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Parental at t i t rdes  h a r e  l o n g  been knova t o  b e  an important  

factor i a  t h e  development of .a c h i l d ' s  personal and social  

baharioat (Sckaefer 8 B e l l ,  1957, 1958) . Tho prime roli of 
(r p a r e n t a l  r t t i g u d e s  i n  the e t i o l o g y  of a c h i l d ' s  b e h a r i o a a l  

maladjustrert has a l s o  1-g been  asstmed pa&erson, Beckax, 
I 

Shoemaker,  Luria 6 Efellmer, 1961). Eorrerer, the role parental 

n o t  b e e n  c l e a r 1 2  delineated. The Tapl in  Checklist was developed 

pareat-training rodel of the rap^. 

The T a p l i a  Checklist m a s  deve loped a t  the Oregon Social  

Learning Canter ,  T h e i r  p r o g s a ~ ~  uses a t r a i a i m g  methud based m 

3972) and P a t t e r s o a * ~  parent - tra in ing  model (Pattersoa E 
7 

-. Plieschman, 3979; Pqttecson,  Pe id ,  Jones 8 Conger, 197s : Beid,  

1978; U e i n r o t t ,  B a n s k s  t Patterson, 1979) to teach parents 

' b e k t e r  ways of d e a l i n g  with t h e  childre& Im t k i s  

p a r e n t - t r a i n i a g  model the patents are seem as behariour 

. -  
inrrrwse pro sacla1 bebaviortrs 

- - The p r l r a r y  focus ot the 

treatment method is t o  charge parental b e h a r i o e r  i n  order  to  
. 

cbaage child beharioar, 



However, i n  t r a i n i n g  p a r e n t s  i n  the use of behar iour  

..' 
p a r e n t - c h i l d  i ~ t e tac t ioa  bare to ~ % a a ~ a  bat also the p a r e n t s g  

, 

attitudes toward ard p e c c e p t i o n s  bf t h e  c h i l d  hare to ch& 

(Forehand 6 King, 1977)- f a  fact, o,ne integral part of * 

p a r e n t - t r a i n i n g  is to teach parants to  p e r c e i v e  t b e  controlliag- 

factors, of their childrenr s behaviour f roa a social learning 
4 

perspective: to identify t h e  antecedents and c o n s e q u e n c e s  of 
J 2 

pr'oblem behavioars, S u c c e s s f ~ l  p a r e i t - t r a f a i n g  may i n v o l v e  
I 

behat iours ,  d e t e r m i n e  the c o n t r o l l a b i l i t y  of the causes, and t o  

modify or change s p e c i f i c  causes of behavioor, 
'P 

The c o n s i d e r a t i o n  of t h e  impor tapce  of parents*  perceptions 
2 

of cause of ch i ldre l r@s  behariors l e d  to the development of the 

P a p l i n  Checklist, f h e  s p e c i f i c  a t t i t u d e  t o  be measured mas t h e  
- -- - - - -- - -- - - - - - -  - -  - - - -  

p a r e n t s *  a t t r i b o t i b n s  of causes of c h i l d r e n ' s  problem 

behavionrgs, However, a brief examination of the Tapl in  ' c h e c k f i s t  
1 

i n d i c a t e s  that tbe item c o n t e s t  c o v e r s  p c h  d i v e r s e  areas a s  

prognosis; length of problem, e n ~ i r o n n e n t a l  infloences, 
\ 

dispositional causes, parental r e s p o n s i b i l i t y ,  discziplime, and 

cure .  T h e r e f  ore a. amalysis  of the psychometr i c  prope&ies - of . 

the Tapfin C h e c k l i s t  is needed, in order -eo a-s t h e  ability 
r 

of the T a p l i n  C h e c k l i s t  to  seasure parental a t t r i b u t i o a s -  
- -  - -  - - - - --- - 

The c o n c e p t u a l  context of the Taplin Checklist s u g g e s t e d  by 

the o r i g i a a l  d e r e l o p a e e t  and parpcse  of the questionnaire is 



I t h r e e f o l d :  (1) i t  was d e v e l o p e d  a t  a ceatgr using a 

beharioural-base& therapy and thus s h o u l l  weasare paremtal * 

substantial reseatch om parental a t t i t u d e s  t h a t  h a s  been l a r g e l y  

ignored'  by . t h e  parent-training research, ard 3 )  sioce it is 

i n t e n d e d  to focus or  p a r e n t s g  p e r c e p t i o n s  of causes of t h e i r  t 

c h i l d *  s b e h a v l o u r s  t h i s  i n v o l v e s  a t t r i b u t  ioa oesearcl 

literature, S i n c e  "studies af parents' attributions regarding 

their own c h i l d r e n  are  c o ~ s p i c i o o s l y  abseata (Beckmaa. 1976, p 
t 

212) , ' t h e  following brief r e v i e w  of the a b w e  'three r e s e a r c h  

weas i-' ke previ&e a e&sa& CeE -st*-- 

T h e  f irst  section p r o r i d e s  t b e  historical context of t h e  

T a ~ l i n  Checklist by d e s c r i b i n g  tbe o r i g i n a l  parpose and' - 

deve lopmen t  of t h e  measure,  T h e  second s e c t i o a  e x a m i n e s  t h e  role 
4 

of p a r e n t s  as behaviour therapists and t h e  need for c o n s i d e r i n g  

parental a t t i t u d e s  & an i m g o r t a n t  factor rhea - a c c o u n t i n g  for 

t h e  d i f f e r e n t i a l  success of parents i n  p a r e n t - t r a i n i n g ,  The 

t h i r d  s e c t i o n  b r i e f l y  rev iews  p a r e n t a l  a t t i t u d e  research: the 

d e f i n i t i o n  of t h e s e  a t t i t u d e s ,  t h e  t y p e s  of a t t i t u d e s ,  and t h e  

purpose behind  this research, The n e x t  a c t i o )  concerns the r o l e  

o f  patent attitude c h a n g e  i n  c o n j u n c t i o n  with t r e a t m e n t  of the 
6. 

c h i l d ,  A f i f t h  sectiorr b r i e f 1 0 1  describes a t t r i b u t i o n  t h e o r y  and  

d e s c r j b e s  t h e  research om t h e  deve lopmen t  o f  schemes to  
- - - - - - - - - - - - 

c a t e g o r i z e  t y p e s  of causal explanations, The s i x t h  sectjon 
- - - - - - - -- - 

d e s c r i b e s  research on parental, a t t r i b u t i o n s .  A sect i o n  

s n a ~ a r i z i n g  t h e  a b v e  areas is t h e n  provided, The f i n a l  s e c t i o n  



--4- d e s c r i b e s  the purp of t h e  p r e s e n t  stud yo 

The T a p l i n  Checklist (1971) grew out  of rork  a t  the O r e g o n  

social Learning Cemter (OSM) , Lagene, 0-. where s t a f f  

observed t h a t  t h e  families thm they dealt w i t h  a t t r i b u t e i t  t h e  

causes of t h e i r  c l t i l d * s  b e h a v i o w  probleas to a v a r i e t y  of 

sources, a During s e s s i o n s ,  workers eacpuntered  f ari l ies  who 

a t t r i b u t e d  the c h i l d ' s  problem to someth irg  inside t h e  c h i l a  

(disease, personal - a t t r i b u t e )  - as w e l l  a s  those uho s i m p l y  

i n d i c a t e d  that there was s o m t h i n g  wrong with t h e  child, rather 
s 

t h a n  unders tand ing  the  problem k h a k i o u r  as part of the f a m i l y a s  

i n t e r a c t i o n  style, These c h i l d - a t t k i b u t i o g s  were felt t o  b e  an 
\ 2- 

i rpc l r tant  factor i n  t h e  p o t e n t i a l  t h a t  the f a d l i e s  had in b e f a g  + 

s u c c e s s f n ~  i n  changing the c h i l d ' s  beba+iour. Since the OSLC 
! 

p a r e n t - t r a i n i n g  programne marks from a child-management approach 
-4- 

based on s o c i a l  learning p r i n c i p l e s ,  i t  was thought  important to  

identify ,those f a  es t h a t  could b e s t  use this appraach, I t  

became important  t o  d i f f e r e n t i a t e  between t h o s e  f a n i l i e s  who see 

themselves as a i a c b r  i n  the problem ( s i t u a t i o n a l  o r i e n t a t i o n ) ,  

from t h o s e  whose attribution vas t h a t  the problem mas i n  /tarnal 1 

to  t h e  c h i l d  himself ( d i s p o s i t i o n a l  a r i e a t a t i o n ) ,  I t  was elt '1 
t h a t  p a r e n t s *  a t t r i b t i o a  of t h e  l o c u s  of the problem made a 

I T B e  imformation is this s e c t i o n  mas provided  by personal 
c o ~ ~ u n $ c a t i o n  tcitft Dr, John R e i d  at the QSLC, 



4 - 
t h a t  those families r h o  had the mimternal* oriertatioa might  n o t  

f i t  into a' programme tht 

r o d e l  of parent- t r a i u i n g ,  

t h e  problem is i n s i d e  the 

is foca-d t oward  a c h i l d - m a a a g e m e n ~  
k 

and  families uho believe the root o !!I 
c h i l d  ~ i g h t  s t a r t  out with some 

o p p o s i t i o a '  t o  t h e  OSLC pareat- t r a i a i n g  programre,  

The T a p l i n  C h e c k l i s t  u a s  dram up to s t u d y  I h i s  dimension 

( d i s p o s i t i o n a l  rs. situational) i n  the p a r e n t s *  a t t r i b u t i o n s  of 

t h e  causes of the c h i l d ' s  beharioar. It was suggested tbat  t h i s  

s e a s u r e  c o u l d  t h e n  be used t o  p r o v i d e  p r e d i c t i v e  i n f o r m a t i o n .  
'r 

One c o u l d  loot for a r e l a t i o n s h i p  be tweea  t h e  p a r e n t s '  

a t t r i b u t i o n  and their success i n  p a r e n t - t r a i n i n g ,  or  t h e i r  

s u c c e s s  i n  c h i l d  b e h a r i o a r  cmtcomes. Once t h i s  r e l a t i o n s h i p  was 

c l a r i f i e d  i t  c o u l d  t h e n  b e  used as a screeeimg d'erice. It w a s  

a l s o  s u g g e s t e d  that t h e  Taplin C h e c k l i s t  wonld p r o v i d a  r e l e v a n t  

clinical i n  f o r s a t i o n  about t h e  parentst i n i t i a l  a € t r X b a t i o a  

o ~ i e n t a t i o n  for  those therapists uho are t r y i m g  t o  charge the 

parents* a t t i t u d e s .  a s  Po rehand  b King (197% suggest: the 
i' 

measure c o u l d  b e  used as a p n - ~ o s t  i n s t r u m e a t  w h i c h  coald 

measure a t t i t u d e  change- The OSLC could see i f  t h e  
c. 

aay i n f  h e n c e  on  t h e  types of a t t r i b u t i o n s  made by  the prent s  

about t h e  causes of the c h i l d  * s problem behawioars ,  I n  summary, 

t h e  6 m g m  fociaf tsmaksy kcq& to -*-irr 

C ~ ~ s t  fer &€El? - tttpPeicti+e-+e&brry 8 - -- - 
( 2 )  screening d e v i c e ,  (3) cl i  a i ca l  i n f o r m a t i o n ,  and (4) therapy  

process i n f w m a t i o a ,  



R e s e a r c h  of t h e  last 1 5  years h a s  i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  t r a i n i n g  

patents as beharbor t h e r a p i s t s  is an ,affective treatmeat 

approach  far a o d i f y i m g  the b e h a r i o u r  probleas of children 

{Berkoritz 8 Graz iaao ,  1972; Johnson 5 Katz, 1973; O g D e l l ,  1974; 

A l t h o u g h  methods for seestaring child beharioaral malabjrrstment 

and e v a l u a t i n g  parent-  t r a i n i n g  ef fec tireness hare become more 

Graziano (1977) p o i l t s  oat z- 

mo systematic stody of the r e l a t i o a s h i p  betwen Gent 
c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  and t r a i a i a g  success-either tra in ing  of 
t h e  parent or t h e  parents* t r a i n i a g  of the' c h i l d - - h a s  
been conducted,  The  p a r a m e t e r s  for p r e d i c t i n g  h igh  amd 
low success p a r e n t s  a r e  yet t o  be  ideatified. [p. 274) 

One parent-training methob, hased m-sazial learning theaxg 

(Rotter, 1951; Rotter et a l , ,  1972). assumes t h a t  a c h i l d a s  
t 

behariours  are learned, and t h u s  c e n t e r s  oe the n a t o r e  of the 

f a m i l y  s y s t e a  t h a t  s e r v e s  to  i n d u c e  and ' m a i a t a i n  maladapt ive  

c h i l d r e n ' s  behavioors, The enphasis  i s  then on chang ing  the 

social e n r i r o n m a t  of *be c h i l d .  Given t h i s  v iew,  one goal of 

effective treatment is to t e a c h  tle t h e  f u n l a u a t a l  

concepts of c h i l d  aaM3-n t, This i n v o l r e s  h a v i n ~ t h e  parents  

a c q u i r e  t h e  d u a l  skills - - of g i v i n p  t a n g i b l a  and social 

reinfcrcement to the c h i l d  c o n t i a g e a t  on the prodac t ion  of 

pro-social behariours ,  and also app1yL.g miid p ~ n i s h m e a t  to 
# 



maladaptive behatioars,  T h i s  rethod necessarily i n v o l v e s  
-- -- - -  - -  

r e s t r u c t u r i n g  t h e  paremts p e r c e p t i o n s  of mwhatm c a t r o l s  th& 
% 

q h i l d e s  behariorrs, It focrrsses o = % e f p w  pamats develop a 

greater  uoderstanding of t h e  fac tors  that sene to miaforce and 
0 

m a i n t a i n  t h e i r  c h i l d 8 s  i n a p p r o p r i a t e  behav ioars  and t o  teach t h e  

p a r e n t s  effective -hods for systematical ly  p r o m o t b g  * s i r e d '  

behaviour- B y  doing so t h e  p a r e n t s  c h a n g e  their behaviour and 

tLes their child 0s b e h a ~ i o ~ r .  
\ 

r- 
9 

I n  s u c h  an approach, the parerts or o t h e r  key  soc ia l  
agents l i v i r g  w i t h  the c h i l d  are t a a g h t  skills aeceasar y 
to  reduce deviant behaviour and' increase &e a d a p t i v e  
forms of i n t e s a c t i o n .  (Patterstin. 1974, p. 142) 

2 - - - - - - - - - -- - - - -- - 
- 

There is e v i d  e that i a  t h e  success p a r a t s  have with 

9 .  

yi.. 
this method the s i n g l e  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  of p a r e a t a l  s k i l l s  a n d  

t r a i n i n g  d o e s  not t o t a l l y  account f o r  parerts* t r a i n i n g  success 
J 

- 1;. or child b e h a t i o u r  change- Studies w i t h i n  t h e  last decade 
i 

(Eyeberg 6 Johnson, 1939; Forehaad i Uiag, 1977; Pattersoa, Cobb 
hf & - 

6 Ray, 1973: ~ i c k a r d , '  Forehand. Wells, Griest 6 ~ l c i a h a m ,  1981; - 

#L q'* . , 
, Boss, 1974) h a t e  i d e n t i f i e d  tuo main factors i n v o l v e d  i n  paremts  B ,  

i; > 
, & , r e f e r r i n g  t h e i r  child fo r  p s y c h o l o g i c a l  help: the actual  r a t e  of 

i .  > + - A  * 
child m a l a d a p t i v e  behawioar ,  and  t h e  p a r e n t s *  p e r c e p t i o n s  of and 

a t t i t u d e s  t o w a r d  t h e i r  child. 

L o b i t z  6 J o h n s o n  (1975) suggest that aparent a t t i t u d e s  are 
b 

better  p r e d i c t o r s  of referral f a r  ps?chological  treatment t h a n  

a t t i t u d e s  may b e  a p s Z m & r y - g a - X  t h e r a p y  

(pa 106). Bore  importaatlr, when p o s i t i v e  behav ior  change 

m a i n t a i n e d  a t  follow-up occurs, parental a t t i t u d e  change is a l s o  
< 



t o  hare  b e e a  raiatained. In fact s o w  p a r e n t s  m y  not lack 

are i ~ f l s e n c i a g  t te reported  r a t e  of of2 problem belawioars w d  

therefore t h e i r  a t t i t u d e s  need to be chamgad (Pickard e t  a l . ,  

1981). The irportance of changing both *curnot be minimizedu 
I 

(Atkeson S Forelamb, 1978, p, 457). $s Karoly S n o s - t h l  (1977) 

point oat: 
, B 

Srehaps a trea t~8.t -package df r e c t e d  a t  reprogramrlag 
the p e r c e p t i o n s  (labels, a t  t i  toiles, values, 
expectancies,  e t c  ) of pW@ats ia colrbiaatf on w i t h  
s y s t e m a t i c  patent training would y i e l d  an even moce 
pwerf ~ g n t e r v e n t i o n  t o 0 2 l _ t ~ _ t _ h ~ ~ ~ ~ o r f  e n a t t  - - - beiag  -- ----- 
appl ied .  (p. -0)  

i 

T h e  emphasis on parental att i'tades in behavioural lp-based 

p a t e n t - t r a i n i n g  is ttot neu, Iit Rotterms (5973) description of 

nvironmental treatment of chi l d r e s  h e  suggests t h a t  a 
H 

satisfactory treatment of the child most inc lude  soma t m a t m e a t  

importance of t r e a t i n g  parepts  in conjunctiaa with t r e a t i n g  t h e  

child is reflected in his s ta te .& .w i thout  iavolvin<chaage ia 

p a r e n t a l  a t t i t t a d e s , . .  such aa accomplishment seems h i g h l y  

tmA&kelya (page 424)-  Phea he is describing bou to treat p a r e n t s  

be k e e p s  s tress ing t h e  role of attitudes. ?or example: 

S o . ~ _ t i s e s , A t  is trae t h a t  t h e r e  is a definite change i n  % 

p a r e n M a t t i t a d -  preceding the bringing of t8e child 
f o the c L i a k - o r 2 - 4  +-e 
l i k e l y  t o  perceive  chaages in the c h i l d  

a r e  i n  fact effects of t h e i r  oun already chaaged' 
b -  a t t i t u d e s .  (Botter, 1973, pp. 424-425) 



\ 
1 

Potter describes t h i s  positire a t t i tude  as u i l l i n g m s s  or 

problem children m-e, asscssedw (page 425). B is  da.cript%m of 

negative parental s t y l e s  iaclobes: (I) par-ts  who fulfil t h e i r  

needs for dominawon b~ c o n t r o l l i n g  tkir child, (2) pase~ts w h o  

are aot rddI to a c a p t  t h o  imgprtance of t h e  role their 

beiariour plala ia the c h i l d ' s  problem, and (3)  paremts rho are 

d Pbious aborrt tberrpiot  s a p p s t i - o m ~  These w z t i v e  ia 5 la- 
suggest the importance\ of a u t h o r i t a r i a o ,  dasimaa t, coat rol  and 

\ 

research d t L  parental a t t  ade i n s t r n . e a t s .  T 
The importance of p a r e e t a l  a t t i t u d e s  in  # o t t e r ' s  (1973) 

F 

theoretical perspective is most strongly s t a t e d :  

It do not mean to  intimate t h a t  face-to-face treatmeat 
0. 

of t h e  c h i l d  i s  of l i t t le  or a o  .aloe; me man o n l y  t h a t  
facs-to-face treatmeat of t h e  c h i U  which is not 
accompa*ied b~ cluages anpaceat& at&iLad_es _MJ~!M-- 
h i g u y  i&efficient and perhaps of no value.  (p, 426) 

In summary, p a r e a t a l  a t t i t a d w  are thought t a  plar an 

- i n t e g r a l  part in parent - tra in ing  success .  ' I n  order for pareats 

t o  change t h e i r  own beharioot aad their child's behario&s they 

aust perceive t h e i r  OUR i n f  heace on and c o a t r o ~  of t h e  

beharioars, Central to this task is for the p r e n t s *  a b i l i t y  to 

identify and change the causes of theix c U l d * s  behavioors.  It 

is clear =at IteiiEs ' 6 s c e p t  i casof~e~sitrilit 1 for t h e  

problem a a d a t t i t u d e s  toward c o n t r o l  of t h e  problelr w i l l  affect 

t h e  therapy process. Given t h e  importance of parental a t t i t u d e s ,  
- - - -  - 



them: 

The research or parertal a t t i t u d e s  cons oat of t h e  lraed to 

describe am3 predict m r e a t a l  inflee- o n  the c h i l d .  T&e bwgfc 

premise for d e v e l o p i n g  and w i n g  parental a t t i tude  n a s G s  is 

t h a t  s t a b l e  p a r 8 n t a l  persoaalit y c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  (called "reed 

e lements) ,  t h a t  are re l evant  to a p a r e n t s s  role, can p r d i c t  

* r e n t s *  behar ioar  toward their child, amdkam be .easured 

tbrough assessing parental a t t i t u d e s  (Schaefer 8 Bel l ,  1957). 

Fh is description of pareatal a t t i t u d e s  is coagraent vOth 

a a e n t a l  and neural state a€ readiresrr, orgamiz~d 
thtough experierw, e r e r t i a g . a  d i r e c t i r e  or d y ~ m i c  
imflueece upon the imdiribrul*~ respemse te a U  ob-jects 
and s i taa t ioas  w i t h  which it is  re lated (In Fishbein, M. 
(Ed.), 1967, p. 8),  

/ 

The p o i a t  is, parental a t t i t u d e s  are a m s i & r e d  t o  direct or 

infloeace t h e  parents*'reoponses to t h e i r  c h i l d r e r ,  

T h i s  gemetic d e f s n i t i o r  of pare \ a1 attitadas i n c l u d e s  

a t t i t a d i n a l  concepts =EL a ~ * . ~ u t i t m x i t a r i a &  (Beckar 6 Rfacj,  
- - - - - - -3 

1965). suppor t  iremess ( ~ i e g e l a & h  966) , r e s p q u i b i l i t y  (6ildea. 
- - - - - - - - 

G l i d e r e i l  L Aantor, 1961). discipline [Bau.riad, 1967). 

democcat ic  c o n t r o l  (Sclraefer 6 Bell, 1957), acceptance 
- -- - - -- - -  - 

#- 

10- 



' 8avkes 6 Gardener, 1957). ~ermissiremeso 

dirersi t y  of a ttit edes, the Paremt A t t i t u d e  Basearch Instrument 

[PABI)  (Schaef er 6 Bell, 1957, 1958) is t b e  most wfdely a s e d  , 

measure, be ing  ased  ia over 80% of t h e  research s t u d i e s ,  The 

research  with the PAP1 Pas t a k e n  tu-o directiorts. first, tbqre  is 

a series of sTttdieo eriul'niag the pspchometfXc priijj€%:es of t h e  
I 

P A B L  Second, there is a d i v e r s e  group of s t u d i e s  assassiag the 
- .  

and treatment changes. Only a few of t h e  issues in this research 
4 

are  discussed .  p- 

f he f i r s t  p s y c b o a e t r i c  problem w i t h  parecktal a t t i t n d a  

wasores, and s p e c i f i c a l l y  t&e PARX, is that t h e  scales and 

gaestionnaire i t e m s  rereals t h e t e  is a mix of those item * 

pertaining t o  parental pacticws or beharioosq and t h o s e  

s p e c i f i c a l - l y  f acusing on at-tit6des, PisUefa  8 A jzer (1 975) 

d i s t i n g a i s b  be tman  a t t i t u d e s ,  brli"\:.d behario.r.l 

in tent io l t s ,  which  corr-po~d to t h e  dfffererces betwar a f fec t ,  

cognit ion,  alrd ccmatior. A t t i t o d e s  refer to fovorrablr or 

aaf alrorrrable eralaatioms te-g., feel ings)  of an ob jut, Beliefs 

include opinions aad knowledge aborrt am objec t  (s,g,, 

at tribates) . B&aviuaral irte a o a s  refers to t h e  persos8s 



cerebral pa l sy ,  m~ogol ism) .  This err ple highlights t h e  f a c t  t 
+ tht t h e  l a c k  o f  p o s i t i v e  results i n  t h i n  rasearch conld be  a 

rssalt of hypotheses tht do aet s p e c f f i y  particalar effects 

narelrtal- 

T b r e  h a s  b e e m  corsidet.ble remccl do- or the  factot 
3 

Ieedkan. 1963; Cross C Kauri, ,1968; D e B m c k ,  1967; j&ekls. 

1962; S c h l o d e r u u  c & k a d r r u a r ,  19?0*, ~ W D D .  I97+, 1977; 



= 

ekere are so eorsistsr€ pesieiw results Z i r L i m ~  OLRI a€tit~&fp. 

e s p e c i a l l y  these facters, to c h i l d  ad justremt omqbammtal . + 

specific bsharioars, but.tLfs &as bees depreciated by same 

1 

1971). 6emral attitadas touacd child-searirg a q  rot be high11 

related to parental  behwioux. What is iadicated, as tledinaus 

(1963a) mentioar, is t h a t  it is better to examhe specific 

diwmional  

aote recemt research, which h a s  considered t h i s .  problem, 

Harslrtls, Dabaroski 6 Clotts, 1974). 

However, despite t h e  enormous amqant of tesearch on 

parental attitudes them still are a mmbsr of issees ta be 

parental practices and c i f l d  bebarioar still r-d to be 

clari f ied,  Do g l o b a l  attitudes hare a d i f f e r e n t  impact os c h i l d  
- - - - -- -- - - - -- - -- - -- - -- - - - - - - - - - - -- 

behawioars than do specific a t t i t u d e s ,  and what a te  these 
2 

\ 



show chag6s orer t iae corpsred to tLorre attlitadssd t h a t  do wt 

chaw @bat factotr or emmts mad to psobnce siifta i a  pammt 

attitad-? At t h i s  point ,  it isatill  t h e  p d m e  focus in this 
r 

research to eramire how pafic-r a t t i t a d e s  i n f l a e a c e  tbe 

d e r o l o p m n t  df certai n child behvioors. 

u 1 

The coaoidentioa of the to le  pareatal attitudes p l a y  i m  

pareatal a s t i t u d e r  u e  prcqaostic  indexes  ia c l i n i c a l  w o r L  w i t h  

c h i l d r e n ,  Shober [1949) io his classic stady assess ing  parental 
* 

a t t i t o d e s  ia relatioa to, child a d j u s t t e n t  eoted thY: { l )  

clinical work Bad shorm that  t h e r a p i s t s  smst 6etarrri.e the 

riecessrry to fimd the areaability of certaia  attitudes for 

clasge through r e r t d m h g  parut . .  AltLoogh there has b a a  a' 

large r o l e t e  of tesearch em prrsatal attiaodcrs, t h e  esamkeation " 

of t h e  importance of prestal attitdrs td treatmat is far from 



The pareat-trahimg research literptore soggests this is a 

f r u i t f u l  area to stud; and there h a s  L e v  so- imdicatioa of a 
- -- -- - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - 

p o s i t i v e  relation b e r e e n  parent a t t i t u d e  ciaage and s u c c e s s f u l  

interteetios, S t d i e s  e r a i i a i n g  tbe  effects of the  Adletiaa 
* 

approach to f a m i l y  edmcation ( H i a l r l e ,  Arnold, Croake & K e l l e r ,  

1980). Parent Bf fectiremss Trainhg ( B i t c h d l  tS HcUarris, 1977) 

$ axid grotsporieated approaches .to ;rent e d r a t i o n  (Yul f  6 

7 i t h  t h e  ef fectirerress of retraining and re-educating parents-  
9 

The following 1s a brief review of s t u d i e s  that either mntioa 
-- --- - -- -- ----- -- 
- - - - 

-- - 

change ia ,parental attitudes or attempt ta measure change i n  

re latioe to  p a r e n t - t r a i n i n g  ar treatment of t h e  'child. 

- Studies t h a t  have found significant d i f f e r e n c e s  between 

parent-training groups gpd coatrols, o t  pme-post t r a i n i n g  

irportant: acceptance of dfaqaos i s ,  increased syapathy and 

o p t i l F s ~ ,  and changes in goal orientations and expectations 

(Appell ,  Q i 1 l i a . s  6 Fiazhel l ,  1964) ; i n c r e a s e d  parents* 

coaf idence  in t h a r s e l v e s ,  coocern for t k i r  d i l d  amd acceptarrce 

of t h e i r  children [ E e t e f u r d  Parent At t i tude  Sontf  (EPAS) and 

PAP I) ( L i l l i b r i d g e ,  1972) : imcreaaed metual paretmt-child 

attitodes (Ster., 1974; Hinkle  et a l , ,  1980)- White (1975) amd 



PAR1 and the SPAS , r e s p e c t i v e l y ,  betoeen parent-training and 

attitudes measured by tbe BfAS ( V o g e X ,  1975; Koaaleushi, 1976; 

A Pairbank, 1977). Sirridge (1975) fomd a behaiioar rod5fication 

training programme r e s u l t e d  in parents developing sore 

i n f l e x i b l e  and conserratire at t i tades  toward global statements 

may hare an effect om t h e  snccess of changing paremtal at t i tudes 

and the t y p e s  of at t i tudes changed [ I • ÷ i t c h e l l  8 8cilaais, 1977: 
-- - - - - - - -- -- 

P e a r l s t e i n ,  1976; H a l f  B Bartenstein, 1980). 5 t  would seem that 

differences in treatrent goals and methods of remediation, 

hating iaplicit differences in awhatw they see as the problem, 
' 

would hare d i f f e r e n t  expectat ions  as to the impartant parental 

at t i tades  seeding-cBas4ge. Borrerer, the  useof the PABI aad t h e  

BPAS . ay  mask finding positive p a r e n t a l  attitude & a g e .  It is 

L d i f  f i c a l t  for instrumeats t h a t  measure g e n e ~ a l  parent a ttf tad- 

and tethodologies t h a t  use a scattergnn approach to f i n d  

specific a t t i t  ade chaege. 
I ,4w 

Judson 8 Burden (1980) hgve focassed OR this problem. They 
t 

- * *. - * * - -  a 

M parental respoases to t ear aaaarcap pea car~area [e. g.L. 

embarassmest,  g u i l t ,  need t o  blame otSors, overprutectior, l a c k  



L. 

s u c h  a s  t h e  PAR1 could be  insensitive t o  mea-ring 
* 

t pro ject-specific attit_rrda-changes; theinmm~htentamsstbe 

highlights t h e  aeed for context-specific a t t i t u d e  mearums and 
4 

fulfils a need 18 regard t o  the n e g l e c t e d  area of changes in 

parental a t t i t u d e s  (Judson & Burden, 1980)- 

In research examining the r e l a t i o n  of pareat a t t i t u d e  
- - - -- -- 

change to behavioar modification patent-training, the consensas 

is tha t  parent-training results i n  saccessf u l  pa ren ta l  a t t i t o 4 e  

Boseathal ,  1977; Patterson,  Cobb 6 Bay, 1973; Peed, Robe t t s -8  

Forehand, 1977 ; Tavormioa, 1975) , I t  is i a p o r t a n t  to note that 

attitude change is defiaed as the p a r e n t s  p e r c e i v i n g  the c h i l d  

as less aalad j a s t e d ;  it measures changes  (decreases) in pZ&*mtsw 

percept i  o m s  o f  n e g a t i v e  ch=d BehaVi OUTS. - T h e P t u o  i n s t r u ~ d t s  

esed ia this research, the B e c k e r  Bipolar Adjective (1960) and 

t h e  - Parent At t i tude  T e s t  (PAT) (Cowen, Huser, Beach 6 Rappapqrt, 
b 

1970) are considered attitadiaal by t h e s e  researchers  because 
B 

they do not direct11 sample problem behaviours ,  as i n  parents 

count ing  the f teqnency .of a particnlar beharioar (e-g., 

aoncorpliance). Although these i n s t r u m e n t s  seem t o  include an 
- - - - - - - - - - -- 

e v a l u a t i v e  component, t h e  primary focus is on pareotsg 
- - - - 

p e r c e p t i o n s  of c h i l d  cbaracterist ks, t h a t  is, parents  a r e  
- 

another o b s e r v e r  of child-based data. 



Tarormima (2975) assessed t h e  r e l a t i  v e  ef fectiremss of . 
behavioral  v e r s u s  - reflective - group counsal l iag with parents of 

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

m e n t a l l y  r e t a r d e d  c h i l d r e n  usimg a number of oatcore measures 
- A - 

including t h e  H P U ,  bebav ioura l l y -based  instruments, a n d  

p o s t - t r e a t m e e t  eraloations ( P a t t e r s o n  E Beid, 1973). On t h e  

EPAS, only the causation scale showed a s i g n i f i c a n t  treatment by 

t e s t i n g - p e r i o d  in teract ion ,  Parent-  t r a i a i n g  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  

increased t h e  parentsn perceptions of themselres pf ayf eg an 
- -- - - -  - 

important  r o l e k i n  the &f=raiba tion of the c h i l i t  'il 5@liSW6tir; 
+ - 

Tarormina suggests t h a t  t h e s e  "mothers felt tha t  t h e y  g a i n e d  

less h e l p l e s s  ia+affectiag what t h e  c h i l d  d i d m  (p.28) .  This 

highlights a specific a t t i t u d e  change i n  relation to treatment 

t h a t  would be e x p e c t e d  in t h a t  type of program=. since o n  t h e  

o t h e r  measures t h e  b e h a v i o r a l  parent - t ra in ing  showed s u p e r i o r  

changes  i n  parents ,  p e r c e p t i o n s  of cause and t h e -  childms and t h e  

pareat's behaviour change is sot reported. 

T h e  a l o v e  research i n d i c a t e s  a var i e ty  of p a r e a t a l  

a t t i t a d e s  found to champ uidgPparent - tra in ing .  Borerer. 

alt bough Athere are generally p o s i t i v e  results, no consistent 
P \ 

pat tern  emerges  to identify focal pareatal a t t i t u d e s .  There is 

-- - 

r e s t r u c t u r e d .  If p a r e n t a l  e t t i t a d e s  are im~or taa t  i n  

gareat-traiaing, a s  Botter a n d ' o t b e x s  posit, t h e n  t h i s  u o y l d  

i n d i c a t e  a reassessment of the t y p e s  of p a r e n t a l  a t t i t a d e s  t h a t  
a 



are beigg a s s e s s e d  for change. 

I n  social psychology, a t  tribetiom theory a s s u p s  that  

people are i m t e r e s t e d  i n  the  causes of t h e  h h a v i o n r  of self and 

otbgrs. T b i s  i s  increasingly important in c l o s e l y  ia terdepeaden t 

relat ions,  s u c h  as t h o s e  i n t o l v i a g  spouses,. children, parents - 
- - - - - -  

and friends, -- - We a c t $ + - e l ~  elrgage i n  u n d e r s t a n d b ~ g _ t h a _ a c ~ t ~ ~ ~ ~ - a f ~ -  - 

o p h e r s ,  aad t h i s  i n c l u d e s  determining why a Ferson acts  as he 

a c t i o n  b u t  also it b e l p s  as p r e d i c t  f o t u r e  actions, T h i s  

a t t r i b u t i o n  process ( L e e  , assigning a cause to.  t h e  a c t i o n )  

r e s u l t s  in one of two bas% modes: e i t h e r  we a t t r i b u t e  actio)s 
I 

to s i t u a t i o n a l  factors, or we a t t r i b u t e  t h e  a c t i o n s  t o  persoaal 

d i s ~ o s i t i o n s  of t h e  actor ,  T h i s  a t t r i b u t i o n  is s y s t e m a t i c a l l y  
- - - - - - - - - - - - 

- -  - 
- 

b i a s e d  according t o  an a c t o r - o b s e r v e r  differeace, i n  which 

actor* tend to a t t r i b t t t e  their behariours to sit-oational 
d 

f a c t o r s ,  while observers a t t r i b u t e  a c t i o n s  t o  personal 

d i s ~ o s i t i o n s  of the actor: (Jones 8 lisbett, 1971). 

Pro. t h e  a t t r i b u t i o n  theory perspective t h e  focas is on t h e  

p e r c e i v e d  c a u s e s  of behaviours ,  n o t  oa the areal" causes of t h e  

behariour r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  of personal c h a r a c t e t i s t  ics 

fd i sposkt iomf  attsitmtiua) or m~roameataf factors 



( s i t u a t i o n a l  a t t r i b u t i o n ) ,  i d  (2) are t h e  causes of the 

beharioqr uader t h e  i n d i v i d  oal* s control. The f irst  mlocatesm 

Theoretical a t teapts  t o  classif p attributions s t a r t e d  wi th  

Eeider (1958) uho p e r c e i v e d  causes of outcomes as beirg due t o  

either an QeffectFwe personal forcew ( e i t h r  ability or effort) 
C 

or an meffectire situational f orcem ( e i t h e r  task d i f f i c u l t y  or 

Ueiner ,  Frieze, Aukla, Reed, Rest E Bosenbaum (1971) om two 

dimens ions :  stable r e r s a s  u n s t a b l e ,  and p e r s o n a l  versus 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

situational, Jtoseabaum (1972) added a t h i r d  dimensiox 

i n t e n t i o n a l  mrsas uainteational a c t i o n s ,  t h u s  adding  the n o t i o n  

of r e s p o n s i b i l i t y ,  Eeiaer, B u s s i l l  ti Lena (1978) n o t e  t h a t  the 

three d i a e n s i o n s  are no longer orthogonal, for' example' 

intentions lit1 fdplie e i n s t a b i l i t  1. 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- --  

Host a t t r i b a t i o a a l  research h a s  s i m p l y  used Heider8s four 

categories, and the t u o  d i a e n s i o e s  that describe them, t o  

e x p l a i n  e v e n t s ,  Houeret, some research has f o c u s s e d  on t h e  

categories or types of a t t r i b a t i o a a l  caases t e a t  a r e  used to 

e x p l a i a  belarioor, Prieze (1976) f o d  t h a t  there  c,la be a 

r a r i e t p  of causes used t o  expla in  a s i t u a t i o n .  Ueiaer, R u s s e l l  E 

categorized c o u p l e s *  a t t r i b u t i o n s  of self and partaerts 

botavfottr itto 32 typed of causal  eqfaIsatixnrs p t o o p a t - h t e  13 



broad classes that c o ~ l d  be  described by t h e  d imnsions  of 

S a b i l i t ~ ,  - locus - - - -  of problei, - - istestiomaU t j  ard focus. Bedwar 

i n  c o n t r i b u t i n g  t o  a particalar childas schoul problems, 

In e x a d n i a g  the types of causal categories used t o  e x p l a i n  

these d i f f e r e n t  s i t o a t i o n s  it is clear t 2 t a particular list is 

n o t  in tended  t o  be a l l  inclusive for a l l  s i t u a t i o n s .  30 fact 

there are o f t e n  0 t h ~  - perceived - causes -- of - ptcores  t h a t  are 0 8 ; l ~  
- L -- A L - - 

a p p r o p r i a t e  to  a g ive .  ~ r t i c u l a r - s i t u a t % o 8  aid to  those 

b 
i a r o l r e d .  Uhat is e v i d e n t  is t h e  import iat  poimt that t h e  domain 

a c t i o n  c o n t e x t ,  In refaremce t o  tbe p r a A n t  study: variables 

relevant to the c h i l d , .  the parent, and the problem--behawioar 
Y 

s i t u a t i o n -  

Another i a p o r t a a t  a s p e c t  of these s t u d i e s  is t h a t  the 

attribution s t u d i e s  are not aluajs  analogoos to the types of 

in format ion  'used t o  e x p l a i n  events by people  im everyday 

s i t u a t i o n s  (Frieze, 1976) , The prime emphasis is on ~ n a i r e ~  

explanat ioas ,  of behav iou ,  This is seen i n  Se lby ,  Calhotm 6 

Johnson (1977) who were i n t e r e s t e d  i n  the perceived causes u s e d  

by naive obsecrers t o  explain psychological problems. T h i s  is 
- - - - - - , - - - - - - - -. - - - - - - 

a l s o  s e e n  in orris et al. (1976). where t h e i r  purpose w a s  to map 
- - - - - - - - - - 

aat~tored c a a s a l  a t t r i b a t i o n a l  c o n f l i c t s  of c o u p l e s  (i. e, , 
d i f f e r e n t  e x p l a n a t i o n s  of the  saae event). They wanted to saaple 

- - - - - -  - 

\ 

t h e  doaain of tbe layrangs caoeal repertoire, to find * t h e  t p p e s  



- 
of causes the  layra uses t o  expla in  beharioar,.,a k ind  af dator 

t 

1976, page 354). 
- -- - - - 

Selby, Calhoan 6 Johason (1977) p r e s e ~ t  t h e  b e s t  s t r d y  t h a t  

bas a t t e m p t e d .  to idemtif  y the major categories fat causal 

explanat ions  of psychological problems that are u s e d  by t h e  

layman. TBey aote *bat t h e  importance and i n t e r e s t  in 

(Selby et al., $977, p. 291). They factored a pool of 5 2  
d 

psychological  pr ob less, Them included ps ychoripamics, 

b io log ica l ,  situational, - child-rearring, iaterpersoeal strain, 

personality d i s p o s i t i a m s ,  and l ife crises factors. Respanses 

ranged along a s i x - p o i n t  scale measrrrimg co&ibutiam of t h e  

a n a l y s i s  resulted i n  fire factors accounting for 30.21 of t h e  

tariaoce: I, persaaal characteristics, XI. orgamic ca-es, I X I .  

natural  disasters, I V .  f amilyjmarital crises, ard V. childhood 

and f a a i l y  c o n d i t i o n &  T kse sepre&nt d i s t i r t  groups of caures 

of p s y c h o l o g i c a l  problems. These factors caa be aescribed in 
, 

reference to t h e  frameuorl of attr ibtt t iaa  theory: a dimeasiop of 

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  (I) represents the iateraal atttibatiolr , while  ' 



represeat the erprnal and of the  'dimasion. Per8aoa.l 

disasters X I  and f ar i ly frat i ta l  crises (XV) r e p r e s e n t  

unstable  causes, They suggest t h e  use of t h e s e  two dimensions,  

w i t h  the categories 'of caoses, to classif  1 tk e t i o l o g y  of 

psychological  problems, They a l so  s ~ g g e s t  that t h e s e  factors 
1 \ P 

hare a d i f f e r e n t i a l  iapact an strategies fox behgxiour choge, 

t h e  categories of caoses i d e n t i f h d  i; tUs 8 t . d ~  would 
seem p o t e n t i a l l y  f r u i t f  ol areeues for stodies coaceraed 
w i t h  c o u u r i t y  a t t i h d e s  aad conflicts~ involriag the 

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

d z h e r y  of poychological help and Fcirl cha.98- Sac l  
- research might enhance rffectireaess A m  progr-aa planning 

and comraoaity education (Selby et al, ,, 1977, p. 291) 
\ 

There are three impottut points sugg&ed by the above 

research. First, t h e  list of attribotioms t h a t  can be used t o  

e x ~ l a i e  a sitaatioe i s  specific to t h e  cOatext. Second, ~ o o d  

the n a i v e  participants t o  t b e  s i toat ion i n  order to explore  t h e  

domain of causal categories t h a t  calr be used in a spec i f i c  

context.  f i n a l l y ,  these caasal categori cao be derrcribed i n  
V 4 

- terms of attributioa tbeorf by d i m n s i o e s  sach a s  



Zhsae  s t m d i e s  hare been done &at attern* to Beasore 

p a s e n t  a1 a t t r i  but ions  of t h e i r  c h i l d r e a s '  problems. However, two b 

of! the studies Lave s e r i o u s  methodolog ica l  flaws t h a t  e d i a i a i s h  

p a r e n t s q  p e r ~ & ~ t i o n s  of the scurcp of a childms behariour 

used the Source of Ptoblem Quest iondire  (SOP), which is a 

leasure  of parenta l  perceptions of t h e  causal locus of t h e i r  a? 
ic. 

' : *  

child's problems, The SOP s t a t e s  i n  t h e  f n s t r u c t i o n s :  , r 

r 

C h i l d r e n * ~  problems ariae form many sources. They may pe ' 
due to heredity g e n e t i c  factors, difficulties between 
p a r e n t s ,  b r a i n  in jury, traumatic exper i eacas ,  i n b o r n  

- - - 

t e m p e r a n t ,  parents w i t 3  eid5 -1 7iXf f i c a I t i e s  a 6iiap- -- 
s c h o o l  s i t u a t i o n ,  etc, (Harris 8 Hathas ,  1973, p. 182) 

Parent s  are asked to  write dorcn their persona& evaluation of the 

source of t h e i r  childes problem, The responses are t h e n  ra ted  by 
'*. 

judges i n t o  either a n  External  or Iateraal category, Interna l  i s  

d e f i n e d  a s  r e f e r r i n g  t o  the-parental r e l a t i o n s U - p  or to 

characteristics of t+e pareats .  E x t e r n a l  ( to  t k e  p a r e n t )  is 

defined as causes which are physical  ox i$trfadc t o  the , c h i l d  

-, self). Harris b Bathan suggest that c h i l d - r e a r i n g  strategies are 

a result of the parents LOC, P a r e n t a l  
4 

parent s  h a 1  uith a cbil&%~-behmiuur 

26 

LOC extends  to  t h e  way 

probters. Tntemaf Tareats 



. 
v - n, 

%. --- - - - -- - - - - - - - - - 

viewed c h i l d  b e h a v i o a ~  as a d i r e c t  ci%iiueii%6f their 
5 

2-- pareatLag b e h a r i o u r ,  r h i  m EX t e r n d l  pazmts rfewed cbiPd 

beharidur to be o u t s i d e  of t h e i r  parenting effort& Ihee ler 'a lso  

found t h a t  mothers Sop o r i e n t a t i o n  uas r e l a t e d  t o  treatmat 

o r i e n t a t i o n ,    others with a n  extexnal  SOP e x p e c t e d  

c h i l d - f  ocussed t r e a t m e n t  ; i n t e r n a l  SOP mothers expected 

f a r i l y - f o c o s a e d  treatseat, If t h e  muther permires her  ova 

iafhmace oe, or  respoasibilf t y  for, tbe 'child's p ~ a b l e r  tbea 

t h i s  i n d i c a t e s  that she u i l l  be r e c e p t i v e  of a family-  o r i e n t a t e d  

treatment. 
- - - -- - - - - -- - - - - - - - - -- -- - -- -- - -- 

- - - - 

One problem with t h e  SOP s t u d i e s  is that the 

i n t e r n a l - e x t e r n a l  o r i e n t a t i o a ,  as they & f i n e  it, i s  j u s t  an 

e x t e n s i o n  of , t h e  LOC def i n i a o n ,  T h e r e f o r e  t h e s e  are not buo 

i n d e p e n d e n t  variables, Rotter (1975) makes t h e  p o i a t  t h a t  LOC is 

n o t  a t r a n s i t n a t i o n a l  p e r s o n a l i t y  t r a i t  a q d  t h a t  e x p e c t a ~ c i e s  of 

p e r m &  eestz ef ma pl - ~ g c  4s- 4if f e ~ e a C r r . r w .  B e w . s e  f19Qt-- -- - 
- 

would sa g e s t  t h a t  t h e  r e l a t i o n  of  LOC to a t t r i b u t i o n s  i s  n o t  3 
straig  htf orrard; t h a t  i n t e r n a l - e x t e r m a l  LOC does n o t  directly 

c o r r e s p o n d  t o  i n t e r n a l - e x t e r n a l  a t t r i b u t i o n s .  Tn t h e  above  

s t u d i e s  the p a r e n t s *  LOC a n d  a t t r i b u t i o n  of t h e  p r o b l e s  d o  . . 

correlate because t h e s e  researchers hare defined t h e  

a t t r i b u t i o n a l  l o c u s  i n  direct terms of pareats* l o c u s  of 

c o n t r o l .  x 
- - - - - - - - - - - -- -- pp - 

Phis problem is further h i g h l i g h t e d  by the fact t h a t  t h e  
- - - 

source of the c h f l d e s  p r o b l e a  is d e f i n e d  in refere8ce 

parents and  n o t  to t h e  ch i ld .  An internal orieatiltiar 

t o  t h e  

refers to 



or: cbaractezistic of the c h i l d ,  1s fact t@ fist af causal 
* ,. d * --. 

a t t r i b o t i o a s  iadicat ire  of aa external o r i e n t a t i o n  i n c l d e  5 

person-based a t  tr ibat  ioas  d e s c r i b e d  a s  internal a t t r i b o t i o a s  i n  

other stadies. 

Another problem o i t h  t8e SOP s t a d i e s  is -at the 

i n t e r n a l - e x t e r n a l  di*asi_oa of t h e  SOP has capf ouaded stabiMt1,  

c o a t r o l  and responsibility w i t h i n  t h i s  one d i r e n s i o n ,  U f t h i a  the 

external SOP t h e  causes of m b r a i n  damgem and *lea~aed problemsu 
-i 

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

y a r e  expected  t o  dZFfer i n  terms of t h e  stability of t h e  causes, 

In fact, tbe exterwl c i t e g o r y  h a s  inc luded bath p o l e s  of the - 

biosocial-social learning caasal dimensioq (Pariaa, P i s h e r ,  

Getter 6 Fischer,  1978), and these two perceived causes (braig 

damage and learned ~roblers) h a v e  v e r y  d i f f e r e n t  affects on a 

(e, g, , blame or s t igra  a t t a c h e d )  personal or ather peoples 

problems (Parina et a l , ,  1978; Fisher 6 F a r i n a ,  1979). An 

in terma1  orieatati  on may i n c l u d e  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  for t h e  problem 

but  not control, P a r e n t s  may feel t h e y  s h o u l d  be tssponaible f o r  

t h e  problem 

c o n t r o l  over 

but a l s o  feel t h e y  h a t e  no c o p t r o l ,  or they m y  have - - 

t h e  childss behavioar bat feel that the child 

should b e  responsible (e. g., s e l f - d i r e c t e d ) ,  P i m a l l y ,  i t  is 

6 0 t 6 ~ ~ s o n a l  .(em g., learned. problem) and s i t u a t i o n a l  (e-g., 

peers in f l rrence ,  school effects) factors. Ubat is needed i s  to 



a t t i b o t i o n a l  di.ensioas"?bi& sboclld be don&-t.ms of canses. 
= 

- "- * 
i n t e r n a l  or e x t e r n a l  t o  the c h i l d ,  

Cur ry  B Uright (1980) focus  aa t b e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  of adults 
LI 

p e r c e p t i o ~ s  of t h e  l o c u s  of problem to their r e c o m e n d a t i o n s  for 
+ 

t r e a t m n t ,  using stories d e s c r i b i n g  dif fereat b6ha+iotual " .  
- 

problems of c h i l d t e a  (e. g., f i g h t e r  vs. swplifter) , TBef f miid  z - - . - 
a s i g n i  f i c a n t  correla tioa between rat ings  of a person-based 

locas of t h e  problem w i t h  recommendations of a person-based 

' abstract a t r i b u t i ( o n s  in to  caacrete recommetdations* (Curry  6 5 
uriglrt, 1980, p, I O U ) ,  They s u g g e s t  the r e l a t i o n  betueea 

\ L 

I 

recommendatioas amd problea 4ocas coald b e  due t o  the t ?' 
3 

recommendations be ing  forced i n t o  a str ac tared i n t e r n a l - e x t e r r r a l  f 
.A 
G& A, 

c o n c e p t  by t h e  format  of t h e  responses. A s  foand ~ 5 t h  t h e  SOP ' .7 
- - -  - - - - -  - - -  - - - * a 

d LOC r e l a t i o n ,  t h e  r e l a t i o n  between locus of problem and 

t r e a t m e n t  iq coafoapded  by  t h e  fact that the ~ e s p o a d s l a t s '  

r eca rmenda t ions  are pre-def ined  in terms of a n  i n t e r n a l - e x t e r n a l  ?! 3 
F 
4 

dimension, A relation betweem t r e a t m e n t  recommendation and 1 
a t t r i b u t i o n  type is expec ted ,  but  i n  t h e  above c i t e d  uses the 4 

3 x 
+? 
% 

i a l i d i t y  of t h i s  remains to be demons t ra ted  (Carry S Wright, 
, .-s f 

f 

1980). 
H 



fm p a r e n t  - t ~ a i . i \ ~  r e s e a r c h  h a s  i n d i c a t e d  pare. ta 1 at t i t a d e s  

are  r e l a t e d  t o  t h e  cause, ~ i r r t a i n e n c e  and i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  of 

c b i l d  maladjostmsm t, Secondly,  t h e  t h e o r e t i c d  b a s i s  of 

p a r e n t - t r a i n i n g  suggests that parents' a t t i t u d e s  are important 

i n  t h e  success t h a t  parents have i n  c b a g i n g  their c h i l d e s  

maladj~sted beiarioftrs. Piaa i l2y ,  researchers eraluatiag 

p a r e n t - t r a i n i n g  programmes are searching for specific parental 

attitudes that a c c o u n t  for paremt and c h i l d  behariour change, 
i \ '. 

#e f - -&he tyees a- gamaktal attims -t-Ibt&er ---- - - 

t 1373) , P a t t  e r s o a *  s p r o g r a m e  of p a r e n t a l  training (Pat tersom, 

Beid, Jones 6 Conger, 1975) and  o t h e r  p a r e n t  t r a i n i n g  studies 

suggest are i m p o r t a a t ,  is s imi lar  t o  t h e  c o n s t r u c t s  i a v o l r e d  i a  

h e l p i n g - p r o f e s s i o n a l s  * a t t r i b a t  ions. of c a u s e s  of c l i e n t  

problems. fopel aad'  A r k o w i t z  (1977) d i r e c t l y  refer t o  tbe 
1 - - - - -  

, C 
impor t ance  of c l i e n t s  a t t r i b u t i o n s  i n  t r a i n i n g  them as 

t h e r a p i s t s ,  as in programmes sach as those of P a t t e r s o n  and 

G a l l i o n  (1960). Bugeatal ,  Uhalen & f l imker (1977) recognized t h e  

importance of the a t t r i b a t i a n s  of t h e  p a r t i c i p a n t s  i n  behav ioa r  
- '+ "a/ 

change p r o g r a m e s ,  i n  o r d e r  to aarimize chaqge, T h i s  suggests 

t h a t  for p a r e n t - t r a i a i n g  i t  is n e c e s s a r y  t o  consider and 

i d e n t i f y  parents* a t t r i b u t i o n s  f n o r d e r  t o  modify the prograsme 

In sDite_af_f be i m -  of-9 the na-e of \ 

p a r e n t - c h i l d  r e l a t i o n s ,  i n  the l i t e r a t u r e  last 80 years, 



F 

mstadies  of p a r e n t s *  a t t r i b u t i o n s  regarding the ir  own c h i l d r e n  
- - - - - - - - - - 

are conspicuously a b s e n t *  (BeckDan, 1976, p- 212). P a r t  of t h e  
-- -- - - - - -- - 

problem is t h a t  t y p e s  of p a r e n t a l  a t t r i b u t i o n s  hare n o t  been 

described, What is aeeded is a measure of parental a t t r i b u t i o a s  

of child b e h a r i o m .  

EQu?ssqf-- 

Research has indicated t h a t  it  is i m p o r t a n t  t o  assess the 
c. 

r e l a t i o n  between p a r e n t a l  a t t r i b u t i o n s  of cause of child 
+c-- . 

b e h a r i o p r ,  the child behavioar a n d  th* p a r e n t  _ t_ r_ea t~en t  of the- -- -- 

c l i l d ,  There hare been few studies and n o  instruments t h a t  

d i r e c t l y  assess t h e  p a r e n t s *  a t t r i b u t i o n s  of c a u s e s  of t h e  

child's p r o b l e a  b e h a r i o a r s ,  The  T a p l i n  Checklist uas ~~~~~~~d 

t o  meet t h e  need f o r  t h i s  type of measure, The purpose of t h e  . 

presea t  study t h e n  is t o  do a s y s t e a a t i c  a i t a l y s i s  of t h e  T a p x i n  
- -- - -- 

C h e c k l i s t  ,- 
'-4 

T h e  s u b j e c t s  in t h e  present study were parents r h o  had a - 
c h i l d  i n  a t r e a t m e n t  program% fleduay (1979) s t r e s s e d  t h e  

isportance of i n  v i r o  stdies, and F i e d l e r  (1982) has  i n d i c a t e d  

that ~ a r e n t s '  a t t r i b u t i o n s  of t h e i r  own c h i l d r e a s *  b e h a w i o u r s  

may v e r y  w e l l  be d i f f e r e n t  from adults' e v a l u a t i o n s  of the 

c a u s e s  of c h i l d r e a s '  problems i n  general. 

The  pres-elr_t s ~ a _ d y ~ f o l l o u s t h e  lines of t h e  S e l b y , C a l h o u a  6 

Johnson - (1977) - - "s tudy  - - i n  - - order - - -- - to - - i n i t i a l l y .  map oat  p a r e n t s *  
* 

. a t t r i b u t i o n s -  The ra jor p a t p o s e  i n  usigg factor a n a l p i s  to 



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

erasine t h e  psychonetr ic  characteristics of the Taplin Checklist 
- -- -- 

is t o  i d e n t i f y  of parenta l  a t t i t u d e s  toward t h e i r  

, child. The T a p l i n  C h e c k l i s t  c o n t a i n s  i t e ~ s  reflecting p a r e n t a l  - 

percept , ions  t h a t  seen to i a v o l v e  r e l e v a n t  a t t i t e d i n a l  areas 

descr ibed  by research (e, g, , r e s p o n s i b i l i  t y ,  d i s c i p l i n e ,  
9 prognosis, causal l o c a t i o n ) ,  The variety of content  d e s c r i b e d  by 

t h e  Taplin C h e c k l i s t  itess deraltds so- sort of grouping X- 

procedure. Given t h a t  these items measure some 
I = 

clinical l y r e l e v a n t  parental a t t i t u d e s ,  we would expect to see 

be  answered i n  the present study are t h e  following, First, can 

t h e  Taplia Checkl i s t  b e  factored into identifiable c a t e g o ~ i e s  of 

p a r e n t a l  a t t i t o d e s ?  Second, do these a t t i t u d e  f a c t o r s  represent 

s p e c i f k c  a t t r i b a t i m a l  c a t e g o r i e s ?  F i n a l l y ,  can this 

questionnaire p r o v i d e  usef nl c l i n i c a l  and t h e o r e t i c a l  
- - , i n f o r m  t i o n ,  - 



Samgles  and Subiects 
. . 

- 
4 

The s u b j e c t s  for,,this study were p a r e n t s  of children with 
\ 

bebaviour  problems,  who were t r e a t e d  a t  t v o  d i f f e r e n t  a g e n c i e s :  

t h e  Delta Fami ly  Services S o c i e t y  (DPSS), Delta, B . C . ,  and,  t h e #  

Oregon Social Learning C e n t e r  (OSLC) , Eugene, Oregon. T h e  

p o t e n t i a l  s u b j e c t  p o o l  (#=238) c o n s i s t e d  of 102 cases t r e a t e d  a t  

DPSS from 1978 t o  198 1, a n d  136 cases t r e a t e d  a t  t h e  OSLC 
2 

be tween  1972 a n d  1976, O n l y  t h o s e  cases t h a t  had  b o t h  f a t h e r  and 

mother  p r e s e n t  [i, e, , two parent f a a i l i e s )  v e r e  s e l e c t e d ,  A l l  

s i n g l e - m o t h e r  (#=77)  o r  s i n g l e - f a t h e r  (8=1) p a r e n t  families v e  

e x c l u d e d .  C a s e s  where t h e r e  was n o  T a p l i n  C h e c k l i s t  f i l l e d  o u t  

by either t h e  mother  or t h e  f a t h e r ,  and were missing a - 

s u b s t a n t i a l  amount of demographic  information vere also e x c l u d e d  

(11=12). T h e  breakdown of cases f o r  DPSS and t h e  OSLC are shown 

in Table 1. !fie f i n a l  s a b j e c t  pool c o n s i s t e d  of 148 pairs of 

p a r e n t s ,  74 from DFSS and 74 from t h e  OSLC. 

The T a p l i n  C h e c k l i s t  mas c o l l e c t e d  'for 111 b o y s  (75%) and 

37 girls (25%). The  c h i l d r e n ' s  awerage  a g e  was 10-1 years, w i t h  

a range of 2 t o  17 years, The f a t h e r s a  average age was 38.3 

years, the range from 24 t o  58  y e a r s ;  the ao tbe r sw a v e r a g e  age 

uas 35.3 years, t h e  rarge f ro .  22 t o '  59  years, Demographic 

- 

3 1 



informatfoa col1Lted at both a g e n c i e s  is shown i n  T a b l e  2. T h e  

o t h e r  demographic  inforaation o b t a i n e d  particular t o  t h e  s a n p l e  

i s  s h o v n  in T a b l e  3 (DPSS) and T a b l e . 4  (OSLC), 

Da ta  
. - 

*, 

DPSS is a p r i v a t e  a g e n c y  w h i c h  offers a  v a r i e t y  of 

p s y c h o l o g i c a l  senices to f a m i l i e s  i n  need of a s s i s t a n c e  and are 

r e f e r r e d  by t h e  government social  v e l f a r e  n i n i s t r y  i n  Delta. As 

p a r t  o f  DPSS s e r v i c e s ,  t h e  Outreach P r o g r a s ~ e  p r o v i d e s  in-home - 
+ p r o f e s s i o n a l  and para- p r o f e s s i o n a l  p s y c h o l o g i c a l  services f o r  

p a r e n t s  experiencing c h i l d -  .anagemen t problems. A ~ a m i l y  Uorker  

w o u l d  c o n t a c t  the farnip t o  a r r a n g e  a n  a g r e e m e n t  fo r  a p e r i o d  of 

a s s e s s a e n t  only. The a s s e s s a e n t  p r o c e d n r e  c o v e r e d  2-3 weeks  and  

i n c l u d e d  t b e  p a r e n t s  f i l l i n g  o u t  a  number of a s s e s s m n t  

i n s t r u m e n t s .  These i n c l u d e d  a a a r i t a l  i n v e n t o r y ,  measures  of 

b e h a v i o u r a l l y -  b a s e d  'child malad j u s t a e n t ,  and parent and  c b i l d  

a t t i t u d e  questionnaires i n c l u d i n g  t h e  T a p l i a  C h e c k l i s t .  Some of 

t h e s e  m e a s u r e s  were a l s o  c o l l e c t e d  a t  t e r m i n a t i o n  and a t  6- a n d  

12-month f olLov-ups t o  p r o v i d e  outcome i n f o c m a t i c n .  A more 

c o m p l e t e  d e s c r i p t i o n  of t h e  a s s e s s m e n t  p r o c e d u r e  is p r o v i d e d  i n  

The OSLC is a p r i v a t e  agency which serves tuo purposes .  

First, it is f united t o  r e s e a r c h  pa ren t -ch i I i% i n t e t a c t i o n s ,  

particularly t h o s e  t h a t  m a i n t a i n  t h e  problem b e h a v i o a r s  of 
, 

c h i l d r e n ,  as w e l l  as4 t o  examine t h e  eff ecti-reness o f  teaching 



p a r e n t s ,  methods  t o  modify t h e i r  c h i l & * s  negative behav ioa r s .  

Second, it p r o r i d e s  t h e  ce-ity u W  pswegicitf w w k e  Tor 

p a r e n t q  with pxoblen  c b i l d r e a ,  r e f e r r e d  from a variety of 

s o u r c e s .  This programme (and earlier and aff iJiated programmes) 

have g e n e r a t e d  a c o n s i d e r a b l e  amount of research i n  the past 

decade on s o c i a l 1  5 a g g r e s s i v e  and  d e l i n q u e n t  children and 

a d o l e s c e n t s  ( P a t t e r s o n  6 Reid, 1973; T a p l i o  8 ,  Reid,  197 7; 

P a t t e r s o n  ?3 f l i e s c h a a n ,  1979)-  

The OSLC subjects r e p r e s e n t  f o a r  g r o a p s a  t h a t  h a r e  been 

c o l l e c t e d  f o r  a n u a b e r  of r e s e a r c h  p r o j e c t s  (sac- aggressive 

group,  r e p 1  ica t i o n  social  a g g r e s s i r e  group,  stealer gro ap , 
m u l t i p l e  of f e n d e r  g r o a p )  . a  OSLC f a m i l i e s  had been r e f e r r e d  t8 
t h e  center by a , v a r i e t y  of sources i n c l u d i n g  J u v e n i l e  C o u r t ,  

I en t a l  Bea l th ,  C h i l d r e n ' s  S e r v i c e s ,  C o n t a c t  was made with t h e  

f a m i l y  t o  a r f a n g e  an i n t a k e  meeting and  t h e  a b o v e  i n f o r m a t i o n  
% 

was collected. I f  t h e  f a m i l y  met the p r i m a r y  criteria for  
f 

inclusion and a g r e e d  t o  home o b s e r v a t i o n ,  t e l e p h o n e  i n t e r v i e w s  

and a t t e n d e a c e  i n  t h e r a p y ,  a set of baseline p r o c e e d a r e s  were 
E 

s t a r t e d ,  This i n c l u d e d  a series of f i v e  home ob~erxat ioos ,  . a . .  
d a i l y  t e l e p h o n e  i n t e r r i e u ,  and c o l l e c t i o a  of q t h e r  c l i n i c a l  

m e a s u r e s  i n c l u d i n g  t h e  *'Papiin C h e c k l i . s t ,  T h e  t r e a t m e n t  p r o c e d u r e  
3 

is  described b y  F i i e schma d Conger (1976),. a a d  U e i n r o t t  et 

a l .  ( 1 9 7 9 ) -  
I 

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

1 These p r o j e c t s  b a r e  been s a g ~ o r t e d  by: Grant 8H 25548 fro. 
I I R B ,  S e c t i o n  om C r i m e  6 Del iaquency;  G r a n t  HE 31077, 
'Home- based t r e a t m e n t  for  m u l t i p l e  of f e n d i n g  d e l i n q a e a t s a ,  C r  ine 
a n d  De l inquency  section of B I R B ,  



k.. ' 

The a l i 4  C-clist -- 

The T a p l i n  C h e c k l i s t  c o n s i s t s  of a list of 2 1  s t a t e m e n t s  

t h a t  d e s c r i b e  p a r e n t a l  p e s c e p t i  cns of p r o g n o s i s ,  l e n g t h  of 

problem, e v a l u a t i o n  of c h i l d ,  e n ~ i r o n m e n t a l  i n f l u e n c e s ,  

d i s p o s i t i o n a l  c a u s e s ,  p a r e n t a l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y ,  d i s c i p l i n e ,  and 

cure, It  a s k s  t h e  p a r e n t  t o  i n d i c a t e  B i s / b e r  l e v e l  of a g r e e m e n t  

w i t h  e a c h  s t a t e m e n t  o n  a  s e v e n  point s c a l e  ( v e r y  s t r o n g l y  agree, 

strongly a g r e e ,  a g r e e ,  n e u t r a l ,  d i s a g r e e ,  s t r o n g l y  &isagree, 

very s t r o n g l y  d i s a g r e e ) .  The 21 items are shown f n  Appendix A. 

F a c t o r  a n a l y s i s  was done  by a p r i n c i p l e  components  factor  

a n a l y s i s  .with a  v a r i m a r  r o t a t i o n  procedure ( B I D P B f l ) .  These 

p r o c e d u r e s  u s e d  s t a t i s t i c a l  programmes f o r  d a t a  a n a l y s i s  f rom 

t h e  BlDP S t a t i s t i c a l  S o f t w a r e  package  (1981). The factor 

a n a l y t i c  s o l u t i o a  [nu bqr of factors  and fac tor  d e f i n i t i o n )  uas 1 
d e t e r a i a e d  b y  t h e  f o l l o u i n g  p r o c e d u r e s  a n d  criteria, The number 

of f a c t o r s  was decided by: (1) factors with  e i g e n r a l u e s  greater 

t h a a  am it^ were c o n s i d e r e d ,  (2) t h e  e i g e a v a l e e s  were p l a t t e d  t o  
1 

check f o r  breaks in t h e  p l o t  (scree a n d  d i s c o n t i n u i t y  tests), 
s 

(3)- t h e  i n c r e a s e s  i n  comunalities and decreases i n  r e s i d u a l  

c o r r e l a t i o n s  were examined, and (4) solat ioms w i t h  a dXf resent 

number af factors  mere rcita.teclm3 tlm E - ~ Z ~ E ~ ~ = I  p ~ b ~ r ~ t f a s  a f  

each s o l u t i o n  were examined, P a c t o r  d e f i n i t i o n  was d e c i d e d  b y  
I 

i 



using factor l o a d i n g s  of +/- -40 as major factor d e f i a e r s  aad 

a b o v e  +/- - 3 0  a s  giear factor d e f i n e r s ,  k e e p i n g  i n  mind tbe 
- - - 

d e c r e m e n t  of t h e  l o a d i n g s  over factors, T h i s  infomatipa is 
C 

clearly s h o u n  b y  p l o t t i n g  t h e  factos l o a d i n g  v a l u e s ,  i d e n t i f i e d  

fo r  e a c h  v a r i a b l e ,  for each factor i n  a , p a r t i c u l a r  solution 

(i.e., a n  i n s i d e - o a t  p l o t ) .  These p l o t s  are shown over the 

series of fac tor  s o l u t i o n s  fo r  each data set (P igores  1 -2  - 1-5, 

T h r e e  f u l l  (missing data S l l e d - i n )  d a t a  sets were used 

( m o t h e r  a n d  f a t h e r s  j o i n t l y ,  m o t h e r s  s e p a r a t e l y ,  f a t h e r s  . 
\ 

t h e  P a p l i a  C h e c k l i s t  are i d e n t i f i e d  s e p a r a t e l y  (i-e,,  8 1-421, 

P I - P 2 1 )  , and t h u s  there a r e  42  v a r i a b l e s  (per case) t h a t  a re  

f a c t o r e d ,  Ia t h e  s e c o n d  a n d  t h i r d  d a t a  sets, m o t h e r s '  a n d  

f a t h e r s 8  r e s p o n s e s  are t r e a t e d  i n  separate sets and t h u s  t h e r e  

a r e  24 v a r i a b l e s  ( p e r  case) t h a t  are f a c t o r e d .  

H i s s i n g  d a t a  was e s t i m a t e d  by a manmom l i k e l i h o o d  

p r o c e d u r e  (BEDPALI) 1 T h e r e  are d i f f e r e n c e s  between t h e  first 

da t a  set and th*  s e c o n d  a n d  t h i r d  d a t a  sets due to d i f f e r e n c e s  

i n  t h e  e s g i m a t i o n  procedures. I n  t h e  first d a t a  set t h e  

p r o c e d u r e  of e s t i r a t f r g  a f a t l e r e s  missing score c o u l d  use 

mother's score o n '  that v a r i a b l e  a s  a p r e d i c t o r  v a r i a b l e  (and 

----------------- 
1 4 i k w . S i a  mhb&es b c l w i e k - d m v ~ ~ f d  
c h i l d ;  p a r e n t h o o d  s t a t u s  of c h i l d  i n  r e l a t i o n  to m o t h e r  a n d  
f a t  her, marital  s t a t a s  (dummy- coded) ; .umber of c u r r e n t  agencies 
i n v o l v e d ;  and ,  t h e  other T a p l i n  items, 



vice v e r s a ) ,  1 I n  t h e  s e c o n d  a n d  t h i r d  data sets, since p a r e n t s  
- 

were t r e a t e d  separately, estimates of m i s s i n g  v a l u e s  c o u l d  o a l y  

core fro. withia t h a t  data (e,g,, p r e d i c t i v e  i n f o r m a t i o n  for  a -  
- 

,' 

m o t h e r ' s  missing score c o u l d  not use f a t h e r ' s  score). 1 

T h e  relation between mothe6s  factors asd Lather *s factors 

was e x a m i n e d  by two methods,  P i r s t ,  t h e  c o r r e l a t i o n  between 

f a c t o r  scores across s a m p l e s  was q a l c u l a t e d ,  Second ,  t h e  d e g r e e  

of s i m i l i a r i t y  of factors between the m o t h e r a s  and t h e  f a t h e r ' s  . 

s a m p l e  factor solutions uas c a l c u l a t e d  b y  asipg the P r i g l e y  

Beuhat is  f o r m u l a  31. 8. Earman, 1976, pp. 331-347). This p r & v i d e s  

a c o e f f i c i e n t  of c o n g r u e n c e  b k r e ~  factors. this iormpla is 

s imi l i a r  t o  a product-moment  c o e f f i c i e n t  i n  t h a t  it i m e l a d e s  a 
1 - 6. 

summat ion  o r e s  tbe 21 v a r i a b l ~ s  t h e  c r o s s r p r o d o c t s  of t h e  f a c to r  

loadings of the two f a c t o r s  being compared, 2 h e s e  two w e a s u s e s  

give some i n d i c a t i o n  of t h e  similiarities and differences 

between the tuo s e p a r a t e  representations of tke saae set of, 

v a r i a b l e s ,  

,,,,,,,,,,-L-.--. 1 

,It is n o t e d  t h a t  i n  t h e  first grocedore m o t h e r s *  and f a t h e r s '  
i n t e r - i  tem cotrelatioms c o u l d  be i n c r e a s e d  by'  this method. 
However, t h i s  s e t h o d  u a s  used b e c a a s e  oftem *the 
fatbet-mother-sa~e-item costelation was the highest c o r r e l a t i o n ,  
and thus p r o v i d e d  t h e  best ~ r e d i c t i v e  iafonat ion,  
$It is n o t e d  t h a t  a n  a l t e r n a t e  procedmre of using the two 
s a a p l e s  as t h e  basis of s e p a r a t e  data sets and then 
c r o s s - v a l i d a t i n g  t h e  f a c t o r  s t r n c t u r e s  far mothers and for 
f a t h e r s  c o u l d  be dote. E o w e w e r , i t  was felt that t i e  iacreased 
s t a b i l i t y  of t h e  s o l u t i o ~  br using a lamer data aet was moze pp 

b e n e f i c i a l  a t  t h i s  exploratory stage. 1;16 h i t i a l  factor a ~ f y s i s  
of the iacompJete data sets (i-e., w i t h  t issimg data) f o r  t b e  -- 

f o u r  g r o u p s -  ( 0 % ~  motha ts ;  f a t h e r s ;  DPSS bothers, fathers) 
i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  tlrere mere more m o t h e r - f a t h e r  differemces t h a n  
sample diffwaces .  

/ 



- 

The proportion of missing data for each i t e m  for each grou2 

is shown i n  T a b l e  5, T h e  means a n d  standard d e v i a t i o n s  of scores 

on T a p f i n  items for t h e  f a l l  data sets (estintes filled-in) are 
- 

shown i n  Table 6. 

R e s u l t s  i n d i c a t e  significant mother and f a t h e r  differeaces 

on items T2 (t=2- 12, p=,03S), T4 tt=2,03, p=-043). TI4 (ts2.22, 

p=-027) and T21 (t=3,29, p=rOOl), Bothers Bad h i g h e r  scores om 

2 2 ,  while f a t h e r s  scored higher  on Ttr, TlU and T21. There were 

s i g n i f i c a n t  differemces b e t ~ n  r a r i a s e s  of the groups f o r  

items T2 (P=5.72, p=.Ol8), TI5 (?=3,91, p=,O49), 220 (P=1,34, 

& A  Boaferroni c o r r e c t i o n  procedure could be a p p l i e d  to the 
s i g n i ~ i c a r c s  t G t i i i g P o f  t h e m  results, T h i s  procadate assumes 
indepemdeace of items, Lweret, i m  t h i s  case the items are mot 

- indepemdeat . .  T h e s e  r e s a l t s  are reported because t h y  are part of 
t h e  decision about  whether mothers1 amd f a t h e r s *  mspoaaes are 
to be treated separateIy or a r e  to  be pooleit together, 

A 



The first p s y c h o m e t r i c  problem is whether mothers and 

f a t h e r s  s h a r e  t h e  sane a t t i t u d i n a l  factor structure on this 

qaes t i  oanaire  Results indicate that m o t h e r s  and fathers bare 

s i g n i f i c a n t l y  d i f f e r e n t  means and v a r i a n c e s  om a number of 

q u e s t i o n n a i r e  items, It could  be t h a t  the r e l a t i o n  between items 

f cr mothers a n d ,  for fathers i s  t h e  same (i,e,, t h e  c o v a r i a a c e s  . 

a r e  

deri  

t h e  same) b a t  t b e y  have d i f f e r e n t  means amd 

atioas, I f  we t h e n  pool m o t h e r s  - - -  - aad fathers 

c o r r e l a t i o n s  between item caa be a r t i f  i c a l l y  a f f e c t e d  d k  to 

group meaa d i f f e r e n c e s ,  1 I f  80$'heres and father's factor 
-- 

s t r o c t a r e s  a r e  t h e  same ue voald e x p e c h ,  if ue identify m o t h e r s q  

and f a t h e r s '  T a p l i n  c e s p o n s o s  s e p a r a t e l y  (i-e., 111-1121 and 

11-121) and factor the 42 . a r i o b l e o ,  to prodoce'iactoro w i t h  * 
mother and f a t h e r  same item rariables llciiiding od-the saae  

factors (e, g., 1117 aad PI7 a t b e  same factox). Examination ~f 

t h e s e  results indicates  some problems. 

F a c t o r  a a a l y s i s  prodwed 15 f a c t o r s  wi th  eigeawalues o v e r  

1.0, a c c o a n t i a g  for 7 0 %  of t h e  rariaace (Table  7.1) - The plot of 
the e i g e n r a l o e s  F i g u r e  1- I )  i a d i c a t e s  bteaks at  5 a r d  0 

G* 

factors, The d e c o ~ p o s i t i o a  of factors ovex successive factoring 

1The correlatiorrs between Ul-tl21 aod ?I-?21 ace shove i n  T a b l e  
- - - - - 

7. z. / 

1 T h e  orrmbers (e-g-, 17) mfer t o  the T a p l i n  C h e c k U s t  item 
number, A b a r  over t h e  aumber i n d i c a t e s  a megatiwe factor 
l o a d i n g  ralao, Bother items (81-121) a r e  loca*ed to  t h e  l e f t  of 
the fire, rather  f t c r s  (tt-'l'tn to t h e  t i g a t  of €I& X5.e. 



1 ,  2) - - i n d i c a t e s  a large general factor (I) and two s p e c k f i c  
- -  - -  - -- - - -  -- - 

factors  (11 6 111) t h a t  comta in  s i m i l i a r  warirblcs for bo th  

m o t h e r  and f a t h e r  i d e a t i f i e d  items, R o t a t i o n s  of 6 to  8 f a c t o r s  

( i s  1 3  - 1 )  i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  a factar of T l S ,  316, T I 9  a n d  

T 2 0  is stable to r o t a t i o n  7 ,  bat the o t h e r  factors q u i c k l y  

become s e p a r a t e  mother  or f a t h e r  factors o r  under-def i n e d  
I 

factors, I n  a 5 f a c t o r  solution t b e  f i rs t  factor I is a n  

erarpie of when there are too few fac to rs  t h e  var i ab le  v a r i a n c e  

is squeezed on t o  f a c t o r s  t h a t  should be  i d e n t i f i e d  s e p a r a t e l y .  

common t o  m o t b e r s  and fathers, and o t h e r  i l l - d e f i n e d  factors 

t h a t  are r e p r e s e n t e d  b mother o r  f a t h e r  r a ~ i a b l e s  s e p a r a t e l y ,  

Since t h e  resulting f a c t o r  def  i n i t i o n s  a t e  n o t  pa r s imon ious  amd 

- d o  n o t  make clear c o n c e p t u a l  sense it vas d e c i d e d  to  factor ' 

mothers*  and  f a t h e r s 8  scores separately. 
- - - - - -- - - - - 

Father Pactor S t r p c t u t e  

Factor r e s u l t s  of - factoring f a t h e r s e  T a p l i n  scores 

indicates 8 f a c t o r s  w i t h  e i g e a r a l a e s  above 1.0 (Table 8 - I ) ,  

accounting for 67% of t h e  variance. The eigerwalue plot ( F i g a r e  

2.1) r e v e a l s  slight breaks b e t r e e a  5 a n d  6 factors, a n d  8 and 9 - - -- - - - - - - - - 

f a c t o r s ,  Slope changes  would suggest s t o p p i r g  a t  either 5 or 8 
-- -- - -- -- 

factors. Tbe comnmlities ate &OUR in Table 8.3; Variur 



2 

, r o t a t i o n  was d o n e  for Y to 8 f a c t o r s  soElr*ioas. 1 
- - - - - - - - - 

The redistribution of factor. l o a d i m g s  of t h e  variables 

t h r o u g h  added  f a c t o r s  ( F i g u r e s  2.2 - 2.7) i n d i c a t e s  sore 

interestiag tremds, After 6 -factors the d e c o r p s i t i o n  of factors 

is more pronounced;  i t  is only a t  5 and 6 factors s a l o t i o n s  are - 

the factors s table ,  A six f a c t o r  solat i-  mas chosen (57% of 

t u t a l  variaace) (Figure 2.8). The factors cuasist of: Pactor I 

-- e a r l y  i n d i c a t i o n  of p r o b l e s ,  P a c t o r  XI -- parenta l  

r e s p o n s i b i l i t y ,  P a c t o r  111 -- Foor p r o g r t o s i s  and i n t e r n a l  cause 

g p l p i e l o g i c i s l $ *  &t&s LZ -- i a e r a a l ~  -- -- - 

F a c t o r  V -- l e a r n e d  p r o b l e ~ s ,  F a c t o r  I1 -- othersg r e s p o n s i b l e .  

An a c q a i e s e n c e  response set ( A R S )  was c a l c u l a t e d  (i-8-,  

agree rent endorsement ,  %ackes.aa, l f o r t i n  6 Spragwe, 1958; 

S c h l u d e r r a n n  5 Schludermann,  1974). The c o r r e l a t i o n  of A85 t o  

d a c t o r  scores are s b w m  i a  Table 30, Iractur X V  vas sigmificartly 
" 

- - - - -  - - - - 

and  s u b s t a n t i a l l y  c o r r e l a t e d  to A R S  (r=,52), o t h e r  factors and 

A B S  c o r r e l a t i o n s  were n e g l i g i b f e ,  This high  w r r e l a t i o n  is doe , 

t o  F a c t o r  IV being defined by nearly a l l  y o s i t i r e l y  l o a d e d  . 

~ C , 7 ~ a p 1 % t e  r e s u l t s  a r e  shown i a  Tables  8.1 to 8.5, Untotated 
f a c t o r s s  e i g e a w a l o e s  and percerrta ge o f  variance accounted f o r  
are shown i n  Table  8.1. The c o r r e l a t i o n  m a t r i x  i n  T a b l e  8.2, 3Be 
changes i n  c a m m a n a l i t i e s  over sitccesire f a c t o r i n g  i n  Table 8.3- 
The u l a o t a t e d  f a c t o r  structure ia Table 8-8. t h e  r a r i r a x  
r o t a t i o n  of six factors fa  Table 8.5. 

I 



, . J 

H o t h e r  F a c t o r  S t r u c t u r e  

F a c t o r  a n a l y s i s  of m o t h e r s *  T a p l i a  s c o r e s  produced 8 

factors w i t h  e i g e a v a l u e s  over 1.0, a c c o a u t i n g  for 44% of t h e  

variance (Table 9.1). the p l o t  of t h e  e i g e n r a l u e s ~  (Figure 3.1) 

i n d i c a t e s  a s l i g h t  b r e a k  between 4 and  5, 5 t o  8 are l i n k e d  

t o g e t h e r  on t h e  saae s l o p e ,  and th$re i s  a s l4ght  c h a n g e  i n  t h e  

slope a t  f a c t o r  10, Commanalfty e s t i m a t e s  a r e  shown in Table 

9-3, P a r i r a x  r o t a t i o n s  were done  on 4 t o  8 factors- 
+z-' 

-3 

F a c t o r  l o a d i B g s  and f a c t o r  d e c o m p o s i t i o n  om th-e v a r i a b l e s  

( r e d i s R r i b a t i o a  of v a r i a b l e  v a r i a n c e  i d e a t i f  i e d  b y  f a c t o r s  

t h r o u g h  soccessive f a c t o r i n g )  (F igures  3-2  - 3.7) i n d i c a t e s  3 

st able factors t h r o u g h  a l l  letrrels,  - w i t h  o t h e r  stable factors 

a p p e a r i n g  o a t  of Factors I11 and IV a t  r o + a t i o n  stage 4 a t  

s r r c c e s s i v e  levels, Seven factors are stable a t  r o t a t i o n  stages 7 

. and  8, However, a six f a c t o s  s o l u t i o n  a p p e a r s p t a  p r o v i d e  t h e -  

clearest and most  well-defined f a c t o r s  The six factors (54s of 

the t o t a l  v a r i a n c e )  (Figure 3.8) are d e f i a e d  as: Factor 1 -- 
e a r l y  i n d i c a t i o n  of problem, F a c t o r  11 -- p a r e n t a l  

r 

r e s p o n s i b i l i t y ,  Pactor XI1 -- i n t e r n a l  causes (physiological), 

F a c t o r  IV -- external causes ( o t h e r  p e o p l e ) ,  F a c t o r  V -- poor  

p r o g n o s i s ,  h c t o r  'l1 -- solatiom is t o b a c t  on chT19. 
B 

&Complete  results a r e  phown ia Tables 9.1 t o  9.5, U n r o t a t e d  -- - 

f a c t o r s '  eigeirviTues apS m~cen tage -oT r a r i a n c i F a c c o u n t e d  for 
are  shorn in T a b l e  9.1. The c o r r e l a t i o n  matrix in T a b l e  9.2. Fhe 
changes i a  c o a m u s t a l i t i e s  o v e r  stlcclesi re f actorieg i a  Table 9.3, 

O T h e  u s o t a t e d  f a c t o r  strpcture ia Table 9.4, The r a r i ~ x  
r o t a t i o n  of sir factors i n  fable 9.5, 



T h e  c o r r e l a t i o n  of ABS t o  f a c t o r  scores i n d i c a t e s  that 

F a c t o r  IV is s i g n i f  i c u n t l y  and sabs tu t ; i a l ly  i e & & d t m p  
- 

r 6 (Table 10) . 
\ 

F a c t o r  Q r t e l a t i o n  and F a c t o r  CQngrpsacq 

T h e  factors of t h e  mother's aed father's s o l u t i o n s  describe . 
a n  i i l e n t i c a l  set of ~ a r i a b l e s ,  The q u e s t i o n  i s  w h e t h e r  t h e  

factors ( c o n s t r u c t s )  r e p ~ e s e a t i a g  t h e  v a r i a b l e s  a re  s i a i l i a r  

a c r o s s  samples, and i f  not s i l i l i a r  how a re  t h e y  different? 

A s s e s s i n g  the r e l a t i o m  between f a c t o r  s o l u t i o n s  from the 

c o r r e l a t i o n  of f a c t o r  sca& is d i f f i c u l t  because we d o  sot kaov 

i f  t h e  r e l a t i o n  is due  to siriliarities and d i f f e r e n c e s  ,between 

factor  c o n s t r u c t s  (i-e.,  what the f a c t o r s  a re  r e a s u r i ~ t g ) ,  or is 
c 

due t o  similiarities and d i f f e r e n c e s  b e t u e e n  paremts* 

t h e  resal ts  from b o t h  p r o c e d o r e s  ue c a n  a t t e m p t  t o  examioe ' t h i s  

problem. T h i s  i n f o r m  t i o n  c a n  b e  e r a l i n e d  t h r o u g h  f o u r  poss ible  
'L 

s i t n a t i o a s  d e s c r i b e d  by high versus low c o r r e l a t i o n  (8R/LB) a n d  
4 

h i g h  versus  low congruence  (EiC/LC). Ia t h e  BB-HC s i t u a t i o n  t h e  \ 

- 
c o n s t r u c t s  being measured by t h e  factors are s i d l i a r  and  the . . - 

p a r e n t s  ' p e r c e p t i o n s  of t h e  c h i l d ' s  attributes on t h a t  c o n s t r u c t  

are i n  agreement .  T h i s  l e n d s  c r e d e n c e  t o  the s i u l i a r i t p  of the 
- 

factors, I n  t h e  =-LC s i t u a t i o n  t h e  factors  are d l s i a i l i a r  but 
- - - - 

*w  do n o t  know if t h e  h r e n t n s  p e r c e p t i o a s  are d i f f e r e n t  on one 

p a r t i c u l a r  c o n s t r u c t  b e c a u s e  we d o  n o t  h a v e  a s i r i l i a r  leasare 



of t h a t  c o n s t r u c t ,  I n  the LR-HC c o n d i t i o n  t h e  c o n s t r p c t s  a t e  

cornst ract .  The ER-LC s i t n a t i o a  is more i t i f f 3 c u l t  t o  waderstand- 

Is t h e  h i g h  c o r r e l a t i o n  due t o  a r e l a t i o a  between two s e p a r a t e  
, 

c o n s t r u c t s :  m o t h e r s '  p e r c e p t i o n  of ~ x A  is r e l a t e d  to f a t h e r s *  

p e r c e p t i o n  of *p, and "xu and are d i f f e r e n t ?  O r  are t h e  

c o n s t r u c t s  r e a l l y  similiar (and t h e  p a r e n t s  a g r e e  on t h a t  

c o n s t r u c t )  b a t  the rariahles have dif f era  t meanings  to  m t h e r s  

and f a the r s ,  and  t h u s  t h e  f a c t o r s  l o a d  on d i f f e r e n t  v a r i a b l e s  t o  

measure t h e  same t h i n g ?  

The resaltshbof the c o r r e l a t i o n s  between mothe r8s  and 

father *s factor s c o r e s  (shown in Tab le  11) indicate s i g n i f i c a n t  
\ 

and s u b s t a n t i a l  c o r r e l a t i o n s  petween PPI and BPI ,  PPXI and 8PIX, 

a n d  P P I I I  and #PV, 1 O f  a l l  compar i sops  o n l y  Factors I and 
5 

P a c t o r s  11 a r e  c l e a r l y  unrelated t o  a n y  o t h e r  f a c t o r  scores, 

other t h a n  t h e m e 1  res. There  are s i g n i f i c a n t  and _rtodara te 

c o r r e l a t i o n s  between PPIII and E P I I I ,  and PPIY and BPIV, There 
/ 

\ are s i g n i f i c a n t  c o r r e l a t i o n s  bet'ueen PPV and BPIII, and PPVJ and 

fhe d e g r e e  of s i m i l i a r i t y  between t h e  f a c to r s  of t h e  two 

solutions is i n d i c a t e d  by c o e f f i c i e n t s  af coagtruence shown i n  

IPactors are d e n o t e d  as P?I (Fathers* P a & t o r  I) o r  M?I (Hothers* 
P a c t o r  11, 
l s i g a i f i c a n t  correlatious are d e f i n e d  as-a t  the p = -01  1eve1, 
a d  are t h o s e  c o r r e l a t i o n s  a b o r e  r = .19. S u b s t a n t i a l  
c o r r e l a t i o n s  a r e  d e f i n e d  a s  t h o s e  a b o r e  r=-35& a n d  moderate 
corre+tions are  t h o s e  above  r=,25, 



Table 11, 1 It is cleat froa these results that P a t h e r s '  Pactox -- 
bZ 

f and BPI, as well as PPII knd ~ ~ 1 1 ,  are very  h i g h l y  s i s i l i a r  t o  

e a c h  o t h e r  and r e l a t i v e l y  d i s s i m i l i a r  t o  the  o t h e r  factors, T h i s  

would suggest t h a t  P a c t o r  I and'Pactor 11 are invariant across 

samples ,  F a t h e r s D  F a c t o r  IO and BPIV a l s o  appear t o  be v e r y  

" s i a i l i a r  ( t h e y  share 5 5 ,  T10, and TI3 a s  h i g h  l o a d i n g s ) ,  

P a t h e r s *  pac to r  f f X  is equal ly  relatea t o  BPI11 and EPV; i n  t h e  

first case t h e  c o n t e n t  area of i n t e r n a l  cause (T7, f 8 iS 99) is 

s h a r e d ,  i n  t h e  s e c o n d  case t h e  c o n t e a t  a r e a  of poor p r o g n o s i s *  

(T7 E T17) is shared .  F a t h e r s '  Factor V -is not h i g h l y  r e l a t e d  t o  
- -- 

any of the Bothers* F a c t o r s ,  B o t l i  BPVI adil FFVI are aosk 

s i m i l i a r  to e a c h l o t h e r ,  a l t h o u g h  PPVI is a l so  m o d e r a t e l y  r e l a t e d  
., 

3 x a m i n a t i o a  o f  t h e  c o r r e s p o n d e n c e  between t h e  correlation 

a n d  c o n g r u e n c e  matrices ( super impose  o n e  on t h e  o t h e r )  i n d i c a t e s  

t h a t  t h e  pattern o f  h i g h  a n d  modera te  l e v e l s  of c o r r e s p o n d e n c e  
- -- - - - -  - - 

between t h e  f a c t o r s ,  seen i n  t h r  c o r r e l a t i o n  a n d  c o n g r u e n c e  
B 

coefficients, are rery similiar. Pactars* 1 r e l a t i o n  and 

F a c t o r s '  11 r e l a t i o n  show a s u b s t a n t i a l  degree of c o r r e s p o n d e n c e  

i n  b o t h  indices. T b e  modera te  l e v e l s  of c o r r e s p o n d e n c e  are also 

~ a t c h e d .  Corparison of t h e  f a c t o r  s o l a t i o a s  for these two data 

- sets would suggest that mother ' s  and f a t h e r ' s  factor s t r u c t u r e s  
------------e----- 

&The  coefficients r a a g e  froa -1.0 t o  + I  - 0 ,  Harnan (1976) 
suggests t h e r e  are so absolute l e v e l s  f o r  t h e s e  c o e f f i c i e n t s  
t h a t  in= ca€e sXgii if icani catrespcjiiae~ce, T h u s t h i f e a t t o  
which f a c t o r s  are r e l a t e d  t o  one a n o t h e r  i s  r e l a t i v e  to t h e  

uf congrrrence in the u t k r  comparisons. It s k o u l d  
be noted t h a t  t h e  co~parisous i n  t h e  -30's raage m y  o n l y  have 
one variable t h a t  the 'factors share as a high  l o a d i n g  and  
t h e r e f o r e  are n o t  c o n s i d e r e d  modera te  l e v e l s  o f  congruence ,  



%. 

share  some similiarities. B u t  o t b e r  t h a n  t h e  h i g h  c o r r e s p o n d e n c e  

b e t w e e n  Factors I and between Factors .II, t h e r e  is a l a c k  of 

simple -one-to-one c o r r e s p o n d e n c e  ,between factors. This would 

i n d i c a t e  t h a t  t h e  s e p a r a t e  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  of the parent's 
t 

responses is a p p r o p r i a t e ,  The pattern of c o r r e s p o n d e n c e ,  between 

factors does, however, suggest iaportant conceptual 

similiarities and d i f ferences  b e t v e e n  f a c t o r s  t h a t  is o s e f  41 i n  

unders tand ing  t h e  r e l a t i o n  of f a c t o r s  t o  a t t r i b u t i o a a l  

dimensions. 



T h e s e  results seem t o  i n d i c a t e '  t h a t  t h e  maj.0~ purpose of 

t h e  p r e s e n t  s t u d y  t o  s i m p l i f  p t h e  p a t t e r n  of r e l a t i o n s h i p s  and 

i d e n t i f y  t h e  c o n c e p t u a l  d o m a i n  o f  t h e  T a p l i n  C h e c k l i s t  has been 

a c c o ~ p l i s h e d ,  First,  t h e  r e s u l t s  suggest t h a t  t h e  items of t h e  

T a p l i n  Checklist c a n  b e  factored into d i s t i n c t  g r o u p s  of 

d i f f e r e n t  p a r e n t a l  Cel iefs  about t h e i r  child. Second, scme of ' 

t h e  f a c t o r s  r e p r e s e n t  t y p e s  of c a u s a l  categories t h a t  parents 

use t o  e x p l a i n  their c h i l d w  s F r o b l e a  % e b a r i o u r s ,  F u r t h e r m o r e ,  

some o f  t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t k s  of t h e s e  f a c t o r s  can be described in 

t e r a s  of a n  a t t r i b a t i o n a l  f r a m e u o r k .  Howrer, t h e  c h e c k l i s t  

measures o t h e r  p a r e n t a l  b e l i e f s ,  a l t h o u g h  t h e s e  b e l i e f s  are 

r e l a t e d  t o z  p e r c e p t  ions of c a u s e ,  

I n  the f o l l o w i a g  d i s c u s s i o n  of factor characteristics i4 

m a s t  be r e m e m b e r e d  t h a t  t h e  f a c t o r s  d e f i n e  or r e p h s n t  ( i n  a  

smaller o r d e r  o f  d i m e n s i o n s )  the v a r i a b l e s ,  If v a r i a b l e s  s h a r e  

some common v a r i a n c e  (i.e., a re  c o r r e l a t e d )  and a factor 
b 

r e p r e s e n t s  t h o s e  v a r i a b l e s  t h a t  b a r e  shared variance (i,e,, is 

l o a d e d  o n  t h o s e  v a r i a b l e s ) ,  then t h e  fac tor  i s ' d e f i n e d  by t h e  

c o n s t r u c t  r e p r e s e n t e d  and is s h a r e d  b y  , t h o s e  v a r i a b l e s .  And t h e  

factor's c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  are d i f f e r e n t  f r o m  the c o r s t r o c t s  

r e p r e s e n t e d  b y  v a r i a b l e s  o n  which t h e  f a c  8 h a s  l o r  lordincp.  
. . 

,The n e r t  two s e c t i o n s  i d e n t i f y  a n d  d e f i n e  f a t h e r s w  aad 

m o t h e r s *  f a c t o r s .  A n a l y s i s  of .  m o t h e r s *  aad f a t h e r s *  response 



i a d i c a t e s  that, except for two fac tors ,  there are sow 

differences i n  factor stractures,  which leads to the seprate 

considerat ion of their results, This coocars with p a s t  research, 

where mothers' and f a t h e r s g  a t t i t a i i n a l  factor s t r u c t u r e ' h a v e  

been found  t o  share scme s i m i f i a r  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  b u t  a r e  

different enouqb t o  warrant separate cons iderat ion  (e. g., 

S i c h o f s , \  1962; Dielsaa,  Barton S C a t t e l l ,  1973; Schlodernan? S 
\ 

~ c h l u d e r ~ a n ) b ,  1970) . ?be s i l i l i a r i t g  of conceptual 

characteristics of fac tor s  t o  results found with t h e r a p i s t s *  

a t t r i b u t i o n s  are noted, The t h i r d  section relates the f a c t o r s  t o  

a t t r i b u t i o n a l  diaensioas.  ?be f i n a l  s ec t ion  consi ihrs  

s o g g e s t i o n s  for f otare research, 

, T e p l i n  Check- pactog Character i s t i c s  

Fathersw Factors  

, F a t h e r s a  Factor I i ters  contain tuo  major a s p c t s :  ( 1 )  a 

belief aboat when the ~roblem s tar ted ,  a d  (2)  an eraluat ion 

about hov serious t h e  p r c h l e m  is (e.g,, *not a good babyg, 

 suspicious aboat childn, *ser ious  problemsm), This f a c t o r  

d e f  initel? refers t c  c h r o n i c i t y  of problem, and p a r t i a l l y  

i m p l i e s  s e r e r i t f  and  s k a b i f i t y  af the prcz&lem. Jahnsae,  Calhoun 

f Eoardaan 119752 fooed i n  c l u k i c i a n s *  r a t i n g s  of c a u s a l  

attributions that  c h r c n i c i t p  and s e v e r i t y  led to r a t i n g s  of Bore 

s t a b l e  causes for a p s ~ c h o l c g i c a l  problem, Calhoaa, Pierce & 



Dawes (1973) a l s o  found a p o s i t i n  r e l a t i o n  betueen  attribution 

of s e r e r i t y  et p q c b k q i e d  Bistrrr- & &zw&h 

of t h e  brstarbance,  The trouble with this factor, a l though  this 

relation is  clear when a l l  the items are considered together, it 

i~ also a r t i f i c a l l y  produced b y  baving b o t h  t l p e s  of c o a t e a t  

r e f e r r e d  t o  within a s i n g l e  item, 

F a c t o r  X I  refers t o  o n e  c o n t e n t  area, p a e e t a l  

responsibility, where the p i u e n t  is s t a t i o g  the degree to which 

t h e y  perciere t h e m s e l f ,  s p o a s e ,  the s p o n s e  a a d  self 

r e l a t i o n s h i p ,  and  their c h i l d - r e a r i n g  practices t o  be blamed fo r  

o r  t o  be  r e s p o n s i b l e  for t h e  c h i l d ' s  p r o b l e m .  T h i s  refers to an 

e x t e r n a l  cause of t h e  c h i l d ' s  problem, w i t h  i n d e t e r m i n a t e  ' 

stability and i n t e n t i o n a l i t y ,  dad a l s o  cut of the c h i l d ' s '  

c c n t r o l .  This F a c t o r  c o r r e s ~ o n d s  t o  t h e  internal c a t e g o r y  o f  t h e  

SOP C u e s t i o ~ a i r e  (Harris 6 Nathan, 1973)- 

Factor fff iarofwes itets t h a t  refer to p o a  progaosis 

c[e. 3 . ,  = d o u b t  h e  c a n  be changeda ,  *end up i n  a n  i n s t i t u t i o n " ) ,  

i n t e r n a l  cause (e. g, , s o m e t h i n g  vrong insidem),  and 

~ a l a d j u s t m e n t  (e.g., n o t  a normal  boy).  Research  on t h e r a p i s t s '  

a t t r i b u t i o n s  (&alhoun,  P e i r c e ,  U a l k e r  8 Daues, 1974; S h e n k e l ,  

S y a ~ d e r ,  B a t e s o n  & C l a r k ,  1979, Synder 1977) s u p p o r t  t h e  idea 

t h a t  a t t r i b u t e d  person-based problems a r e  thought t o  be  h a r d e r  

t o  t r e a t  and s o r e  s e v e r e .  Cann, C a l h o u n  t S e l b y  (1980) also 
i 

f o u n d  t h a t  high expectations f o r  s i m i l i a r  f attire d e l i n q u e n t  

b e h a r i o u r  ( L e o ,  paor F r o g n o s i s )  are related t o  internal caw& 

of b e h a r i o u r .  



F a c t o r  I V h a s  items t h a t  deal  with imtersal p s y c h o l o g i c a l  

a s p e c t s  tbat are t be caases of t h e  bekavioor diff i c a l t i e s ,  - - This 

is seen i n  referemce t o  * f r u s t r a t i o n  i n  plot g e t t i n g  what b e  

w a n t s n  a n d  a m m e t h i n g  urong i n s i d e a .  T h i s  factor also irplies a  

l a c k  of p s y c h o l o g i c a  1 c o n t r o l s  (e, g., i . m p o l s i r e  b e h a r i o a r )  

. e v i d e n c e d  in t h a t  it "is easy f o r  o t h e r  children t o  get this 

c h i l d  i n t o  t r o u b l e a ,  This element o f  lack of c o m t r o l  of o u t s i d e  , 

of p a r e n t a l  c o a t r o l  is also seen in the i n e f f e c t i v e n e s s  of 
b 

3 
d i s c i p l i a e  i n  c o n t r o l l i n g  t h i s  child 14) .  The r e l a t i o n  between 

i n t e r n a l  causes a n d  d i f f i c u l t y  for treatmeat and c o n t r o l  b a s  

b e e n  n o t e d  a b o v e ,  Z b i s  factor i n v o l v e s  internal caases of a n  

i n d e t e r m e n t  s t a b i l i t y ,  b u t  a l s o  t h e  causes are s l i g h t l y  more i n  

the  child's contra1 and s e s p o r s i b i l i t f  t h a n  i n  F a c t o r  111, 

The i m p o r t a n t  c o n t e n t  of t h e  item of Factor V refers to 

the c h i l d  has l e a r n e d  t h e  p r o b l e m  (e-g, , ' l e a r q e d  bad b e h a r i o u r  

g e t s  h i @  what h e  wants*)  a n d  what h e  .ueeds is  t o  b e  d i s c i p l i n e d  

(e. g o ,  good s p a n k i n g  best m e d i c i n e ) .  T h i s  f a c t o r  s u g g e s t s  a 

p a r e n t a l  b e h a r i o a r a l  i n t e n t i o n  and a l s o  i a p l i e s  t h a t  t h e  caase 

is d i s p o s i t i o n a l l y  based (i-e., c h i l d  h a s  l e a r n e d  t h e  p r o b l e m  

, thus h e  n e e d s  t o  be  c o r r e c t e d  (spank h i m ) ) ,  

T h e  lack of items on Factor VI make t h i s  f a c t o r  d i f f i c u l t  2 

t o  d e f i n e ,  One common theme t h a t  c a n  b e  s u g g e s t e d  i s  t h a t  the 

p r o b l e m  is s e e n  as somebody else's f a u l t ,  t h e  p a r e n t  is n o t  
- 

taking r e s p o a s i b i l t y .  The p r o b l e m  is  either d u e  t o  other people 

c a u s i n g  t h e  p r o b l e m  (e.g, ,  o t h e r s  p i c k i n g  on him) o r  is o u t  of 

the p a r e n t s  sphere of influence (e. g- , medication needed)\, T h i s  



also d i m i n i s h e s  t h e  child's resporrs ib i l i t y ,  The locas aed 

s t a b i l i t y  of cause is undetermined. 

P a c t o r  V a n d   actor VI can be best undecrtood a t  r o t a t i o n  5 

( F i g u r e '  3.2) where they are c o m p r e s s e d  into one factor. T h e  

focus of t h i s  factor is t w o f o l d :  (1) t h e  child h a s  Xeatlred ' t h e  

p r c b l e m ,  and (2) t h e  solution is t o  'act on the c h i l d  t p u a s h  

hie?) (e. g., ,*goad spaaking b e s t  medic inem,  -adeqaate 

80 2 erss  F a c t o r s  

n o t h e r s '  Pactor 1 c o n t a i n s  t h e  same i tems as f a t h e r s e  

Pactof -I. The prire  focus of this factor i s  o) c h r o m i c i t y  of the 

c h i l e  a s  a p r o b l e m ,  i ~ p l y i n g  s t ' a b i l i t y  of t h e  p rob lem,  - and "i - 
secondarily f o c u s i n g  on a s e v e r i t y  evalua$io& B o u e r e r ,  it is 

i e t e r e s t f n g  t o  mote t h a t  when t h e  items uere i d e a t i t i e d  

s e p a r a t e l y  a s  m o t h e r  aad f a t h e r  r e s p o n s e s ,  the items TI  t o  T4 

d i d  u s u a l l y  f i n e  a~ OR the same factor and were stable over aost  

of  the series of r o t a t i o n s ,  

F a c t o r  11 is exactly the same a s  f a t h e r  P a c t o r  TI. This u a s  

a l s o  found when mothers' a n d  f a the r s*  scores mere i d e n t i f i e d  

separately and factored t op t i e r  ( F i g u r e s  1.2 - 1.5). and was 

s t a b l e  o v e r  a number  of r o t a t i o n s .  This factor deals with 

parental  a s s u m p t i o n  of r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  for t h e  cause of the 

,,--,,----------- 

IIt is possible t h a t  tk r e l a t i o n  b e t w e e n  T I 4  and ~ 2 1 -  is 
p a r t i a l l y  d u e  to  t'he common reference t o  medicat ion,  



c h i l a *  s probl8.s. 

Factor III i s s i r i l i a t  t o  fathers* Pactor Iff, bat  for 
- - - - 

mothers it is much ro t e  clearly def iaed as aa i n t f f a a l  

p h ~ s i o l q i c a f  cause of t h e  c h i l d * s  p c o b l e r ,  This i a v o l v e s  three 

a s p e c t s .  reference to: (1) ao internal ~ h y s i o l o g i c a l  can& 

(e. g.. ;br.ai. damagea, *somat&i ag wrong i n s i d e n .  aadeqmate 

~ e d i c a t i o n * )  , 12) a Foor p r o g n o s i s  (e. g, , *end up in an 

i e s t i t u t i c r s * )  , and f3) mladjnstreet {e,g,, n u t  mrma4) , T h i s  

factor most c lear ly  represeats the relatiom fouad between 

n e g a t i v e  expectations of treatment outcoms and f u t  me 

B s b i a k E s ,  & ~ i h & k e s s  & &isps&kea& i#B 

s e v e r i t y  of problem [Calhoun et al, , 1973; Calhoaa, s e l b y ,  8 

Oroten, 1977; Caaa et al., 1980; Synder, 1 9 7 7 ) .  T h i s  i m p l i e s  an 

internal and  s t a b l e  cause, but  c a t  of p a r e n t a l  and c h i l d  c o n t r o l  
. ' 

and r e s p o n s i b i l i t y .  

The items d e f i n i n g  Factor IV focus on external  causes of 

t b e  child's b e h a v i o u r ,  a x c l u d i n g  f a n i l y  influences, This 

i n c l u d e s  perceiving t h a t  others (authorities)  pick on  him a n d  

peers are i n f l u e n c i n g  t h e  child t o  g e t  into t r o u b l e .  This 

i r ~ l i e s  t h a t  t b e  c b i l d  is, inysome  sense, a *+ictimw of others' 
T 

a c t i o n s ,  T h i s  also i n r o l r s  t t h  n a t i o n  t h a t  t h e  c h i l d ,  d o e s  not 

h a v e  strong enough controls ores h i s  responses to  o t h e r s *  

a c t i u n s  (e, g,, "he gets frustratedu, "easy for other children 

. .. -), T h i s  factor is d e s c r i p t i v e  of an external  csusie, ani3 is 



Factor V h a s  item t h a t  specifically deal ukth progmsfs.  

First, t h e  c h i l d  is s e e n  as being oat of *La pamnts control or 
-- - -  

in flu-ce (e, g , ,  d f  sci~+liae is  useless ia helpimgbor controlliag 
I 

c h i l d )  , Secomd, t h e  chifdBs prabler c a n n o t  be  chaaged (e-g., 

"doubt  t h e  c h i l d  can b e  changedmf., -Theref ore there is a n  

e x p e c t a t i o n  of a poor 0 u t c o . s  (e- 9. , mead up i a  an 
, 

i a s t i t r t t i a n R ) ,  t i b e r e a s  in fathers* F a c t o r s  XI1 a n d  IB prognosis  

is asswiated uith items t h a t  pertair t o  a t t r i b u t i o n a l  

charac t~r i s t  ics, here g r o g n o s i s  is i d e n t i f i e d  separately. 
-7 

Factor VI is loaded  by two items which focus oa perce ived 

cure or s o l u t i o n  t o  t h e  probles @g., *good spank,ing is best 
t 

medicioea,  m u i t b  a d e q u a t e  m e d i c a t i o n  problem would be s o l + e d a ) .  
T 

T h i s  seems to  s u g g e s t  t h a t  the s o l u t i o n  is  t o  a c t  on the child: 

t o  do s o s e t h i n g  t o  t h e  child (to p u n i s h  him?) ,  This implies t h a t  

the problem is d i s p o s i t i o n a l l  y based, a n d  is ~ n d i f f  e r e n  t i a t e d  as 

to psychofogica l or p h g s i o l c g i c a l  c a u s e .  

Factors a n d  i b a t i o n a l  Dimensions 
, - 

d h e  f a c t o r s  i d e n t i f i e d  i n  t h e  p r e s e n t  study So 

represent t h e  a t t r i b u t i o n a l  c a t e g o r i e s  c l a s s i f i e d  by  the 

d i  neasions of internal versus e x t e r n a l ,  and stable versus 

u n s t a b l e .  ( U e i n e r  et a l . ,  1971)-  Also , o t h e r  d i m e n s i o n s  h e l p  to 

d i f f e r e n t i a t e  f a c t o r s ,  such as i n t e n t i o n a l i t y  and r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  

(Boseabaun, 1972; Synder, 1976) and focus (Orris et a l e  , 1976). 

These dinensions identify a n  a t t r i b u t i o n a l  space, S i n c e  these 



factors o f t e n  i n v o l v e  two or more a t t r i b a h i o a a l  aspecw, it can 

be seen that the factors identify p o s i t i o n s  in this s p a c e .  

The s t a b i l i t y  d i s e n s i o n  is primarilr idert Z i e X  6 ? 3 t h e r s 7  

and m o t h e r s 8  f a c t o r  I ( e a r l y  i n d i c a t i o n  of p r o b l e m )  , i f  

c b r o a i c i t r  of problem is t a k e n  t o  i m p l y  s t a b i l i t y  of c a u s e ,  
1 

Secoad, i f  p r o g n o s i s  refers to s t a b i l i t y  of problem (i, em, 

e x p e c t a t i o n  of corrt inaed problems) t h i s  m i g h t  a l s o  i m p l y  

s t a b i l i t y  of cause @,g. ,  P P I I I  and EPIII  and HPV), Third, . 

m o t h e r s '  Factor IXI refers to  "brain damageu which is a s t a b l e  

< I n t e r n a l  causes are seen i n  f a t h e r s 8  factor 111 (am 

u n i d e s t i f  i e d  internal cause) a n d  PPIV (an i n t e r n a l  p s y c h o l o g i c a l  

caose), Hothers* F a c t o r  I11 refers t o  a n  i n t e r n a l  p h y s i o l o g i c a l  

cause. 

E x t e r n a l  causes a r e  seen i n  f a t h e r s 8  and mothers* Factor I1 

which d e a l s  with paremtal caose of the problem, i n  M o t h e r s 8  

Pactor IV d e f i n e d  by  o t h e r  p e o f l e  causing the p r o b l e  

p o s s i b l y  by f a t h e r s *  factor V f  [ o t h e r s  responsible), TL 

difference between Factor 11 and H o t h e r s 8  Factor II 

t o  the d i f f e r e n c e  on t h e  f o c u s  dimension (focal rs, contextual) 

t h a t  is nsed t o  describe the e x t e r n a l  side { O r v i s  e t  a 1  ,, 1976). 

Factor I1 refers t o  focal e x t e r n a l  causes, that is external' 

causes c l o s e l y  r e l a t e d  to t b e  h i l d 9 s  behariaat:  those r i t h i r  a 
t k e  f a t i a f ,  #ether . M e • ’  ft peEtititts &e eEE- eka3mF& 

e x t e r n a l  coatezts  o u t s i d e  t h e  f a n i l y ,  



T h e  p o s i t i o n s  of these f a c t o r s  on t h e  two d i r e n s i o n a l  space 

i n d i c a t e s  sose d l f f  erences between factors, &n iiiternal-sta3Te 
- 

c a u s e  is seen s p e c i f i c a l l y  i n  mothers*  F a c t o r  111, an i n t e r n a l  

i p h y s i c a l  caase with poor p r o g n o s i s ,  F a t h e r s '  F a c t o r s  I and I11 

also i m p l y  t h i s  p o s i t i o n ,  However, t h e  other pos i t ioas  in this 

space a r e  not so clearly i d e n t i f i e d ,  If  i n t e n t i o n a l i t y  and 

r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  imply i n s t a b i l i t  y, a.q Hernet, B u s s i l l  & Lernan 
\ 

(1978) s b g g e s t  t h e n  other factor p o s i t i o n s  can be . t e n t a t i v e l y  

s u g g e s t e d ,  - -2 

f a t h e r s *  Factor 1 . V  refers t o  a n  i n t e r n a l  p s y c h o l o g i c a l  

caase ,  and  i m p l i e s  rore child r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  and t h u s '  

i n s t a b i l i t y ,  T h e  difference in s t a b i l i t y  between a n  i n t e r n a l  
-- 

p h y s i c l o g i c a l  c ause  ( m o t h e r s *  Factor 111) and a n  i n t e r n a l  

p s y c h o l o g i c a l  cause (fathers* F a c t o r  19) is c o s g r o e n t  w i t h  a 

common-sense belief t h a t  the latter cause is much easier to. 

change t h a n  t h e  former. T h e  same a r g u m e n t  u o d 4  suggest t h a t  

p a r e n t a l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  ( F a c t o r  11) is a less stable caase t h a n  

e x t e r n a l  o t h e r s  ( m o t h e r s e  P a c t o r  IV) because the former i m p l i e s  

r e s p o n s f i i l i t  y and d i r e c t  c o n t r o l ,  Bowever, these d i f f e r e n c e s  

are s p e c u l a t i t e  and  further research is needed- to i d e n t i f p  t h e  

, above c e l a t i o n s h i p s .  F u r t h e r m o r e ,  what is inportant i s  t h a t  

tbere  are  some positions t h a t  are n o t  a d e q p a t e l y  i d e n t i f i e d  b y  

tbs Taplis Checklist we,  r nsstahk ca%mes&+ 



The C o n c e p t u a l  Domain of t h e  T a p l i e  C h e c k l i s t  * 

The above d i s c u s s i o n  outlines t h e  t y p e s  of c b n t e n t  t h a t  the 

T a p l i n  C h e c k l i s t  covers. T h e  r e s u l t s  of t h e  factcr  c o n g r u e n c e  

analysis and the r e l a t i o n  of f a c t o r s  t o  a t t r i b u t i o n a l  d i m e n s i o n s  
\ 

would indicate t h a t  some factors cover more t h a n  oae C o n c e p t u a l  

"area, I n  sumearp, t h e  f o l l o u i n g  conceptual areas are i n c l u d e d  i n  

the P a p l i n  C h e c k l i s t :  c h r o n i c i t y  of p rob lem is covered i n  F a c t o r  

I, p a r e n t a l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  b y  F a c t o r  11, i n t e r n a l  p s y c h c l o g i c a l  

cause b y  PPIV,  i n t e r n a l  p h y s i c l o g i c a l  cause by CIFIII, e x t e r n a l  

( o t h e r s )  causes by WIV, poor prognosis by P P I I I  and IIPV, a n d  a 
\ 

b e l i e f  a b o u t  t h e  me-thod of s o l r i n g  t h e  prob lem by PPV and LJPVI, 

These content areas, hoverer, a r e  n o t  s i a p l y  and clearly defiaed 

by t h e  f a c t o r s ,  

There is a siaple hierarchial relation between s - o r e  of t h e  
n 

f a c t o r s  aad a t  tribntional dimensFons,  The category of external 

causes can b e  d i v i d e d  i n t o  t h o s e  g e r t a i n i n g  t o  t h e  p a r e n t s  (FIX) 

and t h o s e  o u t s i d e  t h e  f a a i l y  (hPIV and p o s s i b l y  ? F B I ) ,  The 

i n t e r n a l  c a t e g o r y  c a n  b e  d iv ided i n t o  p h y s i o l o g i c a l  c a u s e s  . 
(PXIX) and p s y c h o l o g i c a l  causes ( P I I V ) ,  Research on t b e r a p i s t s g  

a t t r i b i t u t i o a s  mould suggest t h a t  t h e s e  c a t e g o r i e s  are r e l a t e d  

d i f f e r e n t l y  t o  of the outcome and aethod of solving 

the problem- 

The correspondence b e t w e e n  4PIII and F F I I I ,  amd WIV aad 

P I I I  also describe another s imil iar  c o n c e p t m a 1  relatia, F a c t o r s  

111 i m p l y  a physiological cause. T h e  congr~remcy  b e t m n  E F I V  and 
s 



P 
.- PPIV is due to t b e i r  comaon reference t o  t h e  lack of 

self-ccntral by the child, either seen as an internal -+, 
u 
-- - 

f r o s t r a  t i o n )  cause (PPf V) or as an external  (others i n f l u e n c i n g  

him) cause (aPIV), F i s h e r  and P a r i n a  (1979) d e s c r i b e  a 

b i o s o c i a l - s o c i a l  l e a r n i n g  c o n t i n a i m  that explains mental 

d i s o r d e r s  a s  a d i s e a s e  or a s  a pattern of learned b e h a r i o u r s .  

Pactors 111 and Pactors I V  s e e m  to  represent categories at 
4 

e i t h e r  end of this conttaPim. 

T h e  or ig inal  purpose  of t h e  Taplin C h e c k k i s t  was t o  measure 

parental b e l i e f s  of s i tuat iamal  or d i s p o s i t i o n a l  causes of t h e i r  

c h i l d ' s  beharioor, I t  would seem t h a t  the T a p l i n  C h e c k l i s t  

meazares t h i s  area ba t  a l s o  i n c l u d e s  o t h e r  cor ten t .  areas, fbe 
P 

C h e c U  ist sinply 'measures d i s p o s i t i o n a l  or s i t u a t  i o a a l  causes, 

It does, however, i d e n t i f y  c a t e g o r i e s  of caasal b e l i e f s  that are 

r e l a t e d  t o  this d i m e n s i o n .  For example ,  Factor I I r e p r e s e n t s  

s i t t f a t i o n a l  causes (parental) and Pactors XI1 r e p r e s e n t  . 
d i s p o s i t i o n a l  c a u s e s .  

If the T a p l i n  C h e c k l i s t  is t o  be  kept b u t  r e d e s i g n e d  to p 
/ meet t h e  OSLC purpose, one suggestion would b e  t o  keep a subset 

of t h e  T a p l i n  Checklist by deleting those items t h a t  do not 

d i r e c t l y  per ta in  t o  causes of beharioar.  Items t h a t  refer  to  

chronicity (TI, ? 2 ,  T3 t TI), p r o g n o s i s  and c o n t r o l  (16,  T I 7  & 



* 
4 

T l 8 ) ,  d i s c i p l i n e  /TI$) and a l so  T 5  [ e m i e t e r m h e d  content) c o u l d  

be e x c l u d e d  i n  s u b s e q u e n t  d e r i v a t i o n  of scales, T h e  items 

r e p r e s e n t i n g  p a r e n t a l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t  p. bd cause of t h e  c h i l d ' s  
-. 

problem (T15, 6 T I 9  G T20) c o u l d  c o n s t i t u t e  one category 

measure.  The r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  of causal c a t e g o r i e s  such a s  a . . 

p h y s i o l o g i c a l  ( 3 6 ,  111 1; T21) , psychological (110, T12) , and 

other p e o p l e  (T9 & , T 1 3 )  wodld d e p e n d  upon the r e s a l t s  of a 

f a c t o r  analysis of t h e  r e a a i n i n g ,  iteas. 

A n o t h e r  s u g g e s t i o n  is t o  choose from t h e  T a p l i n  Checklist, 

on an  a p r i Q r i  basis, t h o s e  items t h a t  represent the 
, o  

b i o s o c i a l - s o c i a l  l e a r n i n g  c o n t i n u i m ,  Fisher  - a d  F a r i n a ' s  (1979)  - 
q o e s t i o a n a i r e  would p r o r i d e  some b i d e l i n e s  for that c h o i c e ,  

T h e r e  are  a number of ~roblems w i t h  the c o n t i n u e d  u s e  of 

t h e  T a p l i n  C h e c k l i s t .  First, i t  would seem t h a t  a t t r i b u t i o n s  are 

more c o m p l e x  t h a n  a s i m p l e  d i s p c s i t  i o n a l - s i t a a t i o n a  1 d i c h o t o m y  
1 

as f i r s t  a s sumed  i n  t h e  T a p l i n  C h e c k l i s t ,  Second,  t h e s e  two 

categories contain s a b - c a t e g o r i e s  t h a t  have i m p o r t a n t  

d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  t h e i r  relation t o  p a r e n t a l  b e h a r i o u r s ,  o ther  

parental a t t i t u d e s  and p e r c e p t i o n s  of their c h i l d ,  a n d  the 

ou tcome  of t h e  problem.  T h i r d ,  i n  e r a l i n i n g  t h e  c o n s t r u c t s  t h a t  

some o f  t h e  factors  seem t o  r e p r e s e n t  it seems t h a t  t h e s e  

constructs  i n r o l r e  some o t h e r  r e l a t e d  c o n s t r u c t s .  F o r  e x a m p l e ,  

P a t h e r a s  F a c t o r  I11 c o u l d  r e p r e s e n t  t h e  c o n c e p t s  of A p o o r  

p r o 3 n o s i s a  and * i n t e r n a l  c a u s e s A .  I n  other r e s e a r c h ,  houerer, 

these v a r i a b l e s  have been e x a w i n e d  s e p a r a t e l y .  F u r t h e r m o r e ,  
7 

t h e r e  are sole a t t r i b o t i o n a l  c a t e g o r i e s  n o t  represented by t h e  



T a p l i n  C h e c k l i s t ,  T h e  T a p l i n  C h e c k l i s t  is not s n 5 f i c i e n t  for  the, 

c l e a r  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  of i a p o r t a n t  variables i n  t h i s  area of 

r e s e a r c h  on p a r e n t a l  a t t r k b  ntions, 4 

T h e  p r e c e d i n g  d i s c u s s i o n  does n o t  i r p l r  that t h e , T a p l i n  

C h e c k l i s t  has a c  c l i n i c a l  nsefuleess, Fishbein a n d  Ajzen (1975) 

o u t l i n e  t h e  impor t ance  o f  the s i n g l e - r e s p ~ n s e  foraat i n  

prov id ing  a t t i t u d i n a l  i n f o r ~ t i o n -  These  iteas c a n  b e  used t o  

provide i n d i v i d u a l  b i t s  of ' i n f o r m a t i o n  t h a t  h a t e  c l i n i c a l  
r- 

relevance f o r  a p a r t i c u l a r  case. for example, i t  could  be 

important t o  know i f  p a r e n t s  are n o t  a g r e e i n g  t o  i t e a s  

p e r t a i u i n g  to tieif o m  respasibilit yo However, for r e s e a r c h  ia 
r 

t h e  area of p a r e n t a l  a t t r i b u t i o n s ,  the Taplin Checklist must be 

redesigned or  o t h e r  aethods developed,  Two p o s s i b l e  d i r e c t i o n s  

f o r  t h i s  r e s e a r c h  are as  folloas.  

I f  the p u r p o s e  i s  to cover the domain of p a r e n t a l  

a t t r i b u t i a n s  o f  the causes 1drens  problem b e h a r i p n r s ,  then - 
the c o n t e n t  covered  and the number of i tens of the T a p l i n  

C h e c k l i s t  s h o u l d  be expanded. A p o s s i b l e  s o u r c e  of items c o n l d  

come from examining t h e  items a n d  c a u s a l  c a t e g o r i e s  d e s c r i b e d  i n  

a t  t r i b n t i o n a l  research (e. g,, Preize, 1976; Orvis  et al. ,  1976; 

Selby et al., 1977)- Another s o u r c e  would be the p a r e n t  a t t i t u d e  

r e s e a r c h  literature. For example, Foster (1971) l i s t e d  e i g h t  
I 

c a t e g o r i e s  of p a r e n t a l  ideas about the causes of children's 

b e h a t i o u r s :  p o s s e s s i o n  by  t h e  devil, heredity, emotioaal 

i l l n e s s ,  d e p r i ~ ~ t i o n  o f  a f f e c t i o n ,  i g n o r a n c e .  o r  c a n n o t  I e a r n ,  
. 

b r a i n  d a m g e ,  poor role-models,  a n d  pareats demand t o o  much o r  



?' 

t o o  l i t t le .  ~ i l d e a  e t  a l .  (.1961) examined t h e  role of p a r e n t a l  

r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  and  t h e i r  e x p l a n a t i o n s  o f  b e h a t i o u r  i n  child + 

a d j u s t m e n t ,  a n d  also found t h a t  m o t h e r s  who perceive m u l t i p l e  

9 
causes of t h e i r  c h i l d ' s  b e h a r i o n r  h a d  b e t t e r  adjustecl c h i l d r e n .  

( T h e r e  is a w e a l t h  of material i n  p a r e n t  a t t i t u d e  research t h a t  

has been i g n o r e d  b y  b e h a v i o u r a l  r e s e a r c h e r s .  ) T h e  p u r p o s e  t h e n  

w o u l d  b e  t o  f i n d  g r o u p s  o f  items d e f i n i n g  one c a u s a l  c a t e g o r y .  

If t b e  purpose i s  t o  m e a s u r e  t h e  p a r e n t s 8  a t t r i b u t i o n a l  

b e l i e f s  a b o u t  the c h i l d ' s  ~ r o b l e m ,  t h e n  i t  c o u l d  be a p p r o p r i a t e  

t o  use a n  a t t r i b u t i o n a l  measure t h a t  d e s c r i b e s  t h e  

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of t h e  p a r e n t s '  a t t r i b u t i o n s ,  R u s s e l l  ( 1982) h a s  
/ 

d e v e l o p e d  a t h r e e  f a c t o r  q u e s t i o n n a i r e  ( C a a s a l  D i e n s i o n  Scale) 

m e a s u r i n g  t h e  l o c ~ s  of c a u s a l i t y ,  s t a b i l i t y ,  a n d  c o n t r o l l a b i l i t y  

i n  r e f e r e n c e  t o  a   articular c a u s e  o r  p a r t i c u l a r  b e h a r i o u r ,  T h i s  

q u e s t i o n n a i r e  c o u l d  b e  e a s i l y  t r a n s l a t e d  s o  t h a t  t h e  p a r e n t s  

r e s p o n d e d  i n  r e f e r e n c e  to t h e  l o c u s  of c a u s e ,  stability, a n d  

c o n t r o l l a b i l i t y  o f  t h e  c h i l d ' s  p r o b l e m  b p h a r i o u t s ,  1 

I n  s a a a a r y ,  t h e  d e v e l o p m e n t  of r e s e a r c h  o n  p a r e n t a l  

a t t r i b u t i o n s  of the causes of k h i l d r e n t s  b e h a r i o o r s  s h o u l d  be 
C- 

done i n  t h e  context of the o r i g i n a l  Furpose  of t h e  T a p l i n  

C h e c k l i s t : .  t h e  m e a s u r e m e n t  o f  p a r e n t a l  a t t i t u d e s  t h a t  i n f ' l n e n c e  

p a r e n t - t r a i n i n  3 .  p e r f o r r a n c e  a n d  p a r e n t - c h i l d  relations. The 

T a ~ l i n  C h e c k l i s t  is .  a good i n i t i a l  a t t e m p t  i n  m e a s u r i n g  p a r e n t a l  

1 O ~ e  i ~ t e r e s t l ~ g  area uf research v o ~ l d  Be te &ereleft c a w ~ i e s  
of c a u s e s  u s e d  b y  parents t o  e x p l a i n  c h i l d r e n ' s  b e h a r i o u r s ,  and 
t h e n  h a v e  t h e s e  c a t e g o r i e s  defined in teras of a t t r i b u t i o n a l  
d i m e n s i o n s  by a q u e s t i o n n a i r e  s i m i l i a r  t o  B u s s e l l ' s  (1982)  
C a u s a l  Dimension S c a l e .  



a t t r i b u t i o n s ,  b u t  r e d e s i g n  is necessary i f  t h e  c o m p l e x i t y  of 

p a r e n t a l  a t t r i b u t i o n s  id b e '  measu red .  T h e  re levhace  of 

research i n  t h i s  area, and p e r h a p s  most clearly r e f l e c t  in9 . t h e  

o r i g i . n a l  p r p o s e  of t h e  T a p l i n  Checklist, is most succinctly 

s t a t e d  b y  Bogental, Uhalen a n d  f i i n k e r  ( 1 9 7 7 )  : 

t h a t  change s t r a t e g i e s  ( b e h a r i o u r a ~  management ,  
e d u c a t i o a a  1 programs, a p s y c h o t  h e r a p y ,  m e d i c a l  

. i n t e r v e n t i o n )  h a r e  i m p l i c i t  a t t r  i b a t i o n a l  ter tares which 
i n t e r a c t  w%tb the a t t r i b u t i o n &  n e t u o r k  of t h e  ' 
i n d i v i d u a l  t o  influeace t r e a t w n t  i m p a c t ,  {Bogental  e t  
a l . ,  1977, pp. 881-982) 

S u c c e s s f u l  o u t c o m e s  m a y  depfnd on i n i t i a l l y  m a t c h i n g  parents* 

a t t r i b u t i o n a l  ~ r i e n t a t i o n  t o  a e r o g r a m ~ e  w i t h  a s i m i l i a r  

o r i e n t a t i u n ,  or  f o c u s i n g  on c h a n g i n g  p a r e n t a l  a t t r i b u t i o n s  i n  
-. 

w h i c h  t b e  c a u s a l  a t t r i b u t i o n s  are the l n t e r r e n t i o n  t a r g e t s  

( B u q e a t a l  e t  al., 1977). I n  order do t h i s ,  d e r e l c p s e n t '  of a 

measure o f  p a r e n t a l  ' a t t r i b u t i o n s  is s t i l l  necessary. 



S t a r t  Tota l  

1 

TABLE 1- SAClPLI SIfBS*  

Bothers - no 3ata 1 0 'I 

f a t h e r s  - na d a t a  6 5 ." J 

S s n g i e - . o t h e r s  i f  5 6  7 7  

S i n g l e -  f athers C 1 I 



TABLB 2. TOTAL SAIPLE DBbOQAPEICS- 

School Grade 122 Y. 7 3 . 6  9' - 12 
a a A j G  of Pat  er 136  3 H. 3 7 . 7  2 4  .- 5 8  

S e x  of Chill I t 1 males  37  females 

, C h 1 1 3  S t a t u s  F a t h e r  83 n a t u r a l  14 a d o p t e d  

16 f o s t e r  26 step 5 o t h e r  
* ' 

& h l f d  S t a t u s  5 3 t h e r  I d u  n a t u r a l  12 a d o p t e d  

16 faster 1 1  s t e p  1 other 

l a r l t a l  S t a r u s  -% 9 3 4  married 3 separated 



A cje of C h i l d  74 11.0, 4.4 2 - 17 

S c h o o l  Grade 7 2  5.5 4.0 0 - 12 

Age of Father 7 3  40.5 1, 9 24 - 56  

Age of Bother 7 3  37.7 7-6 22  - 59 

F a t h e r  Baucatiun ? 3  1 I .  7 2. 5 6 - 2 1  

d o t h e r  ~ d a c a t i o a  7 3  I j . 6  - 2.2 7 - 16 

C h i l d  S - t a t o s  Pather  3 7  a a t a r a l  13 adopted 

16 f o s t e r  10 step 1 other 

c h i l d  S t a t u s  3 g t h e r  U S  n a t u r a l  7 a d o p t e d  

16 f o s t e r  3 s t e p  1 o t h e r  
-+ 

67  rai?ried t separated 

1 dxrorced . 5  o t h e r  

Bu mber of Current  h g e n c i e s  Y O - Z e r 0  1 '-one 13-two 
f 



TPBLE 4- OSLC DEEOGBAPHICS 

n - 
- 

Age of Child 7 &  

S c h o o l  Grade 74 

Age of Father  6 3  

Age of !!other 64 

Sex of C h i l d  

C h i l d  statas Father 

C h i l d  S t a t u s  Hother 

Rar i ta l  S t a t u s  

. . f a t h e r  E l a c t a t i o q  

Rather E d u c t a t  ion 

62 males 12 f e a a h s  

96 uatatal  6 adopted 
v .  

O foster 16 s t e p  3 other 

5 9  natural  5 a d o p t e d  

0 foster 8 step 0 other 

6 7  ~ a r r i e d  2 separated 
C r 

2 d i v o r c e d  3 o tber  i 
4 

O class- l 6 c. lass-2 3 c las s -  3 
P 

class-& 19 c la s s -5  e class-6 
L 

'4 class- 7 



gather Occupat ion 

!!other Occupation 5 1 c l a s s -  1 4 cfass-2 5 c lass -  3 

6 c lass -4  2 c l a s s - 5  4 c l a s s - 6  

Mote: OSLC parents* occupatiomal a n d  e d u c a t i o n a l  s t a t u s  
was c l a s s i f i e d  on Eiol liagshead0s (1975)  s y s t e m ,  w i t h  
class 9 represent iaq t be h i g h e s t  c c c u p  t i o n a l  status aad 
class 7 representing t b e  h i g h e s t  educat ional  status. 



Patbers  Hothers 
--.--oil- ------- P 

, - Item - N X -- I -- 
T 1  36 23 
T2 31  2 1  
T3 30 20 
TO 14 9 
T 4  17 11 
T6 6 3 
T7 2 I 
T8 0 0 
~ 9 '  4 3 
TI0 1 1 3 2 ,  

3 T l l  3 2 .2 



t ems ---- 
P I  
T2 
T 3 
.T4 
T5 . . 
1 6  
T7 
7 0  
T9 
T I 0  
Tl1 
TI2 
ft3 
fl4 
T1S 
TI6 
T I 7  
TlS 
T I 9  
T20 
7'2 1 

Reaa SD. Rean ---- I -  ---- 
S..O 1 -6  5.0 
3.1 1-6 3 -5  
3.5 1 7 3 .8  
3. 2 1.8 2.7 
@ .  9 1.7 3.8- 
3.0 2, 0 3.2 
2 - 5  1.8 2.5 
5. 6 1. 7 5.5 
2 0 0  1 - 4  1 - 9  
U - 7  ' 1.8 5 - 0  
3.4 1 - 9 .  3.7 
3- 7 1-8 3.9 
8.8 3 . 6  G . 9  
2 - 9  1,6 20 4 
v.0 1.5 4.2 . 
3. 8 1.6 3 - 8  
2. 1 1. O 2.2. 
U. 6 1.9 3.0 
2.9 1.9 b 3.0 
4. 2 1. S 3 - 9  
2.7 1.7 2.1 





Item ---- 
1 2  
F3 
?4 
P5 
P6 
P7 
P8 
$ 9  
P 10 
P11 
P 12 
F 1 3  
f 'fe 
PI5 
P 16 
P I 7  
t 18 
119 
P20 
P2 1 
cl1 
u 2 
?I 3 

* !!'•÷5 
q6 
8 7  

- !•÷8 
f i g  
HI0 

' nil 
rl12 
!!I3 
f! 14 
1115 

. n i 6  
fl17 
R 1 8  
11 19 
a20 
8 2  1 ----- 
(Icte: correlat ion coefficients (. x x ) )  



correlat ion matrix 

Item ---- 
P 1 3  
P I 4  
P I 5  
P I 6  
F 1 7 ,  
P I 8  
P I 9  
P20  
P2 1  
?! 1 
82 
n 3 
C14 
8 5  
6 6  
, n7 
?l8 
n9 
n w  
n i l  
n12 
M 1 3  
El4 
nis 
U 1 6  
n 17 
R 1 8  
8 1 9  
1120 
n2 i ----- 



Correlation Ra trf x r? 

Item 8 3  Er) n5 116 117 48 fl9 Pi10 a11 812 813 HI4 - -  --- --- --- --- --- q-- --- --- --- --- --- --- 
84 -39 
R 5  18 84 
86 09 -17  16 
1 7  01 -07 14 27 
5 8  08 12 -01 -16 -30 
t19 1 1  -02 19 15 11 15 
MI0 09-11 13 12 07 13 30 
ff 1 1  03 -00 03 30 32 -26 1 1  -04 
M12 13-20 04 12 -01 02 17 25-02 
1 3  - 0 3 - 0 4  20 12 17 -05 12 08 06 08 
1114 -08 13 -09 03 08 1 1  10 -01 07 09 -06 
615 14 - C 8  -00 06, 02 04 12 03 02 19 -10 0% 
5 3 6  tQ  04 -63 -83 69 05 17 D l  O f  12 03 13 
PI17 -04 -14 03 08 35 -14 14 02 14 09 08 09 
818 -03 -02 25 26 24-31 08 08 17 0 4  17 07 
1119 00 05 -02 -10 04 -00 04 -00  -13 -05 -04 05 

.R23 -14 -02 12 -09 00 -08 -18 -22  05 -04 22  -03  
2 1  -02 -01. 07 22 15 -07 07 -05 29 -04 14 28 -- 





Item 

( 3 o t e :  correlation c o e f f i c i e n t s  (. x x )  ) 



C o m m u n a l i t i e s  o b t a i n e d  from successive factors. 

Factors  
3 I t e m  4 c ,S 6 7 8 

-a - - -- - - - - -- -- - - 
T 1 3 3  3 0  9 7  47 67 7 1  
T 2  - 6 8  I f  7 1  72  73 75 
T3 , 65  74 79 34 74 74 
T4 3 2  3 6  3 8  3 g 4 +  5 5  
TS 28 56 56 63  73 7 3  
T6 3 3  , 35 3 5  40 63 80 
T7 Y 2  49 5 1  52 52 55  
T8 3 7  4 4  4 6  61 6\ 6 4  
T9 26 3 5  4 3  66 68 6 8  
TTO 23 37 U 6  60 61  6 1  
T1 1 49 50 53 53 56 57 
T I 2  20 3 3  4 i  42 44 7 3  + 
T 13 32 34 39 39 61 72 
T14 16 2 1  57 64 65 6 6  
TI5 60  63 64 64 6 Q  6 5  
T I 6  62 64  6 5  7 0  70 7 0  
T I 7  4 1  6 1  6 2  62 64 69 
TI 8 20 20 4 6  66 97 6 5  
TI9 50 56 5 6  63 6 3  64 
T20 5 1  5 2  58 60 6 1  6 1  
T2 1 18 2 1  3 9  6 2  63 64 

(Note : coefficients (. xx)  ) 



TABLI 8-1,  OIPOCTASr$D PACIVIB L O A D X I G S  - PATmBS- 
. , 

C '  

, . 

Factors  

(Note: f a c t o r  l o a d i n g s  ( . x x x )  ) 



C 

TABLI 8.5, R M A T B D  FACTOR L O A D I I G S  -- FATHERS- 
\ 

\ 
/ 

i 

Pact  ors \, ------- 
Item I I1 111 IV V VI ---- --- --- --- --- --a --- 
T 1 -56 07 -29 20 -08 -16 
T2 82 02 1 1  16 05 -02 

- 
T3 82 06 0 1  21 1 0 - 0 8  - 
T4 - 5 2 - 1 1  -27 10 13 -08 
T5 05 -23 1 1  42 62 -10 
T6 39 -02 36 18 30 -19 
T 7' 05 - 1 1  57 35 -08 23 
T8 -20 13 -71 02 -16 15 
T9 04 1 4  30 05 -06 74 
TI0 32 -04 -09 * 6 6  Otr 22 
T I  1 16 16 52 44 14 09 
T I 2  25 15 03 10 54 16 
TI 3 -30 08 13 46 25 10 
Tl4 -18 16 -05 -36 65 19 
TI5 12 70 -32 08 13 07 
T 16 04 82 04 -07 07 -06 
-TI 7 18 -02 74 10 -07 17 
TI8 ' -00 06 22 63 -06 -09 
TI9 -15 73 24 -00 14 -02 
T20 0 -70 19 -09 23 -07 
T2 t -02 -06 -08 05 26 73 ----------------------------------- 
[Note:  f a c t o r  l o a d i n g s  (.xx) ) 



Factor Variance 
E x p l a i n e d  --------- 

2 .82  
2.53 
1-98 
1.50 

- -  1 - 3 0  
1 - 2 1  
1. 13- 
1.00 

- 9 3  
- 8 5  
- 8 0  
- 7 2  
065  
- 6 1  
- 5 8  
- 5 6  
0 5 0  . 4 7  
- 3 6  
0 2 7  
024 

C u m u l a t i v e  p e r c e n t a g e  
of T o t a l  Variance fX )  ----- ------------- --- 



Item 



~ c m a u ~ a l i t & s  o b t a i n e d  f ror successive factors.  ------------_-- --- ____1_____________1__________________L______1_____________1__________________L__-- 

Factors 
l t e a  3 4 5 6 7 8 

6 ---- - - - - - - -- -- - - 
T 1 25 3 3  3 3  85 52  56 

' T2 67 69 69 7 0  70 7 1  
1 3  56 57 57 50 62 64 
TU U 8  4 9  6 0  60 60 6 1  
T5 14 21 21 3 1 59 6 3  
T6 3 4  3 7  3 9  51 5 1  59 
T7 48 49 5 4  54. 55 6 1  
T8 2Q 3 9  5 7  59 61 62 
T9 29 01 47 47 50 56 
T 10 f6 4 3  4 4  4 8  61 6 3  
TI 1 34 46 47 48 50 52 
TI2 ' 2 5  34 34 37 39 6 4  a 

TI3 14 23 2 4  39 48 5 1  
TI4 12 13 42 71 7 1  7 2  
T 15 56 57 260 61 61 78 
T I 6  67 68 72 72 79 82 
T I 7  27 34 47 66 69 74 

i T I 8  36 48 SO 57 6 1  6 2  
TI9 40 4 3  49 49 54  64 
T2 0 44 46 * 46 48 61 67 
T2 1 17 34 6 3  64 6 5  6 5  ----- -- 
(Note: coeff ic i 'ents  ( , x x ) )  



Item -- - - 
T1 
T2 
T3 
T4 
T5 

a T6 
T7 
T8 
T9 
TI0 

0 TI 1 
TI2 
TI3 
Tl4 
T I 5  
TI6 
T17 
TI8 

Factors ------- 
4 5 ---- ---- 
271 012 
-121 088 
-038 -050 
105 324  
260 038 

- 197 135 
&I03 -219 
387 419 
355. 243 
523 119 
-346 083 
295 - 0 0 3  
308 074 

1 531 
-051 -183  
-097 -208  
249 -359 
350 -117 

(~ote: factor. l o a d i n g s  (. xxx)  ) 



Factors 

Item ' I 11 111 IV V VI 

TU - 7 2  OU -07 07 - 1 3  2tr 
T5 -U1 -04 23 49 3 8  - 1 0  r 

T6 2 5  02 59 29 -09 04 
T7 -0 1 09 5 9  13 42 -06 
T8 02 O f  -55 26 - 2 3  35 
T9 10 2 8  - 0 0  55 12 29 
T 10 77 09 -16 64 03 01 
TI 1 32 -00 67 02 1 1  1 U 
T12 42 1 2 - 1 6  30 2 1  12 
T I 3  - 1 3  ,-I6 24 52 06 -14 J 

T14 -05 09 03 -09 14 82 
T 15 8 5  77 - 0 3  0 7  0 6  08 
TI 6 - 0 2  84 0 3  0 5  08 08 
T I 7  0 5  - 0 2  07 02 8 1  01 
T l b  -09 - 1 5  14 2 6  6 7  09 
TI9 -10 68 01  -09 -09 -08 
T2 0 -16 -62 0 2  -08 25 -03 
T2 1 04 -06 56 0 6  - 2 1  52 ----------------------------------- 
(Mote: Eactor l o a d i n g s  (. xx)) 

* 



TABLB 10, CO%OELlTIOl OP A%S TO FACTOR SCOBISS. 
I 

(a. p=.001) 



Pat heirs I I1 111 I V V VI 

""""-"--""-----llll-lllll-llllll~&--- ------ -- 
(Hate: For a t u o - t a i l a d  test  of significance 
r=.16  a t  p = . 0 5 ,  aod r=-19  a t  p = . 0 1 ,  
Corre la t ion  coe f f i c i ents  (,rx)) 

7 



(Note: Congruence coe f f i c i ents  f - k x )  ) 



Figure 1.1. 
Eigenvalue plot 
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Figure 1.2. 
Factor 5-Loadings Plot 
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Fador 8 Lodmgs Plot 
mathers and Hhers. 
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Factor 6 M 







15, Ee w o a d  hare taraad oat mach b e t t e r . -  X had been 

-- 

+, 70 
- 

been a better patemt, +* 80 
19, ' H e  would hare turned out much Better if ep spuse 
and I gof: alomgsbatt~r with each other. ' + i T 3  
20. ry way t h a t  ay spouse and r raised t y s  c h i l a  has very 
l itt le ta do w i t &  h f s  prub1e.s. -, 70 

m + x I Z I  

7,  T h e r e  is a g o d  chaue t b a t  b e g w i l l  em3 a p  La am 
ias t i tut ioa .  +, 57 
8. ark-* ~ ~ ~ $ n E t - r e s l f s - r e s l f ~ ~ * - ~ h q - - - - -  - 

wi th  some problems. -. 71 
11, fje gets into t r o u b l e  a lot because there is r e a l l y  
something vsoag inaids him. ++S2 
17, I doubt w h e t b c  t h i s  child can -be c h a ~ g s d ,  +, 78 

'u II 
5, T h i s  c h i l d  f s difzersat fr h i s  brothers a& afrterr, +, 82 
10. R e  acts baa because he gets  frastcated r t  sot gettkltg 
what he w a n t s .  +. 66 

, 71. H e  g e t s  imto trouble a t bmaase tkere is rea l ly  
s o m e t h b g  rroag h s i d e  of 6 6 

\ +, a4 
13, It is easy for o t h e r  ch Idten  t o - g e t  this;  c h i l d  imto 
trouble .  +. 56 

- + a , P l s c l p l i a e  h a s  bsert o o o l e s s n  he1pi.g or cmttallfag 
him. +-63 



-r 
5-  T h h  c h i l d  is dfffereat  from h i s  brottrsts a d  aiatrrs. 
12, This child acts 4 d  becallse he bas leasme4 that bad 
behatgor gets hi. *hap Ire v a t s  from others, B 

14, rt good spanking roald bq tJm best m e d i c i n e  for him. 

UsUKu t 

- 

9 ,  T h i s  c h i l d  gets into t r o u b l e  because the  police, t b e  
s c h o o l ,  or t h e  rrei gBboas  p i c k  m L i a  
21, P&th  adequate n d i c a t f a a  m o s t  of f is  praklets could 
so&&, 
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Figure 3.3. 

.- Factor 4. LoacTings Plot 

Factors 



Figure 3.4. 
Fador 5 Loadings Plot . + 



Figure 3.5. 
Factor 6 Loadings Plot 
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1, When this c h i l d  was an i a f a n t ,  h e  mas a good bab?, -.SC 
2. During h i s  f i r s t  tuo pars of life, I felt that as 
he got older, he  to l t ld  hare setioas problem of some ti&. +,8 3 
3. MI, s a s p i c i o e s  about this child grew mhon he began 
talking a M  playing wi th  other children, +,71 - 

4, I first had trouble with him staming qnly  mcently, 0.72 
- - - -- 

& h- 
15, ~e w u l d  have turned out much better if f had beem 
a b e t t e r  parent, +.77 
16. B e  would hime torbed -- _ ! ~ t & b e t t e t i f  my sp- 
be= a better paremt, +,8U 
19, He s o a d  have turakd out much b e t t e r  if 8 y  spoflse 
arid 1 got a l o n g  better with each other, +a68 . 
2 0 ,  The ua? , t h a t  my spoose aad I: raised t h i s  child has very 
little to  d o  with his problems. -,61 

6, at times I felt Be might b e  brain-damaged or hare some 
other mdica 1 i l l m u s s  +. 59 
7. There i s  a good chance t-bat h a - u i l l ~ a n d  ap ia--- --- ---- -- 
- -- 

i n s t i t u t i o n ,  +.S8 
8. Be is a p r e t t y  normal boy who just needs help ia dealirg 
with some problems, -. 58 
l?, He gets i s t o  trouble a lo t  because there is reaf i lp  
something wrong i n s i d e  h i &  +.47 
21, P i t h  a d e q u a t e  medicat ion m o s t  of his prbblems cou ld  be 
s o l v e d  +, 56 

5, Thfs c h i l d  is d i f f e r e n t  from his brothers :  and sisters. +.19 
* 9, Thfs  child gets into  trouble  because t h e  police, t h e  
school, or t h e  neighb0ars pick on him. *,5S 
W, Be acts bad becaase he gets frustrated at mot g e t t i n g  

A 
- -  - - -  3 t a n t s - -  

=s easr for o t h e r  c h i l d r e n  t o  g a t  t@s c h i l l  iato  
trouble, +,$7 

r * 



m L  . . 
7. There is a good dance t h a t  he w i l l  e ~ d  up in aa 
iastitotioa. +.4Z 
17, I doa9t whether this c h i l d  caa be changed. +.at 
18, D i s c i p l i n e  Bas beten aseless in h a l p i i g  or comtroffiw 
h i m *  +c67 

14, II  good spaaking would be the best 8edAcise for h i &  +.82 
21. With aitequa-te a e d k a t f b n  mast of h i s  problems c q u l d  be 
s o l  red, +. 52 

- 





19. v h d  late t u r d  oat moc; better Yf .pour amd I 
along better with eacb other. , 

d 

' 21; @ i t h  adequate 
so1.d. . 

f 
- 
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