement is associated with higher:
N ) L .
. childran s 10 scores. < .

\

g fL' (j//’ . ) "Th lack of group differences for the other.problem-sﬁlviﬁg.
v : ’ ’

’

) i 7% . k . “
‘measures may have been due to the following interreleted factors:

stringent matching procedures, the small numbers ‘of subjacts in
. eech group, and 8 nather high average dagree ‘of fathet availabzlity )
A . . ) for the low g:dﬂgi The low-svailable group mean time for the .

fother wes 11.14 “ours per week, which was claser tolﬂlandﬁanq:dnd

Biller's (1§71) high fathaf-present time oﬁomore then 14'hours'p§r

ueek than to his- luw fathar-present time of less then six hours per

- .
(g g Sy £y o
¢

*week, More 1mportant groups were very closely matchad on~mesn WPPSI
‘;.‘, L ' «Arifhmetic Subtest parformance, which may accouqﬁ for the failure of
‘ ‘ . the Meth TOBE end the mathematics Language aptitude ratin to reach
N . significance. A similasr explanation is offered for the failure
of" the Lenguege TOBE difference to reach lsignificance: the Languasge
?, . TOBE format is very similer to that of the Math TUBE, and the two

-tests were strongly related, r (28) = ,8295, p<,001 (Teble 10) >
. ¢
As for sex-identity, Lynn's and Kohlberg's theory that sex-

rele ‘development of the son is connected with father avallebility
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! negative correlations betwedn the mother's time on: weekdays and the

.

. ‘been masked or modified by thet of the mother.

sinoe his involvement would not only enhance the boy's masculine

the }ather'e:impact.ought always to be considered whenldtudying the

/

father in the low'group.

<

B e e e O B R

gt ee & e vy St B 410,
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18,
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. AN . ~ ) ‘
wes not’?ﬁppbrted. _Nor'ees there suppert for Lynn's suggestion that

masculine-role27evglopmen£ of the son rele?es to his problenfsolvine
sbflity. L s
Availability of the. mother slso appeared to have en efFect
though more llmited, on - the son' 8 problem-solving ability. 'The .
positive-links between the: mother 8 time on weekends and tne Guilford.'

Ae

teet indicete that time spent by » well-edjusted middle-class mother

can enhance the child!s problem-solving ebility, possibly by com-~

pensating for the lock of time spent by the father. The' significant

son's mwle orientetion moy account for'the failure of IT test. group
differences to reech eignifiCencg end could also explein some of the ;
contredictory results found- in previous reseetch on the effect af. the
father on the son's seg—role orientetion, Perhepe the mother's ih-
'voleement with tne boy enhencee his femininéldevelopnenhy and acts
2% B counterweight to the mesculine developmen‘ associated with the °
father's involvament though the latter relation wes not statisticelly
significent. One may speculate thet the impect oF the father mey hove ?‘
In that case, the ;
active involvement of the father with his son eould gein importance,
L ‘

development directly, but also-balance the Feninine pull of the '
moiher. In;eny cese, it is suggested thet the moinzﬁfs es well:es.

A
son’ e\ sex-role development.

Apperently paredoxical effects waif found for both mother end

There, the relatively lower father in-
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" * volvement appeored to set a scene in which more time soent by ‘he

'father was’ connected with the son's poorer performance in mathe .

ematlcel and language problem solving higher father knowledge was '
lnked with poorer Guilford performanc!’ and more time spent by the

mother wes connected with poorer 1Q scores, Another paradoxical

~—

¢ finding in the low group-wes  that the more available mother knew
less about hér son.. In- additlon, greater father availability ‘cor- ©
responded with » more neurotic mother, Similarly, the mother spent
more time with the child if the father was more neurotic.

g

_One may Speculate thet the:increessd involvement of the perent

@
-

in the low group served to -compensate for the spouse s problems -
or fallings, or was in response to. rether than 2 ceuse of the

,‘ .: chlld's ooorer intellectual performence ‘Perhaps~ this increase
wes hot adsquete or of sufficient duretion to modify the boy's ¢ ™ )
performerice, It could be conjectured that the quelity of the time
spent by the parent wes of lower calibre in the low group, with in-
creesed parental tima bexng L] reluctant reeponse to .the spouse's -
demends or a grudging coniission to the child's nesds. Such rel-

; uctont end joyless involvement could result in the offering of in- _,
ferfor instruction and 2 poorer cognitlve model. Indeed, 2 grudging
involvement might well convey its message to the child,\whdrcould
respond with helghtened anxiety and decressed inlerest and motivation,
thus hinderlng leernlng and good performance. ,

Parent Questionnaire scores other than the ovailabillty scores
showed some addltional significant ralatxons ‘to the parent's avail-

ability 1teelf and with the child measures. For znstancev findings

lndlcate thet, generally, greater maternal " knowledge of the child

¢ "~

[y
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need, but few provide for. it.

g a4 e

colocides'wlth better ebility' to solve problems based on language

concepts, and with better general intellectual abllity. It can be

speculated ‘that language-oriented preblem-solvlhg is connected with

4

verbel commuriication betweep the mother and cnlld, ‘and that @ore

communication augments both mother knouledge and the child s cognitive

%

efunpﬁloning. - -

-~ There were elso indications that the amount7of time spent by

[y

esch qF the parents ls partially governed by the relatlonship

between them. The better the. fether-mothar relatlo ship, the greater

is maternal availabillty in general, end paternal availability on .

weekends. . o . . A

[y

What emerges is a c0mp1ex of interrelated Parental and child
varisbles which directly er 1nd1rect1y also relate to the eon's v
functioning. Variables 1ike father=mother relatlonshxp seam llnked

1ndlrectly\to the child's development through parental availability,

while variables such as maternal knowledge of the child and parental

neuroticism relate«directly to development, As far as possible,

both direct and indirect connectlens ought to be taken into account

when studying the imfluence of the parent on the young child’ s

development. As suggested by Herzog and Sudia (1971), functioning

appears multiply detjfmlned\by tharacteristics and i.teractions of

* ]

femily members, 'es well as by circumstances of the enviranment and

the ‘femily unit,. Studies of fethers end sons reaquire considerastion
’

of » wide variety of demogrephic, familiel and parentsl veriables,

perticularly maternal ones, Vsrious resesrchers recognize this

1

r
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. T “Appendix .
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¢

i
. . The 'farent~Luesiionnaire ‘\\ . ‘

.
' \

. In eaddition to parent-availebility, the Parenl-.uestionneire - -

) ' yieldend parent knowledne, child ad justment, and father-mother
. ) T R T ™ e
. . relsticaship scores;. and general inform-tiod, The parent who knew T \

Ay

: ‘ about, his child's health, behavior{ emntionel state, physicel and - /' .
) N a " 0 . M

. social development, and sche-fule was assurnd to be reiahivcly

.

v
r

{ ) gloce 'to ¢he child, An #nswer on eny item indicoting uncert=inty

; .o ~or lack of kﬁowl?dée Ecored one poiqt (pace 49, items 3, €, A, end
S " 10} paces. 50-" 2y pece 57, item 7 - ) - '

v \ ~ o

f . . ~ t
To make an estimate of the child's erotional &dju tment, env™

e

fe
probiqn cited by either zarent -scored one soint {rege 30, itews

6,1

1-10: r2-e .1; page "2, items

o

ey

(M3}

Y znd ?1)., However, these
children were prescieened for mznifest proslems of adjustmen®, ing -
& A ‘ . : . '
. ! N ) N “ " i N o 2t .
o e - were 1] in the pormzl renge, so.thet 8 rether limitef renge of

* i\ -

te f
1

i . B : adjb=tmeht scorzs wes obiained. /
. — . The relationchip between the father and motper 28 deteriined
e N ‘ . . \ ) . . Y ’ ]
o s P P o . . .
BRI N by exzminin? simileiity of th responses &f eezch parent-peir on | :

*

“

+

i
¢ N R

G . the seme questionnzire items. Clezr znd unambicuous differences
S . L/ . < ) ' {
b : . on questionneire 'items were taken to indiccte e.poorer relationship
i e T , in terms of lack of communicciion, communality of intersst, or . 4
- . similerity.of.point of view, and 2cored one point (pece 29y pace 0,

)
)

items ﬁ,&,&,‘and 10; pages "1-I4), ‘ ) ‘ . s o
* ©

K . [
©

“As for the father-aveilahility mezsure, ezch perent estimeted

the total amount of time usuvally spent with the child furing the

waekend znd - the amount of time usually .pent or the Five weekéays.i o'
Lo " ' ' - ‘ | e

. Ve . \ ‘ .
The two estimete« were toteled. to yield & self-eslimated’

g i . . .

.
- . . .




4

A ’t'l : '3taf‘£ime sﬁpn£ per week, ann parcnt els eétimated xthé time

. Spent b¥ his/her spouue (paue 33 1tpma 1, 2 8 & J) l - .
Lo . - _ : '
The Farent-Questinnnaiye included - the Sysenck'?er=onality' >

' . . 7 . . .

Nt g . . ; - » -
T ‘ Inventoty {7PI) which yields en Extrayersion-Intrzversion Zcale,
L *x a2 leuroticism-Fe justment Scale, and e Lie )cele, "he trrw . .
: rxlravereicn épplles.t' ﬂ1v1dualu mhm tenr to \P.aut901rj, '

N N '

o ‘ >

¢ . ‘ . U : s ' ’ 3 ¢ ‘ \
: \ ‘ : impulsive end uninhibiter, The,hlgh enc of ‘ho nnuro% civs
: . L, V‘ : 1 . . S
‘ dimengion jnricates emotion*l ins b lity ‘and OVFI—PP"'(1V' L
. ¢ ; : ,
with é'tende\,y tonatd ve cue Hom@tic‘ur#rks af wpiner kiﬁd.. The
/e . . N ce :
. © L cele is ufed to Loentify s fects obowin, Ydnsisahility . .
- * * Y . - . EI

' N N s “u‘i; .

- : 7 response set', @ ilencency 0 en=wer quesllon: eccoeding to the :
3 - ) B \ . . .

. co fevourzsle li-ht xhich'*Hs ans uer-moulv t,ro on foaosuoject,
* - .‘ 1 \.' '.‘ il . Al -
PN T Y Tasterelent reliéﬂility of the Il iz .. . -5 :Fnserf" . ‘
{ D velidily, ~the & 1 closely re-amzles the @ I which ios yielosd ;
R - - - ' ‘ S !

-E . g _ rich litercture confirming  thet theitesf’fits in with are- | ®

. ° « dic ion: nade {rom & more nenera] Lheor/ ( tyzenck. and Lysenck,

'é - In eveluotlon of the E: he1m (hQS 'd Ladyon-(1972) b‘ .
g . - S,
.y have cited;the "PI 23 an cdcquate reseurch 1ns*numnnt S L X “?~ '




ke’

»

I R ST S AR R TR O T S L S >

R A R e R R Rt S i N G -~

. ) ; ‘ . ‘ _'\
i ) * ' ‘s' . .
) . /3. .
° 3 . .
ﬁ , . \ - . ¢
“ ‘. s ‘Parent.ﬂuestipnnaire . ’
‘ - '\/y): " Y ., General Informdtion
~ . ’ ' Date/ .
L4 I . * ' * 9
Child .
v ' ‘ e ' .
1. Sex - 2 Age . 3, . Birthday ~ -
‘ ‘ ' ’ ’ day mo - year
4, Grade 5, . first Lenguage
6.  How long has the cﬁild been ettending schaol? ‘
.7.f‘ How mapy.brothers\does the child have? - . r
8.' What are their ages? _ ‘ . . e - °.
' s . [ L ' . N .
9, How meny sisters does thé child heve? ___ . o
10,  Whet are ‘heif sges? ' ' : \
. " . ) - ' .
Perent
1 Sex _ ‘Zf ~Single ___ _Maggiéd . Widbwad-i_’ D{vorced._h_ Separated
3, - Educetion : e ; 4, Age 5, First Language | ‘
o e:g. high school T \' : . ‘ ;
" 64  Occupation - '
: 7.. Time: Present employment (if .any) from to
s ' . ) N . ’ ' ) N
Full time " .. Part time ) _Hours per week
Instructions: . . T e l
Plesse answer these q estions sbout your ‘year old son to the best AT

" of §our ebility. Read each item carefully and circle the number that best reprasents

your opinion, .Remember that 1 means no or none, 2 means seldom or not usually, 3
means occesionally or some, 4 means often or usuelly, 5 means_yes or many, 6 means

" uncertain or.not sure_and 7 mesns don't know. Spacte hds been provided for explanations

you may wish to make after some-of the items. .

The bccuracy and velue of this study depends upon your cooperation. Please

.-be as frank and complete &s you can, and answer by yourself, It js essentiel that you

answer all guestions,but without consulting with any other person, There will likely

-ba questions where yqu dan't know the answer or-are uncertain about the answerL,Tick

W,

off 'don‘t Know' or ‘wncertain’ wherever necessarx.

A1l information is kept confidantigl end is used.only- for research on child
development, No 1nformatipn sbout indiviauals is raleased to eny agency.,

o

.

Any comments, criticisms or suggéstions will be'welcome. Plaase writa
tHem enywhere in the questionnalre. Thank you For&your cooparation. ‘

toat <L
\ \
? \
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i3 =10 | < 0
. ’ 1a x| ¢ ny
' fad [+
o ° ] - o + 2
. e 2] Lo o .
| | sl [&] -
‘v . N I | o o
f‘ ’ ( ~ ]
Are thare any meed/time problems"’ 1 2131 41ste6d 7
l . <. e -
DPes your child have any parsis tent oy 1 {234 |5]|6]7
narvous habits? | g . . L | _ . :
| . . B 1 {23 ]4alslelr .
Are fhere any persisteqt overacﬁwity g - ° : -
‘or -underactivity broblems" ' v, 4 ’
"Explain what theyl Brg_______: : 7 : ;
8ro there any pert:;ste..t béhavior” ’ y ) o O | . o
'Prob]ams at .,cho ) A o e ! }é 8 I T N ' ,
Explaln what they are. : s & / : M
Is y&lr child usbally well-behaved at “home? - P12z b3 la s 16l 7 :
> A i ~ -
Explain [ < h i : h
i n v - N o e R .
Does yogur- child f‘raquently start playing . B A PR C
ot hes oun 1rw1t!jativa‘7 l S N EE R S R ,
Joes he heve viyid dreams ‘or' nigﬁtn’uarés? S 1213 |4 15 |6 7 .
e ' - * . ' ' : tﬁ
Does -he stick with 8 t‘sk to its‘ and _even _ 4.1 N
when’ obstacles anse? L oo Ly (273 (4 [5.16 7
Does your chil.d 1ike to c::u_pt things, y o . R r :
even when not asked to? ' ST 1T 12 {3 J4 |5 |6°)7" 4
" Are there any persistent bresthirg "\ ST ‘ 1 1 i .;;
or raspiratnry problems? ) . st 2 |3 [47)s |6 |7
Does he ‘walk downstairs without’ putting AR ‘ o
both -feet on each steir? _ . d1 |2 |3 {4 |5 .67 .
RS - N . 2 o
Doas your child dress himsalf‘ except f‘or. oo S B TR
tying leces? e -~ e 112 13 ja. |5 |6 | 3
¢ o~ . : v . S . :
.Does your child, lj,.ka to "parform" when ydu A R oo b
. antertein frlanda? . T I P VA ‘4 15 le |7 =~ &




5.

1.

4,

. Does-}ouffch;id have a'kﬁawhﬂlearning disability?

KPR

- Wears & bearing aid’

A e A

.
. ‘" . . 5 raa? . s
oy . » . B R LI
ST T e g W&wwwmw“ WW PR AR

Cu

. PR . ) 50,
- : L |
* - 2 ] ol o]l ¥ cl-Q
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[ Q. o, 0 o L.
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2 1, o] e el x
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[ ) | C 3. | £
4 3|l —lal <o
o | < c e] o
. TV e | B 3 -
‘ Vol Bled o a | o
A . © . < cr
c | o
610 @
v ElE s
. sl 2
Does your cthild naed help to, button his o N I R
coat oT ‘other gatmeﬂt? ol v b2 |3 |ats (67
Does your child need help when he washes his ' 1. N
hends end Face or combs his halr7 o 12 }3 4 15 |67
. " + v . i e
Heve; there. been any ma jor problems or changes in the family recently, '

such’ as bitth, death, separation, divorce, maJo///jlness, financial difficulty,

moves ' ot other’ Yes ’ No P ) , .
’ . /// - )

If your family hes ®ecantly dyper&encedlé change or -problem, what wes its neture?

- R . ~"
. . ¢ . [N N . X
. . y hd

U L%

If your family hes recéntly experisnced changes or problghs; wds there &n

“@ffect on your ‘child that ‘cen still be noticed? Child severely sffected
. slightly affected
* Dan't know .

not affected was effected but is now better

*
7.

Yes _
‘NG‘;\_ K . ’ e -

possibly _

don't know .
-~

Explain brief;y I

Does your child have dny persi.stan’t:e hardship of vismn or hearing° No R
Wears glesses but sees adequately wears glasses but sees inadaquately

Exhlain»whét the pfoblem'is' : . - %; .

B S
“ v \

Is the chlld on medicetion now? Yes No Uncertain

If your: child is ‘en madication, what condition is it for? ___ -
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6. Name of child s cloqest friend,
Has no close friend Unsura . v ’ CL 7

RENGAA IR BT

- 13, Does he tie his shoe laces‘withaut'help? Yes . No __‘f Don't know
.14, 'Doss he print his name or some other word? Yes ___ No ___ Not certsin.

.15, Except Ffor dosserts, what is your child's’ fevorite food?

‘.18.l How long does it generally take hin. to fall aslaep? . Not- certain

e e s . o
TR ¢ T ¢ T SRR RS BT e PR B R e

Nama of medication. 1r known: - . R
N

Dosage oF medication. if knuwn

—

T

5. Does your child hava any phys1cal or emotional problems not already mentioned?

3

'Yas No _. pO,SIbly * don t know P cn b

N

-

‘::Elain what it: 1s

——————bt=

7. What game'or actlvity wxbh his’ mother doés your child currently like best? .
Unsure .Don't know )

- ; \ o
8, . What does he Like best about school or 1east about school’ : ®
Unsure ‘ N Don't know __ - L “
9. What is the neme of your child s teacher? —
) Unsure . ‘ - ’ C
.10, Is your child right handed or.left-handed? Right Left ___ Beth ___ = .-
Not certain __ . T " Co
L= X ' b N . . N .
1. 'Whet time does he ususlly get'hohe from'ébhqol? ‘ x‘- Not certain R

12, What size shos does he currently wear? Size __ Not sure

.
®

o »

Not sure - . o ‘ S L . ’
17, At whet tine is he usuallx put to bed”l ' Don't know

°
el S—— ' . «

. ‘ oy

19, What is his average emount of time spent watching T. V. Bach weekday?

16;. What. eize shirt, jerssy, or. t.brirt'doeé your child wear? Size . _ Not sure _

o

Not sure

20, Whet small household ‘task does your child help wi%h”

None . Don't know
. . . . %
£ .
21, Is yout child currently seeing a psychotheraepist? Yes __7» ~ No
v P N ”
, . \
L '
{ ."i*v . N \
'-‘T. TTe— B A
— . T ©

Lii
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! "‘1. During the average week {Monday to Frlda\g‘:ihat platfe on the scale below best

[ s - describes the. total number of hours ypu sp with your child in pley, . . \
i ' dis~ugsion, outings; ot other shs,ad activity? (other children may be included)

L3

0 2 3 4 5 .6 7 8 ] '1U= 1" 12 13. v 15 16 17

hours - co , C , 4. . hours
2. + During the haveraqe ‘weekend (Saturday;.and Sund\éy) what— place on the écélé below

T _ *. .  best destribes the total number of hours you spend with your child in play or .

‘g - discussion, on trips, or m other shared activity?

x4 . » -

9 v .2 3 4 5 6 7 8 g 10 11 12 13 14 150 16 17,
hours S . T no " hours..

' C
’ . . M »

' 3, Which of the following best describes your relstionship with your,child?

\Z'ary close __. modarately clgss ____ slightly clos’,e' slighili; distant

-

- . . mode[ately\ distant very distant . . o
. — —— SRR

4, Who usually looks, after the child dunnthhe week'7 I é,,f. .
Tl S Bebysitter or housekeeper ____ grandparent(s) m;ther ) father ___
A kS *' Other ___ Explau\ | | ]
| 5. 'Who usually looks after the chx.ld/QQ waekends" - o 1 A . Q
” " Bebysitter or tpusekeeper ___ ) grandparent(s) ‘mother ____ father _°__
» | . | ' | Other 1 Explain | - |
*

6. About how many times per week do'you gat menls with your child?

0. % 2 '3 6 -5 6.7 & 9 10 11 12 13 14 1%
" times. . ' ‘
7. Dpes your éh;id think of himself es being more like his: mother
'fatlher in between don't’ know i ' r
h—ﬁ ————— ——
8. .On the averaga, during™~the 5 days, what place on the scale below best describes

the total number of hours your husband or wife spends with .the child .in pley,
discussion, outings, or:other shered activity? (other children mey be included)

e

g 10 11 .12 13 14 15 16 17 ‘9

hours o ' ‘ " ' .- hours %
Ve , ~e . P ' . ' 3
9, During the sverege weekend, what place on the scele below best ‘”describas the
‘total number of hours your husband or wife spends with tha child inplay or . - i
discussion, on trips, or in ‘other shared activity" . :

{

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 ™ 12 13, 14 15 16 17
hours ) ) - . hours
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.10.“‘ About how many tﬂéas per -week do- 3 your husband or wife aat meals with th°

11, Which of the Fbllowing best dascribes your usband or wiﬁe 8 relétiowship

§TT 2 3. 4 5 6 7 8 8.10. 1. 12 13, 14 15 16 17
times o ‘ . s Co : . " : E times

' P T , » 5 s " o i ‘ i e
SRR s e e S S R A :;M»

- N * .
. . ' o ¢ . N g -

o . - . .

Ch;ld? " :. . \J'

»

+

. with the ch11d° _’ . _ x e

Uefy ‘close ‘ mnderately close Alightly clo;e : slightly dlstant i

. - . o - : 4 -
moderately distent vary digtant S R W o g R
“ P T / o . . v Ce D3 e
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each gquestion fs @ space .for shswering "Yes" or "No". Try and decide whether .
"Yes" or "no" représents your usual way of acting or feeling. Then check the space
under the column heeded- "Yes" or "No", Work quickly, and don't spend too much time
- over any quastxon we want your First reaction, not a long drawn-out thbught pro-

S © cess. The whole questionnsire shouldn't ‘take more than ® few minutes, Be sure

. o not to omit any question, wWork quickly, and’'remember to answér every question,

‘;E v There are no right &y wrong. enswers, and this isn't a test of intelligence or

b

Gk

BN 7 TR VI e g 1 RGPS el . o
| . v
F\r. i R . Y . L
r ' . H é ‘ 54,
}
| o
r‘ ' S : Instructions S
i Her( are some questions regarding the wey you hehave, feel and act. After
:
:
|
|

ability, but simply e measure of the way you behave,

]
~

N C o . yYes ‘NO

i.. Do you often long for gxcitement?___ ., : l . | R

- - P . B . . . - :
Do you often need understanding friends to cheer you yp?
. . > N N : . N I!;L ‘
Are you ususlly .cerefree? S

Do you find it very hard to teke no for an answer? ﬂ}ﬂ\'

Co weu stop-and think things over before doing anything?

If you say you will do something do you.alweys keep your ,4’/’
promise, no matter how' inconvenient~it might be to do so?
- ¢ i 3

7 Doeg your mood cﬂ(*n go up end down?

\ H

¢

8. - Do you genarally do. and say things quckly without stoppxns
I to think?

o

9, Do you ever feel "just misereble" for no good: resson? ;

[y

10,  Would you do. almost anything for s dore?

11, Vo you suddenly feel shy when you went to talk to an
attractiva stranger°

n [

12, 0Once in a while do you lose your temper and get angry?

"N .13, Do you often .do things on'the spur of the moment?

14, Do you oFten worry about things you should not hava dona
or said? : . ¥

K <15, Cenerally‘do you prefer reading to meeting people? !

16, Are your feelings rether easily hurt?

17, Do you like going out o

v e S0 RS
,

E 16, Do you occas1ona11y have thoughts and ideas that you would
not 1ike other people to know sbout?, _ 2




e

19.

25,

26,
27,

28.

29,
30,

31.

33,

34.

35.

36.

37.
38,
39.
40,
41,

42,

43.

-
-

] - L3 e S

TEMERIRS o R

Rre you sometimes bdbpling over With energy and sometimaes
very sluggish”

o ¥
&

Do you prefar to’/;ve few but spec1el frxends?

Do you daydream a lot?

Are you c“ten gsmpbled sbout feelings of gquilt?

When ‘people shout et you, do you shout back? - o~

Ate all your habits good a2pd desirable ones?

Cen you usuaslly let yourself go and BHJOY yourself
2 lot at a lively party?

3

Would you call yourselF tenss or "highly-strung"”

Do othar peaple think oF‘you as bseing very lively?

After you have dones something important, do you often °
come away feeling you could have done better?

\

Are you mostly gquiet when you are with other people?

Do you sometimes " gossip?

Do.ideas run through your head so that you cannot sleep?

If there is something you want to know about, would you
rether look it up in & book than talk to somsoie about it?

Do you get palpitations or thumping in your heartq

Do’ yeu like the kind of work that you need to pay close
attention to?

”
Do you get attacks of shaking or trembling?

Would. you always declare sverything at the customs, even
if you knew that you could never be found out?

Do you hate being with s crowd who play jokes on one another?

4

Are you an irritable person?

Do you like doing things in which you have to ect quickly?

Do .you worry sbout swful things that might happen?

Are you slow and unhurried in the way you maye?

5

Have you ever been late for on eppointment or.work?

a

Do you haye meny nightmeres?




[%S

/“Kd

45,

46,

52,
53,
54,
35,
56.

57,

T LR A T § AR R B PRHR s R T LR

NS

Do ynu like telking to people so fuch thet you mould never
miss @ chence of talking to e stranger°

2

56.

3
@
1]

Are’ you troubled by ache% and pains?

would you oe very unhappy if you could not ses’ lots of
peopla most oF the t1ma?

N

4 - .

Would you cell yourself a8 nervous parson?

v

Of 211 the people you know arethere some ﬁgom you
.definitaly do not like ;

=
Would you say you were fairly sslf—confidant° )

h(
Are you eesily hurt when people find fault with ynu or
your work?

Do you find 1t hard to’ really enjoy yourself gt 2 lively
party?

Are you troubled with feelings of 1nferiority9

Can yob easily get some life into a rathar dull party°

Do you sometimes talk dbout things you know nothirg about?

Do.you worry sbout your heslth? .

Do you like playing. pranks on others?

Do you suffer, from sleeplessnes??4
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[ 1455 de Maisonneuve Blvd. West . T R
Montreal, Quebec H3G 1M8 " : o L
[J 7141 Sherbrooke Street West S e
Montreal, Quebec H4B 1R6 " oo '
»TEI. S . i > Ql -
. ‘ ' February 19, 1975
S\' ] ‘
0 \" N ’ o
Dear Patents: 4 ‘ . '
Ce .
N Like most parents you are prohably very much aware of the

changes that are happening in our society and how' these have influenced
the family and -children. Some of these changcs have occurredwln the
roles of both women and men, - . N

In relation to these issues, the Psychology Department is con—
ducting a stud; to; examine how chlldren develop their ablllty to solve
" problems and how they develop their ideas of boys and glrls.

- We are asking your pcrmlssgon to include your son, in this
"study by allowing him to complete some simple tasks at school. While .
we will not be asking questions which are personal, we' nevertheless

wish td assure you that all results will be kept in strict confidence. -
The results will not be made available to the school or any other agency,
but mll be used only for the résearch purpose stated. " Our’ study is con-

cerned with group® flndlngs only and not with any partlcular ‘individual's ..

answers.

If you do give pqr@%ion to your child to part1c1pate in thls
study, we would also ask your €o-operation in completmg some short ques-
tionnaires. This will give us necessary 1nformat10n to allow us.to -
'undezstand adequately your son's answers.

. °
! &

The questionnaires do not require much time and will be sent to
your home to be completed at a time convenient to “you. Most parents who
have completed th& questionnaires have found them interesting. 1In
addition, all parents who ‘participate in this study will be sent reports
of its findings. : .

- If you would like: any further information, please phone me at
488-5869 or 879- 7201. I will be happy to answer any questions you may
have. .’ R4 . . )

Would you kindly 'sign the form below, indicating whether or

-not we may include your child in our study, and return it to school with
your child. Even if you decide that you want him to be excluded from

- the study, glease send the form back with him so that we may know that
you have received it. Again, we would like to assure you that all

»
R

KR . incorporating Sir George Williams University and Loyola of Montreal
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_‘ questionnaires will. Be kept strictiy confidential,.will not be turned-
over "to any agency, and‘xgil_l, be used only for thé purpose; 'ind_icated. '

1

.+~ . Thank yqx'x' for your ﬁelp.h e o o " - .

L ) 1,.Sincere:lwv A = . SEIN
A . - 4;
. ,‘.. i . ' o . L ) : . - P . l. ' 4 3
. [ . . 5 . o7
' Myrna Reis

‘

’ N » . S . Researcher . Lo Vv
et N I oo " Department of Psychology ‘
‘ SR g : Mr George Wil__l ams Faculty of Arts P ol
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Detach and return ' . _— “ o '
Lo : N e .

;. I wish my ch&ld

to take part in . : . - A

B ..'L : " i ~ this study. s © name o‘f\child o ' ' . ol
N ‘*.‘ R . :. .-.‘ ' v * L A . ) N . i . . ‘,. b

0.7 I wishmychild _ N to be excluded ,
. v ( " from th.is. study. : nam‘.a'Of child <o Lo . '
. . — ! — —Signature_of Parent S N R

- B » o
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,4 . ' ' . . o - -
}“..- ‘ : . " The pilot Pro 1ect. ‘ .l

The pilot study was conducted to fnvestigate the possibility that

the mothers bnd fathers would collude in Filling out the questionnaire o

K

; " ability would be inaccurate and to determxne the measure of father »
. 5

distance to be used in the mexn study, Father avallability Lﬂ hoursl ' -

" L

or father knowledge of the thild, Suitability and‘ut111ty of the 4 ;

% o w'lthou’e direct superv1sion, that .the f‘a:ther 5 self‘-ee.tlma'ced sveil-
-

i

& ‘ ‘ . ‘questionnaile'format'aod individual.items were 8lso conéldered.
) . T L S -
: o : Sub jects consisted of 25 pairs-of middle-claSS'bzological
L e . i .
- '

parante of 4-6 yeer-old Father-present boys. ALl famllxes were in-

ui‘t-
s
.

;g fﬁ adult males living atwhome and were 2 rrently employed. The co-‘
%g . . ‘ Y
¥ N operatlon of patents, relevant 1nformatlon and any appointments

necessary'Were solic;ted in 2 telephone conversation with the

thher. .

1

TR
.

SUbJGCtS were divided into two groups. -Group 1 consisted of o

ten: sets of parents who were simulteneously, hut 1ndepen§xntl¥ ad-

ministered the Parsnt=-Questionnaire during a home visit. . The tone

-

e B

-

of the home visit was reassuring, ‘that of en informal, confidential

gathe;ing'of valuaoée ooinions and inFordetion, It took approxi-

mately 1 hour to complete.'

fifteen other pairs of parents were sempled by naxl {Group 2).:
, ¥
Questlonnairas, introductory letters,end stamped pre—addressed

-«Jwﬁ@éﬁaﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁmbay-,

envelopes were mailed to parents ‘and returned to the experlmenter )

o

by meil upon completion. I o

PN

Questionnaire responses by the mothe;\end,father on the same -

- ltems wsre ggmﬂhred to determine,ifbpaxent-paif'answers were” more

v
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sin;lar for the Mailed Group, indiceti ;uzailusion. ‘For the mailep

Group and both groups combinad, the self-estimatad availabilxty of o

T . the father was CGmpared to his ava1labi11ty ast estimated by the motHer to

«
L - N #

determine the arcurGCy'of the father's self-estimation.

Tables

11 and 12 show the pilot study flndlngs. Thera were -no

t dxffarencas between the’ two groups for 81mila;gty of

\ v y

abxllty. Neither Qere sxgnlficant diFFerences found Eetween the- -

father's self—estimatad availabil1ty and his availability 8BS @5~
timated by the mother. Thesa flndxngs ‘were 1nterpreted as in-
dicatxng that tHe Fathpr was able to accurately esf1mute his aVull—

Bblllty, and that fathers and mothérS‘each answered’ the qUest1onna1rr

1ndeppndently in the haxled‘afoup.

' v

The Father s knowledge of the Chlld scores/d1v1ded the serple
into two diatinct fﬂtharJavailabilxty gTroups, scoring 0 for“the
high group and 1+ for the low group.,- A zero or 1+ division seemed

too small a dzscrihination on which to make conVincxng father-

—w‘ .

distance d;ffsrentlatxons, §0 tha measure‘fhosen For use *1 the main
: g study was fathaf evallability in, hours. This _measure did ellcit a

wide end well- distr1buted renge of responses, pbrtlcularly in the 4

Malled Group. . 4 . . ' o

-

Finally,parent responses 1ndicated that some items in the Ques-
tionnaire did.not diffsrentiate among perents or were embiguous in
their wording. Suitable modifications of the Questionnaire were

therefore* mede in terms of wordidg and formst,/and items showing more

»
promise were substituted for non-discriminating ones.

Y
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T . ‘ ‘ ' Child MBasuremen'ts X s ‘
- <. ’ % . 4% .o ! .
. © o The 'uppsx wes standardized on 1,208 ch11dren, aged 4 6}. ﬁ;&iabn‘i-
' - *

ties f‘a}l mo'stly in L6 ZER Test-reteet rellabillty of Tull Scole 10

i

~1s 86, ;}\nestem (1968) s_ummanzes‘the WPPSI as ] cons;derable advance

‘.

-

ple. Tt . L . " .-

. . o

inLt'ast construction due to the size and eompositiun raf tha normative

« S8
. . . L

-\
. ; The TOBE Tests of Basic Expermnces are.'s series- of etandardimd

gra!'p tests for preschoal’ anlf klnr‘argarten aged children. The TOBE

LY - :\ .

s sald to 1ndicete how well a child's e‘xperiences have prepared hJ.m SRS
1 !

“for Scholastic expenences m terms of. nchness of’ bis conceptual back-

\J .o '\ground' that is, h&w well he is prepared to solve pro“lems in various
. - . - o

s&xolastié .Bress. - e . v '

° - . -
o, S

< - . Internal. consistency, s measured By’ Kuder-Richardson Formuﬂg‘}g,

-

o wes batween .73 and 84, ”Y/BE Standqrd Score, X- 50; end s.0.. = 10,0,

-

teachere was .

e

-

. - A . ¢
. “Iessﬁications and those of the rating teadhers,

e £
., Standarduatlon of‘ the TUBE was on-1, 300 ch1ldren prgkmder-,

. e

‘ A

¢ garten through second grede from eIl sectlons of the U, S and from all
N ' * “
’types of‘ publlc and private schools. Cazden (1972) summarizes 'since °

-

‘testsb for’ tf;;is age range are sb rere..;and becau‘se....aSpicts of th,e .TfJB'E.

+

-

e R “,ara very good,, it will uhdoubtedly become mdely used..s.the design

e ". - 1)
‘ ‘as can be obtained."

4 T TR

' The Guxlford tast originated as 8 creativity test and was stand—

' - of the test and conditd.ons of’ its admmjstretion are probably as good<

T o ez:dized p{u 1,300 Grede -6 children. At_:cording to J.P. Euilf‘ord ('1971),

. % . ;
‘\.‘- ~!_":"’._(" ) . B .




- divergent prqdu;:tion plays a centrsl role in ‘problem solving, and ell -
pruolem solving 1involves creative’ aspects. AThe Ereativity”Té'sté for
Children. maldng ‘Db jectd is' e visual-figural group test of a'lvergant-,

productxon abilitjes, Reliabllity of the test is .64, B sufficmnt
deétée of reliability to justif‘\) u‘sing the, test in group compariéons.‘
.Evidence of cq;\struct §1d predictive Valldlty ere providad. S D‘ is

7. O and average mean for grade 4 children is 21,3. The ‘test was.

’ . ¥ ., S . g
edapted for use with younger children by prepari,nq e set of 2-

dimensionéi geopetric figures. fo be use)d for making oiétures. vIt ues

fslt that tha ‘children were teo young to drew the f‘lgures themsalves‘j‘

-

Juick skntches aihd labellmg of the p!CtUI‘Ga mede by the cmldren g

wes dorre by the examiner, Each ob ject. us.ed té construct the figure
. N W / o . _' .. .

received 1. point tv -scoring. T ..

N oo . ) . . / ' ) ¢ 4

Y- The test was sccredby two raters working independehtly. There ' |
L s/‘/ . .
‘wes B8,16% sgrasment belween. raters before discussion and 97,95%

. -agreament after minimal discussion, mc'sst" qiécussion-'in\@hw hort

. .iaxplanaj:ions to z.:’l.a.rif‘y the pictui-é reproduction. . .:‘ . . .

As ‘in F‘a,di%fs 1 9;72) worir this =tudy usad the Kohlberg and .
;o "Zigler'.( 957) rﬁoldif‘i';:ation of the It Scale. “In the Kohlberg and Zigler
' ' ver51g?1, the aight least =ex-difl‘erantxating pz,ctures ara slxmma}\ted

" and‘the vﬁeights of. elcht ramammg pictures are do ed. -Also, only

.
’

the f‘i» e' faca was . used toogive tha sketch o léss. sculine ap-
pearance (BLQ:, 1968).4 ‘
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