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proposes that modern society is a development-inhibiting, or people-
abusing, social environment. That this way of 1ife is often acknowledged
to affect people living in poor and low-income homes but paradoxically
this is also true, though in different ways, for people living in high
income and affluent homes. Material adequacy and affluence do not by
themselves lead directly to the development of security, belonging,
self-esteem, and actualisation needs. Wealth alone cannot insulate
individuals from the frustrating effects of selfish, unequal, and
antagonistic patterns of everyday life. Gil (1990) in a keynote
address to The International Congress On Child Abuse And Neglect
suggests four categories of developmental needs for each human being
(physical, psychological, social, and spiritual) and the resultant
violent effects when these needs are frustrated:
The human being is born with developmental needs - physical, psychological,
social and spiritual. When the enviromment precludes the fulfilment of these
needs there is a violent reaction. When human, constructive, creative,
developmental energy is blocked it moves into destructive channels and find
other cutlets which are not so nice. Violence in the family is merely a
reaction of people who are violated in their everyday lives.
Langmeier and Matejcek (1975) found in their empirical research with
institutionalised children that although basic needs will be much the
same in all human cultures the accepted values of particular environments
must be taken into account. They claim that the further we ascend the
hierarchy of needs and the more detailed and specific we become in
particular cultures then the greater the differences will appear to be:
In different cultures, particular needs are experienced with varying degrees of
urgency. We can only assess the effect of psychological deprivatim, therefore, in
terms of generally accepted values in a given culture or social class or individual
family. In this sense, these effects will be reflected in the extent to which an
individual suffering the effects of long~term non-satisfaction of needs is unable
to adapt himself to situations which are normal and desirable in a given society...
This definition of course refers only to psychological needs and ignores material,

?ig%ggical needs which may, but need not be, at the same time adequately satisfied
p .
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6.2 The Needs of Children

Kellmer Pringle (1978), late Director of The National Children's Bureau
in the U.K., claims that it is remarkable that so little attention has
been paid to the needs of children who are abused compared with the
considerable and still expanding literature on the needs and problems
of their parents. That abusing parents' socio-economic background,
health, personality, and personal and marital history has received a
good deal of attention. In contrast, very 1little research has been
undertaken into the emotional, social and intellectual effects on
children of being subjected to parental abuse; or of growing up
rejected and ill-treated although not to the point of maiming or death
which are, after all, only the publicised tip of the iceberg of child

abuse.

According to Kellmer Pringle, this lack of apparent interest in, or
concern for, the psycho-social needs of the abused child is quite
strikingly demonstrated in the official reports into fatal cases in

the U.K. None of these reports even refer to likely psychological
damage arising from physical abuse; yet surely this must have been
evident before the final tragedy. Kellmer Pringle continues that the
first case which led to a full enquiry concerned Maria Colwell
(Department of Health and Social Security, 1974) who was almost eight
years old by the time she died. Maria was shuttled back and forwards
between her foster parents, whom she wanted to be with, and the home of
her mother and step-father. In the end she was taken to hospital
suffering from injuries which had been inflicted on her at her mother's
home and included severe stomach bruising; she weighed only 36 pounds when

the average for her age and height should have been between 46 to 50 pounds.
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Kellmer Pringle (1978) maintains that in no case so far has the question
ever been raised regarding whether, and to what extent, a killed child's
psychological needs had also not previously been met by the family; and
whether on these grounds alone earlier intervention should have taken

place which might have prevented the subsequent tragedy:

For example, 6 year old Maria Colwell changed within a 15 month period from being
a happy, responsive, well-behaved child to being withdrawn, sullen, solitary,
depressed, unable to communicate, sitting for hours staring into space, and not
responding to children or adults. Indeed the description of her behaviour shortly
before she died indicated that she was in a state of severe shock, depression and
deep mourning for the parents she had lost; and that the treatment being meted out
to her was destroying her not only physically but emotionally.
Yet those professionally concerned (teachers, social workers, health visitors and
doctors) did not apparently consider her to be in need of psychological support or
treatment. Had she survived, the emtional damage done to her would very probably
have had Tong-term effects on her ability to make relationships. The enquiry
report hardly touches on this vital issue, nor does it call for more closer
attention to be given in future to early danger signs that a child is being
emotionally damaged. Neither does it emphasize the need to provide treatment for
the inevitable emotional consequences engendered by physical ill-treatment, nor
does any other official report published since (p222).
Kellmer Pringle's theory asserts that there are four different sets of
family circumstances which may result in child abuse: the isolated and
atypical incident, the "scapegoat" child, inadequate parents, and violence
(physical and verbal) as a way of life of the parents. Kellmer Pringle
claims that parents in the "inadequate and violent" categories tend to
show little remorse or shame: instead they justify their treatment of
the child by saying that the child is naughty, has dirty habits and
other shortcomings. According to Kellmer Pringle the prognosis for
improvement, let alone lasting change, is very unfavourable. That many
very experienced workers warn against feelings of professional
omnipotence and uncritical therapeutic optimism which may result in far
too much being expected in the way of improvement of very damaged

parents. If the continued safety of the child cannot be ensured then
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good substitute parental care should be provided. When these damaged
parents, who were more often than not themselves "sinned against" as
children and deserve compassion rather than punishment, are deprived of
their parental rights, they are unfortunately made victims for at least

the second time in their lives.

Kellmer Pringle (1978) points out that it used to be interpreted that
developmental needs come into play in a hierarchical sequence, the most
basic being those for sheer survival, such as the need for food and
water; and only when these have been satisfied do the higher needs emerge,
such as the need for a loving relationship. Now it is widely accepted
that all human needs are inter-related and inter-dependent in a subtle,
complex and continuous way; for example, children may fight sleep for
fear that a parent might desert or hurt them. Kellmer Pringle argues
that since physical needs are now more generally understood and met, the
emphasis here is on psychological needs; and as few as two and as many
as sixty psychological needs have been enumerated by different authors.
Kellmer Pringle offers a four-fold classification of psychological needs:
The need for Tove and security

The need for new experiences

The need for praise and recognition

The need for responsibility

Kellmer Pringle sees these needs as having to be met from the beginning
of 1ife and they continue to require fulfilment to enable a child to
grow from infancy to mature adulthood. Their relative importance
changes during different stages of growth as do the ways in which they

are met., Summaries of the four needs now follow:

The need for love and security

This need is met by children experiencing from birth onwards a stable,

continuous, dependable relationship with their parents (or permanent
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substitutes) who themselves have a rewarding relationship with each

other. This is probably the most important need because it forms the

basis for all later relationships not only within the family but with
future friends, colleagues and eventually the child's own family. The

most important feature of parental love should be that the child is

valued unconditionally and this love is given without expectation or

demand for gratitude. Whether children acquire a constructive or
destructive attitude towards themselves and to others depends initially

on their parents' attitudes to them. Also the need for security is

met by providing a dependable environment and clear standards of behaviour.

The need for new experiences

Kellmer Pringle (1978) believes that if the need for new experiences is
met through childhood and adolescence then the child's intelligence will
develop satisfactorily. Just as the body needs food and a balanced diet
for physical development - so new experiences are needed for the mind.
In early childhood the most vital ingredients of this mental "diet" are
play and language. Through these the child explores the objective
outside world of actuality and the inner subjective world of thoughts
and feelings. That one of the most important lessons for early life is
learning how to learn, and learning that mastery brings joy and a sense
of achievement. Kellmer Pringle believes that school is a major new
experience and children's development will be gereatly affected by the
values of their teachers. That teachers are in a poweffu] position to
help awaken, or rekindle, the joy and curiosity in learning about new
things shown by almost all young children.

The need for praise and recognition

To develop from a helpless infant into a self-confident and self-

accepting adult requires an immense amount of emotional, social and
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intellectual learning. Kellmer Pringle (1978) claims that this growth
requires continuous effort and is accomplished by children modelling
themselves on the adults who are caring for them. The most effective
incentives to sustain this learning process are praise and recognition for
a job well done; and reasonable demands act as a spur to perseverance.

The need for responsibility

Finally Kellmer Pringle presents the need for responsibility which is
met by allowing children to gain personal independence, at first over
matters of everyday care such as feeding, dressing and washing themselves.
It is also met by children having their own possessions over which they
exercise absolute ownership. As children grow older the responsibility
should be extended to more important areas such as being responsible
for their own actions and eventually, in maturity, being able to accept
responsibility for others. Kellmer Pringle asks how can responsibility
be given to the irresponsible? She argues that there is no way out of
this dilemma for until responsibility is given to children they cannot
learn how to exercise it; and like all skills it needs to be practised

under guidance which should gradually diminish.

Langmeier and Matejcek (1975) in their research into "the complex and
controversial issue of basic psychological needs” (pl4) offer a theory
of four roughly hierarchical categories of needs for the "proper"
development of a child. The four needs are: external stimuli,
sensory-cognitive structures, affectional attachment, and personal values:
1 The need for a certain level of extemal stimulation, ie., for a certain amount
and camplexity - or variability - of stimuli in general, or of stimuli in
certain modalities. This is obviausly necessary for the development and
maintenance of adequate levels of attentiveness and activity, which is a

necessary condition for the child's active relation to the surrounding world.

2 The need for sensory-cognitive structuring, ie., for meaningful sequences or
order of stimuli, as a necessary condition for the child's effective learning.
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3 The need for objects permitting specific affectional attachment, ie., for stable
classes of stimuli which concentrate the child's individual activities. This is a
prerequisite for the development of feelings of security.

4 The need for primary personal values, for stimuli (objects and goals) which are
critical for the growth of personal identity and self-fulfilment; the child
needs appreciation, recognition of his worth, confirmation of his autonamous
conduct and approval of his assumed, distinct social roles. This again is clearly
a precondition for effective personality integration (ppl4 & 15).

6.2.1 Effects of Failure to Meet Children's Needs

Miller (1987) explores the sources of violence within ourselves and offers
a theory that these are encouraged by widely accepted and traditional
attitudes towards child-rearing which suppress the child's developmental
needs. According to Miller, these child-rearing methods which use
punishment and coercion and are rationalised as being for "the child's

own good" are in fact psychologically damaging to the child. Miller
asserts that children are born to grow, to develop, to live, to Tove,

and to articulate their needs and feelings for their self-protection.

For their development children need the respect and protection of adults
who take them seriously, love them, and honestly help them to become
orientated in the world. These vital needs are frustrated when children
are used as objects on which adults discharge their own pent-up emotions.
Miller argues that when children are exploited, beaten, punished, taken
advantage of, manipulated, neglected, or deceived without the intervention

of any witness, then their integrity will be lastingly impaired.

Miller maintains that the normal reactions to such injury should be anger
and pain. Children in this hurtful environment however are trained not
to show strong emotions and they learn to suppress their feelings, repress
all memory of the trauma, and idealise those who are guilty of this
treatment. This suppression of strong emotions begins in infancy and

is disastrous because the suppression begins before the child's self
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has had a chance to develop. Later they will have no memory of what

was done to them. Disassociated from the original cause, their feelings
of anger and pain will find expression in destructive acts against others
(criminal behaviour) or against themselves (addictions, prostitution,
psychic disorders, suicide). Miller (1984) claims that psychotherapists
know how Tong it sometimes takes before a child's resentment, which has
been repressed for thirty, or forty, or even fifty years, can be
articulated and relived. These children learn from an early age that
love and acceptance can be bought only by denying one's own needs,
impulses and emotions (such as hate, disgust, and aversion) - at the

high price of surrender of self. Children conditioned to be well-
behaved have Tearned how to suppress emotions and are unable to recognise
their authentic feelings and be comfortable with them. It is the
tragedy of "well-raised" people that they are unaware of what was done

to them and how they cannot articulate their own feelings thus they do

to their own children what was done to them.

Miller (1984) asserts that the blocked feelings resulting from this

treatment inevitably lead to "psychic and physical disturbances" (p311):

The truth about our childhood is stored up in our body, and although we can repress
it, we can never alter it. Our intellect can be deceived, our feelings
manipulated, our perceptions confused, and our body tricked with medication. But
sameday the body will present its bill, for it is as incorruptible as a child who,
stil1 whole in spirit, will accept no compromises or excuses, and it will not stop
tormenting us until we stop evading the truth (p318).

Miller believes that if mistreated children are not to become criminals

or mentally i11 it is essential that for at Teast once in their life

they come in contact with a person who knows without any doubt that the
environment, not the child, is at fault. In this regard, knowledge or

jgnorance on the part of society can be either instrumental in either
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saving or destroying a life. Here lies the great opportunity for
relatives and professional carers to support and believe the child.
Miller (1984) concludes that people whose integrity has not been
damaged in childhood, who were protected, respected, and treated with
honesty by their parents will be intelligent, responsive, empathic and
highly sensitive. They will take pleasure in Tife and will not feel
any need to hurt or even kill others, or themselves: and they will use

their power only to defend themselves but not to attack others.

Kellmer Pringle (1978) warns that if one of the four needs presented in
this chapter (love and security, new experiences, praise and
recognition, and responsibility) remain unmet then the child's
development may become stunted or distorted. In practice if one need

fails to be met then others are likely to be affected too.

Langmeier and Matejcek's (1975) practical work on childhood psychological

deprivation is introduced as follows:

Psychological deprivation is obvicusly an extremely complex problem. Since it is
concerned with the relationship between the demands of the developing organism and
of society, it has implications for many areas of social practice (p xiii).

The authors offer the following definition of psychological deprivation:

After consideration...we thirk the concept of psychological deprivation is best
defined in a preliminary way as follows: psychological deprivation is the physical
condition produced by life situations in which the subject is not given the
opportunity to satisfy some of his basic (vital) psychological needs sufficiently
and for a long enough period so that their appropriate actualization and
development are obstructed or distorted. As we understand it, psychological
deprivation is thus a characteristic inner end product of the prolonged impact of
an impoverished environment which the child reaches through the deprivating
situations resulting from continuing restricted interaction of the child with

his physical and/or social environnent (pp 13 & 14).

Reid (1988), a paediatrician, has researched the concept of cruelty for

over forty years in numerous countries. The findings he presents are:




147

subtleness of psychological cruelty can be far more violent than

physical cruelty. During the last ten years he has concentrated on

child abuse which he describes as the most difficult area of cruelty to
understand and correct in many respects. Reid argues that to have any

hope of success in understanding child abuse we need to go more deeply

into the causes of cruelty at both individual and societal levels.

That cruelty at the individual or societal level continually changes within
seven categories. The seven given categories are Physical, Economic,
Religious, Political, Intellectual, Cultural, and Health Powers which

can be used or abused and in Reid's opinion they are abused in modern
societies. He asserts that the study of cruelty has been greatly inhibited
by the concentration on his first category of cruelty (physical violence
and aggression) as the only manifestations of cruelty:

We are programmed to thirk that violence and aggression are the beginning and end

of cruelty, but these are just small parts of cruelty. Violence and aggression are

fine words to describe animal behaviour but they do not begin to meet the human

condition. For example, everything we do or say, each gesture, each word or the
absence of speech, the faintest hint of body language, the slightest suggestion of
disdain or disapproval or superiority may inflict or provoke cruelty. Cruelty can
be as subtle as the whisper of wind in the dead of night...The child may suffer

more from being ignored than from a violent or aggressive assault by a relative (p3).

Langmeier and Matejcek (1975) offer five psychologically depriving
situations in the relationship of a child to the environment which should
be stimulating. The depriving situations are Isolation, Separation,
Frustration, Conflict, and Neglect and these are detailed below:

1 Isolation - if there is complete isolation from human contact over a Tong period
of time we can expect the basic psychological needs which remain unsatisfied fram
the beginning will not develop and will remain at a very rudimentary level.

2 Separation - is frustration of the child's needs to be with parent figure. If

the child is separated fram those persons who were previoausly the source of
satisfaction of his basic needs.
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3 Frustration - the inability to satisfy an aroused need because of same
impediment or obstacle.

4 Conflict - by conflict we mean a particular type of frustration in which the
obstacle which prevents satisfaction of an aroused need is another aroused need
which has a competing valence.

5 Neglect - is enotional withering. Their mental and particularly their emotional
development is sericusly disturbed (ppl6 to 22).

Also, the authors claim that psychological deprivation produces four
different types of children. These are given as the hypoactive inhibited
regressive type, the socially hyperactive type, the socially provocative
type, and the type which seeks substitute satisfacti%n of emotional

needs. The four deprived types are given as follows:

The hypoactive inhibited regressive type. Here we are dealing with the classic
type of deprived personality...Characteristic features are mental retardation
and overall decreased activity, particularly in the social sphere...The child is
usually incapable of emotionally responding. A specific emotional relationship
to adults has not been established, and if we are dealing with a child of three
years or older it is obviaus that the optimal conditions for the development of
such a relationship have already disappeared...He seems quiet, well behaved and
adjusted, is often physically attractive, roly-poly, and smiles happily during
simple play.

The socially hyperactive type. This type of deprived child would not attempt to
establish contact with one particular person and is concerned more with the
quantity than the quality of the available social stimuli. He spontaneously
establishes contact with the environment and in this sense is hyperactive, but the
contact is only superficial and multi-directional: the child is not deeply involved
in it...His uninhibited spontaneous nature, his social interest and activity make
him very attractive. He runs to any embrace. He seans to adapt immediately to new
emotional conditions...Quite often, however, within a short time the superficiality
of the child's emotional involvement becomes apparent. Those who seek a deep,
permanent, full emotional relationship with the child, and those who are concermed
with his intellectual development can be disappointed. It is well established that
such a child, because of his extravagant social involvement, avoids other forms of
activity. His play is unskilled and he has a poor school record, although his I.Q.
may be average or above average.

The socially provocative type. Such a child is in a state of constant high tension
which is directed towards his unsatisfied attachment needs. He demands attention,
is provocative and wicked. In institutions, this child shows abnormal aggressim
and tantrums, and is regarded...as undisciplined. He is generally disliked. When
he is alone with the supervisor, however, the picture is quite the reverse. The
child is "unrecognisably" quiet, cuddlesome, and tractable...If the cause of the
increased tension is lack of emotional satisfaction there is a reasonable chance
that the child will settle down and adapt if he is offered the emtional security
he seeks.
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The type which seeks substitute satisfaction of emotional needs. These children
substitute their primitive, more easily satisfied needs for their unsatisfied
social needs - they are sexually precocious, over-eat, are aggressive, tease
animals, and so on. Such a child (requires therapy for) redirection of his
emotional strivings into appropriate channels (pp385 to 387).

One important fact that emerges from the above descriptions is the
inclusion in each that every type has damaged emotional responses. That
these responses manifest in opposite extremes of under, or over, reaction
which appears to be quite usual in disturbed behaviour. The damaged
responses range from being incapable of emotionally responding to an
immediate situation to running to any new emotional situation which is
soon shown to be a superficial response. We have briefly looked at
theories of how the failure to meet a child's needs damages a child's
emotional responses. Present reseach is now focusing on the emotional
mistreatment of children and before we examine this research it is

necessary to briefly discuss the emotions.

6.3 The Emotions

Emotions play an important part in life and sometimes more than is
ordinarily realised. Which feelings or sensations are designated as
emotions? We shall take a brief look at emotions in general. The more
common emotions are: happiness, joy, anger, sadness, fear, anxiety,
shame, tenderness, love, hate, jealousy, and pride. Several of these
words refer to the same basic emotion but are differing degrees of it.
For instance, anxiety and fear are related, as are happiness and joy.
Emotions have been divided into broad categories according to their
general effect upon us; such as strong and weak, pleasant and unpleasant,
slow and sudden. Some emotions have a very calming effect such as a
feeling of peace. Fear has its value for it makes us aware of that wHich

threatens, puts us on our guard, gives us the opportunity to retreat or
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protect ourselves. These feelings are related to the very primary

instincts and impulses of Tife.

What are the mechanics of emotions? That is, how do the feelings

or sensations of the emotions come about from some stimulus, for
example. The James-Lange Theory offers such an explanation. William
James and Carl Georg Lange appear to have arrived simultaneously at the
same conclusion in 1880. Basically, the James-Lange theory of the
emotions asserts that an emotion is the result of certain body changes

which themselves follow directly from a given stimulus.

James (1950, First published 1880) explains these changes:

The bodily changes follow directly the perception of the exciting fact, and our

feeling of the same changes as they occur IS the emotions (p449).
Buck (1976) almost a century later supports James' explanation:

Thus we do not cry because we are sorry. We see something that makes us cry and

our feeling of the crying is the sorrow (p42).
According to the above theory, stimuli which are perceived produce changes
in the body, and the feelings that we have of these changes occurring are
what we then experience as the emotions. In other words, the change in
the body comes before the feeling of the emotion. This of course is a
contradiction of the -general opinion and common sense explanation. Thus
this theory claims that we feel sorry because we tremble and not vice
versa. This theory is important because it makes awareness of an emotion

dependent on response.

Emotions can be over expressive as in the case of emotionally disturbed
people; here there seems to be a lack of ability to control impressions

whether these be external or internal. At the other extreme a person
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can use willpower to keep the emotions under control although it is not
good to suppress them entirely. Such suppression is an extreme, for to
consider an emotional response as a weakness to be hidden can be just

as dangerous to the health as are excessive outbursts of the emotions.

Some individuals have a greater innate sensitivity to external stimuli
than others. For example, some people will consider a particular
incident as cruel and they will react by being angry or sad whilst other

people may not be affected at all.

6.4 Emotional Mistreatment

Kempe (1990) in a press conference at The International Congress on
Child Abuse and Neglect stated that the focus of research is now on

psychological mistreatment:

Everyone now recognises that emotional abuse is coming to the fore not only with
mistreated children but also as part of everyday life.

Gelles and Straus (1988) using over fifteen years of research into the
causes and consequences of abuse in the American family view emotional

mistreatment as probably the most damaging form of all types of abuse:

The most hidden, most insiducus, least researched, and perhaps in the long run most
damaging form of intimate victimization may be the emotional abuse of loved ones.
Defining physical or sexual abuse is relatively easy campared to the formidable
task of setting forth what constitutes emotional abuse. Belittling, scorning,
ignoring, tearing down, harping, criticizing, are all possible forms of emotional
abuse. Such abuse takes many forms and the scars while not always evident, tend to
show through in discussions with victims of emotional battering... Children bear
the brunt of emotional batterings that range from direct verbal attacks to
outright brutal acts of cruelty...There is 1ittle daubt that direct or indirect
attacks on one's self-concept leave deep and Tong-lasting scars. Many of the
people we talk to tell us that the physical scars of family violence fade but the
emtional waunds fester beneath the surface forever. No one really knows how much
emotional abuse exists in families. We know from surveys that verbal violence
almost always accampanies physical violence and abuse...We suspect that one reason
so little reseach on emotional violence has been conducted is that so many of us




152

are guilty of occasional or even frequent emotional attacks on loved ones that the
behavior is too close and too common to allow for objective research. Emotional
abuse is not a case of "there but for the grace of God go I." Rather ..."We have
met the enemy and he is us" (pp67 & 68).

Garbarino et al (1986) conclude that emotional mistreatment is the
primary issue in child maltreatment and it is the adults who have

been emotionally mistreated as children who in turn abuse children:

Although aur formal statements about child maltreatment focus on physical
consequences, most of us recognise that the heart of the matter 1ies not in the
physical but in the emotional damain. This recognition permits us to distinguish
between "normal damestic violence" and "abuse". There is growing recognition that
emotional maltreatment is the central problem with which we are dealing, and in
most cases physical injuries are only of secondary concem. Many accept as fact
that "people who abuse their children were themselves abused." Goverrment
parphlets, public service announcements on televisio, and conference speakers
proclaim this theme. The statement implies that people who abuse their children
were physically abused during their own childoad. The evidence however is not so
clear-cut as these public pronouncements would suggest. As Jayaratne (1977)
concludes, and an independent reading of the primary sources will confirm, it is
"emotional deprivation,” "rejection,” and "excessive demands" that generally
characterise the childhood of adults who abuse or neglect their children (p230).

In the Foreword to Brassard et al (1987) Anne H Cohn (Director, National
Center for the Prevention of Child Abuse, Chicago, U.S.) describes
psychological mistreatment as emotional mistreatment. That only now are

researchers and clinicians focusing their attention on emotional abuse:

Psychological maltreatment is at the core of all child maltreatment. Indeed, the
long-term and most insidious consequences of all forms of maltreatment are
anotional. Rejection, isolation, humiliation, verbal assaults, being ignored,
being terrorized - these are things that happen to children. These are the things
that crush a child's self-esteem, taint a child's emotional well-being, and damage
a child's potential to contribute fully in this world. These are the things that
make up psychological maltreatment. Only now is the public coming to understand
that emtional abuse is a serious form of child abuse. And only now are a number
of child abuse professionals - researchers and clinicians alike - focusing their
attention on emotional abuse. This book heralds the increased attention we now see
being paid to this problem. And, just as this book reflects pioneering and concrete
thinking about a problem long regarded as too abstract to define, so this book will
be a catalyst for efforts Tong needed to bring the problem into sharp focus and
eventually under control (pix).
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Lauer, Lourie, Salus, & Broadhurst (1979) claim that emotional
mistreatment almost always accompanies physical abuse; at this time
research concentrated mainly on physical abuse:

While emotional maltreatment may occur alone, it often accompanies physical

abuse, bug physically abused children are almost always emotionally maltreated as
well (pl6).

6.4.1 Emotional Rights of a Child

According to Garbarino et al (1986) most of us experience family
violence of one kind or another. Thus the issue is not who experiences
family violence but it is to understand the context in which adult
behaviour becomes harmful:
More recent sociologically derived evidence documents that there is ample damestic
violence in the experience of most children (particularly between siblings) to
"teach" it to those who are inclined to leamn and use it. The issue, then, is not
simply one of determining who experiences same form of domestic violence. The
evidence says that most of us do (or did). The task is to understand the
circumstances in which parental behavior is damaging. Emotional maltreatment -
abuse, reglect, or "deprivation" - is at the heart of the matter (pp230 & 231).
Garbarino et al (1986), in addition to the above, acknowledge that a
general statement which focuses on "the parents' failure to encourage
the child's normal development by assurance of love and acceptance" is
on target. However they ask what this means on a day-to day basis in a
parent-child relationship; and how is it operationally defined as a
basis for recognition? The authors view this general statement as lacking
social context and claim that this deficiency has been the stumbling
block in efforts to define emotional mistreatment. That the emotional
rights of a child are that the child's needs should be met and no child
should ever be used to gratify the parent's unmet needs:

What are the child's rightful claims on a parent or other caregiver? Briefly, we
can establish that a child has a rightful claim (1) to a responsive parent, one
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who recognises and responds positively to socially desirable acamplishments; and (2)
to a parent who does not inflict on the child the parent's own needs at the expense
the child's. Thus, an enctionally abusive parent may reject the infant's smiling,
or the toddler's exploration, the school child's efforts to make friends, and the
adolescent's privacy and autonamy. Such a parent demands that the infant gratify
the parent's needs ahead of the child's, that the child take care of the parent,
and that the adolescent camply with the parents's wishes in all matters (including,
perhaps sexual relations). (p231).

6.4.2 The Psychological Parent

According to Goldstein et al (1973) a crucial concept with respect to a
child's psychological well-being is that of the child's attachment to a
psychological parent, who may or may not be the biological parent. What
is a psychological parent? A psychological parent is someone who
allows the child's human needs to develop. The authors define this
role as:
A psychological parent is one who, on a continuing, day-to-day basis, through
interactio, camanionship, interplay, and mutuality, fulfills the child's
psychological needs for a parent, as well as the child's physical needs. The
psychological parent may be a biological, adoptive, foster, or common law parent,
or any other person. There is no presumption in favor of any of these after the
initial assigmment at birth (p%®B).
The above authors specifically define a child's psychological needs as
emotional needs:
Each child needs to be a member of a family where he feels wanted and where he will
have the opportunity, on a continuing basis, not only to receive and retumn
affection, but also to express anger and to learn to manage his aggression (pp5 & 6)
One criticism Goldstein et al (1970) levy at intervention agencies
is the subordination of children's psychological/emotional needs to
their physical needs. That the traditionally given goal of serving "the
best interests of the child" is often interpreted purely in terms of the

child's physical state; and this is an unnatural separation of the

child's physical and psychological needs:
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In giving meaning to this goal, decision makers in law have recognised the
necessity of protecting a child's physical well-being as a guide to placament. But
they have been slow to understand and to acknowledge the necessity of safeguarding
a child's psychological well-being. Wnile they make the interests of a child
paramount over all other claims when his physical well-being is in jeopardy, they
subordinate, often intentionally, his psychological well-being to, for example, an
adult's right to assert a biological tie. Yet both well-beings are equally
important, and any sharp distinction between them is artificial. The artificial
distinc%iog between physical and psychological well-being is a relic of the
past...(p4).

6.4.3 Emotionally Damaging Family Environments

Miller (1991) taught and practised psychoanalysis for more than twenty
years and then rejected the Freudian theory of infantile sexuality. Dr
Miller condemns the traditional child-rearing methods of most families as
emotionally damaging to children. This condemnation is based on the
common belief that basically children are expected to obey their parents
and accept that what they say and do is right thus preventing them
speaking out even when they are abused. These methods have an underlying
attitude which effectively authorises parents to regard the mistreatment
of children as a valid way of child-rearing - "for their own good". This
attitude is concerned with suppressing children's strong emotions and
instilling in them absolute obedience to parental rule. Above all
children need and seek their parents' love and will meet all their demands
to the extent that they are able; they will learn to fit into the framework
provided for them by their parents from birth. Miller asks why there is
no legislation to protect children from mistreatment by their families:
Why is it still not illegal to hit a defenceless child when it is an indictable
offense to strike a grown-up - someone who can, after all, defend him-or-
hersel f?...Even if most civic authorities do not know - or do not wish to know -
that their refusal to pass such legislation only contributes to the growth of
crime, terrorism, drug addiction, widespread psychic illness, and the survival of
ignorance, they surely have to recognize the indisputable fact that children are
people and have the right not to be beaten, as do we all...By categorically
condeming the criminal actions of past generations, such laws would also enlighten
the caming generation and help it to avoid the blind repetition of its forefathers'
guilt. It would also bring an immediate change to the way parents behave...It
would set an important caesura, marking the beginning of a process leading to a

real humanity that would create the necessary conditions for fundamental change to
our way of living (ppl49 & 150).
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Gardner (1988) also refers to traditional attitudes towards child-
rearing which are emotionally damaging to children and how these are

now being studied:

Widely accepted, yet fundamentally abusive, attitudes to children are now being
questioned (Yule, V. 1985; Hodgkin, R. 1986). Examples of such views are that
physical and verbal violence are justified as "discipline"; that children are
private possessions; that they can do adult work as a hobby for low pay; that they
cannot be trusted (for exanple, to tell the truth).

Garbarino et al (1986), as stated previously, view emotional mistreatment
as the issue in almost all cases of child mistreatment. So far,

studies have shown that there are certain types of family environments
which produce damaged human beings but these studies have shown few

significant adverse effects of specific incidents of mistreatment:

Rather they show that certain types of family environments (environments
characterized by emotional maltreatment) produce damaged human beings. Thus, child
maltreatment is an issue that bridges child welfare and mental health. As noted
earlier, if there is a unifying factor in the backgraund of adults who mistreat
children, it is pervasive emotional deprivation, the destruction of ego and self-
esteam, which leads to a variety of emtional deficits, among them inadequate
empathy. Emotional maltreatment conveys developmentally dangerous messages of
trauma, of betrayal, of powerlessness, of stigmatization. It is an assault on the
psyche, an attack on the self. When it comes to defining emotional maltreatment,
the message becomes the meaning (p232).

6.5. Operational Definitions of Psychological Mistreatment

Hart et al (1987) write of the insidious use of psychological
mistreatment and define acts to show the way this mistreatment operates.
Seven categories are given of acts which the authors define as
psychological mistreatment and these are: Rejecting, Degrading,
Terrorising, Isolating, Corrupting, Exploiting, and Denying Emotional
Responsiveness. A summary of the seven definitions is given below:
Rejecting: treating a child differently from siblings or peers in ways suggesting

a dislike for the child; actively refusing to act to help or acknowledge a child's
request for help.




157

Degrading: calling a child "stupid"; labelling as inferior; publicly humiliating.

Terrorizing: threatening to physically hurt or kill; forcing a child to observe
violence directed toward loved ones; leaving a yaung child unattended.

Isolating: Tocking in a closet or, for extended time, in a roam alone; refusing to
allow interactions or relationships with peers or adults autside the family.

Corrupting: teaching and reinforcing acts that degrade those racially or
ethnically different; teaching and reinforcing criminal behaviour; providing anti-
social and unrealistic models as normal, usual or appropriate via the public
media.

Exploiting: sexually molesting a child; keeping a child at hame in the
role of servant or surragate parent in ljeu of school attendance; encouraging
a child to participate in the production of pornograpy.

Denying Emotional Responsiveness: ignoring a child's attempts to interact;
mechanistic child handling which is void of hugs, stroking, kisses and talk (p7)

The above categories and their definitions are offered by the authors for
clarification purposes only as they acknowledge that the categories

have not been operationalised:

These acts appear to cover all major forms of psychological maltreatment. They
have not been operationalized. The definitions and examples...are provided

only for clarification purposes. Operational definitions must be developed and
validated if progress is to be made in clarifying and corbating psychological
maltreatment. Though presently available definitions and standards for decisions
are inadequate, attempts have been made to gather data regarding the incidence of
psychological maltreatment (p7).

Hart et al (1987) claim that operational definitions should be both
developmentally and ecologically specific. The authors cite two further
sets of operational definitions in addition to their own and these are

from Garbarino et al, and the Office for the Study of the Psychological
Rights of the Child:

Some agreement has developed in support of giving primary emphasis to
operationalizing this set or a similar set of acts (Garbarino, Guttman, &
Seeley, 1986; Office for the Study of the Psychological Rights of the
Child, 1985)...the operationalized definitions which are developed should
be both developmentally and ecologically specific...Acts perpetrated

or stimulated through all levels of the human ecological system and their
impact meaning for each developmental stage should be studied (pl6).
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Garbarino et al (1986), quoted above as having a similar set of
operational definitions as Hart et al, perceive psychological
mistreatment as an attack on the development of self and social
competence and this attack takes five forms. They present a five -
category definition of psychological mistreatment with four
developmental stages which varies in severity from mild to severe.
This theory is given in more detail in Chapter 7. A summary of the

five categories now follows:

Rejecting: the adult refuses to acknowledge the child's worth.

Isolating: the adult cuts the child off fram normal social experiences; prevents

the child from forming friendships; and mekes the child believe that he or she is
alone in the world.

Terrorizing: the adult verbally assaults the child; creates a climate of fear;
bullies and frigntens the child; and makes the child believe that the world is
capriciaus and hostile.

Ignoring: the adult deprives the child of essential stimulation and
responsiveness; stifling emotional growth and intellectual development.

Corrupting: the adult missocializes the child; stimulates the child to engage in
destructive antisocial behavior; reinforces the deviance; and makes the child unfit
for normal social experience (p8).

6.6 Conceptual Models of Child Mistreatment

Hart et al (1987) describe the two main conceptual models which are
currently used to explain the phenomenon of child mistreatment. Each
of the two models contributes important aspects of the phenomenon. The
two conceptual models are The Ecological Model and The Developmental

Model. A brief summary of the two models follows:

The Ecological Model

The human ecological model...stresses the importance of the interactive effects on
behavior and meanings of (a) the child as a dynamic system within her/himself, (b)
The microsystems experienced as day-to-day realilty by the child (e.g., family,
school, daycare center, church), and (c) the exosystems and macrosystens less
directly experienced by the child (e.g., parent's workplace, city council,
schoolboard, courts, political units, culturally institutionalized patterns of
belief and behavior) (pl5)




The Developmental Model

The developmental characteristics of the child are highly relevant to the nature
and impact of psychological maltreatment. It is, after all, the personal subjective
meaning of maltreatment from the perspective of the victim which determines its
power and focus of influence. The stage, phase or level of development of the
victim in physical, cognitive and affective areas will provide context and
standards of educing meaning (p15).
In summary, the ecological model is the socio-cultural context; the
interaction of individual and total environment. The developmental
model focuses on the developmental stages of children - the perspective
of the victim. However there is a third important concept to add to
the above two models and this is the theory of human needs which has

been described in this chapter.

Hart et al (1987) state that psychological mistreatment work is in an
embryonic stage. They assert that at this initial stage it is important
to offer theories of the nature of this mistreatment. They believe its
nature is the denial of a person's genuine psychological needs (as quoted
in part in Chapter 2 of this thesis) but it is not psychological
mistreatment to deny the gratification of current wants:
At this time, for heuristic purposes, it is important to propose formulations of
the nature of psychological mistreatment. We believe the existing state of
knowledge supports the following position: psychological maltreatment consists of
acts which deny or frustrate efforts on the part of an individual to satisfy
his//her basic psychological needs to the degree that the individual's functioning
becomes maladaptively deviant...It is doubtful that any of us escape being victims
or perpetrators of psychological mistreatment.
It is Togically supportable to hypothesize that psychological mistreatment is a
direct attack on psychological need fulfillment, and that this is what produces its
destructive power (pp8 & 9).
The preceding discussion of conceptual models of child mistreatment

suggests that ecological (socio-cultural), developmental (psycho-dynamic)

and human needs (physical-psychological) theory compliment each other.

159
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Thus it would appear that operational definitions should be
ecologically, developmentally, and human needs specific. The
phenomenon of psychological mistreatment of children can thus be

conceived to range over a wide spectrum.

6.7 Summary

Theories of human needs based mainly on the work of Maslow (1970) and

the results of the frustration of these needs have been presented in

this chapter. For example, the great growth areas of human development
are in the satisfaction of a person's physical and psychological needs
(Adams, 1990). That there is no sharp distinction between a person's
physical and psychological well-being for both are equally important

and any sharp division is artificial (Goldstein et al, 1973). The
effects of failure to meet developmental needs results in human beings
who have damaged emotional responses (Gil, 1987, and Hart et al, 1987).
This damage can manifest in extremes of behaviour with a person reacting
to situations with either too low or too high emotion - this perspective
however may be all-explanatory (Langmeir and Matejcek, 1975). That there
are certain types of family environments which produce emotionally damaged
human beings; and if there is one unifying factor in the childhood of
adults who mistreat their children it is that the parents themselves have
suffered from emotional deprivation (Garbarino et al, 1986). Perhaps the
most damaging form of abuse is the intimate emotional attacks on one's
self-concept by family members which leave emotional wounds that on the
whole never heal; and that no one knows how much emotional abuse exists_in
families (Gelles and Straus, 1988). Traditional child-rearing methods of
most families are emotionally damaging to children (Miller, 1991). In
the next chapter we will examine the values of male and female parents

towards moderate psychological mistreatment of children.
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CHAPTER 7
THE THIRD STUDY: ATTITUBES OF PARENTS

The results of The Second Study showed significant differences in the
attitudes of two main divisions of adults. The two divisions were:
Division 1 (Professional Carers, Working Experience with Children,
Females, and Parents).

Division 2 (Non-Professional Carers, No Working Experience with Children,
Males, and Non-Parents).

Division 2 tended to think that (1) it was more acceptable to use
physical punishment as a means of discipline and (2) that sexuality in

children is not the result of personal experience or co-ercion by another.

This indication of differences in attitudes between males (Division 2)
and females (Division 1) concerning the above two major aspects of child-
rearing led to a consideration of what the effects of such differences

in attitudes between males and females would be in the family situation.
One question that can be asked is "If a difference in attitudes between
males and females over fundamental child-rearing practices is

widespread then does this difference exist in most families?" Another
related question is "If a difference in attitudes does not exist then how
or what has brought about this change in attitudes?" Even more importantly,
if differences in attitudes have been reconciled are these new attitudes
regarding child-rearing better or worse than the previous separately-
held ones. Public attention is mainly only given to conflict and
violence in the family in the extreme, or relatively rare conditions,
where it escalates to such an extent as to become dangerously abusive.
In contrast to these extreme conditions there may be a great many family

situations where people are suffering from various degrees of more subtle
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psychological mistreatment. These situations may not be regarded as
sufficiently acute to be perceived as abusive, but are a consistent

frustration of basic psychological needs.

7.1 Aims of the Study

The above issue has important implications regarding family life.
Thus on the basis of the findings of The Second Study the main aim of
The Third Study was to examine how male and female parents would

evaluate incidents of moderate psychological mistreatment of children.

7.2 Theoretical Framework

The framework for the practical implementation of The Third Study is an
adaptation of the work of Garbarino et al (1986) who define
psychological mistreatment as an attack on the development of self and
social competence. This theory takes into account the complexity of
child psychological mistreatment by addressing the issue at various

developmental stages and categories of mistreatment.

In summary, the authors combine all physical, sexual, and psychological
aspects of child abuse into a multidimensional theory of child
mistreatment (details of this theory are given below). They stress
that all forms of child mistreatment include psychological aspects and
consequences that will vary with the developmental stages of children,
and with the socio-cultural context. Also. how subjective meanings of
mistreatment acts (e,g. rejecting and terrorising) can be determined by
the perceptions of both abusers and victims, and the culture involved.
In addition, since the meanings of the same acts will vary with the

child's developmental age, the norms (standards) of developmental
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stages of the child are of fundamental importance to the evaluation,
the nature, and the impact of psychological mistreatment. Thus the
same adult-child interaction can be considered normal and acceptable,
or deviant and unacceptable, in different social contexts and during
different developmental stages of children. Mistreatment also varies
in severity and ranges from mild to severe. In this regard this theory
provides an excellent framework for identifying different types and

degrees of psychological mistreatment.

The concepts used in this theory have not been operationally defined to
allow for empirical validation (Garbarino, 1991, personal communication).
While this is a problem in the general field of child abuse and neglect,
the subfield of psychological mistreatment especially suffers from
definitional problems. Therefore, empirical testing of psychological

mistreatment theories have been limited in the literature.

In detail, Garbarino et al (1986) consider psychological mistreatment as
a pattern of psychologically destructive behaviours having five forms
and these are:

Isolating
Rejecting
Ignoring
Terrorising
Corrupting.

WM

The authors claim that when children are isolated, rejected, ignored,
terrorised or corrupted within the family they are then vulnerable to
negative influences in the broader social environment; and that the key

to stress resistance is the absence of psycholgical mistreatment.

The five forms of psychological mistreatment contain four developmental
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stages. The four developmental stages involve the first eighteen years
of 1ife and are: Infancy (birth to two years); Early Childhood (two to
five years); School Age (five to eleven years); and Adolescence (eleven
to eighteen years). Within each correlation of category with development
stage there are three degrees of severity and.these range from mild, to
moderate, to severe. This present research uses the moderate degree

of severity only.

7.3 The Research Instrument

The research instrument used to assess the values of the male and
female parents was a set of vignettes (N=60) depicting specific incidents
of moderate psychological mistreatment of children. Vignettes consist
of descriptions of actions and are an indirect way to present delicate
subject matter rather than asking respondents what may appear to be
personal questions. Giovannoni and Becerra (1979) give a brief
description of vignettes and their use:
In several studies, opinions about specific incidents have been obtained through
the vignette technique which consists of the presentation of verbal descriptions of
actions to the respondents with the request that they rate each vignette by
specified criteria. This technique has been used not only in research on child

abuse and neglect but also in research on adult criminality and juvenile
delinquency (pl®4).

7.4 Design and Method of the Study

The design and analysis of the questionnaire was similar to the first

study (see Chapter 3) and was conducted in four stages:

Stage 1 - The Design of the Questionnaire
Stage 2 - The Pilot Questionnaire
Stage 3 - The Questionnaire

Stage 4

Analysis of Responses
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7.4.1 Stage 1: The Design of the Questionnaire

The purpose of the questionnaire was to examine the values of male and
female parents towards moderate psychological mistreatment of children.

The blueprint

The blueprint categories and developmental stages for this research are
from Garbarino et al (1986). The authors present psychological
mistreatment as having five categories and these are:

1 Isolating

2 Rejecting

3 Ignoring

4 Terrorising

5 Corrupting

The above five categories have four developmental stages throughout the
first eighteen years of 1ife and the manifestations are given as:

1 Infancy (birth to two years)

2 Early childhood (two to five years)

3 School Age (five to eleven years)

4 Adolescence (eleven to eighteen years).

Three degrees of severity are given and these are:

1 Mild (isolated "though perhaps poignant" (pll) incidents)

2 Moderate (more frequent and "more generalised" (pll) incidents)

3 Severe (frequent and "absolute" (pll) incidents)

The items used in the blueprint matrix were all of moderate severity.

Identical allocations (N=3) were assigned to all the matrix cells (N=20).
The following blueprint shows there are 60 items derived from the five
categories and the four age groups. 60 items were used for Father
incidents and these were repeated for 60 items for Mother incidents thus

making a total of 120 items.

Although some behaviours relate to more than one developmental stage
the interest of Garbarino et al (1986) is to highlight the differences

as they "proceed with efforts to be developmentally specific" (p23).
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Table 7.1.

Questionnaire Blueprint

Framework for Specific Behaviours Constituting Psychological Mistreatment

by Developmental Period

Content Areas

- - D D P S " - D D YR U . . D S LD WL T G - D D S D W WD B WD P S D R D D D S A R D e e W D AR A = D . O -

Type of Developmental Period
Psychological Infancy Early School Adoles Number
Mistreatment Childhood Age cence of
(0 - 2) (2 - 5) (6 - 11) (11 - 18) Items
Isolating 3 3 3 3 12
Rejecting 3 3 3 3 12
Ignoring 3 3 3 3 12
Terrorising 3 3 3 3 12
Corrupting 3 3 3 3 12
No of Items 15 15 15 15 60
Percentages 25% 25% 25% 25% 100%

Category Headings from Garbarino et al (1986)

Writing Items

Rating scale items were used with possible responses lying along a 4-
point rating scale ranging from Not Serious, A Little Serious, Serious,
and Very Serious. The items were in the form of vignettes which depicted
specific incidents of Psychological Mistreatment of Children. The
vignettes consisted of descriptions of acts of moderate psychological
mistreatment.

7.4.2 Stage 2: The Pilot Questionnaire

This stage involved distributing the pilot questionnaire personally to
ten respondents - five male parents and five female parents in various

occupations to solicit broad reactions to content areas, question wording,
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and item face validity. This procedure yielded a number of helpful
comments regarding some fine details of ambiguity of wording.

7.4.3 Stage 3: The Questionnaire

Copies of the questionnaire were distributed to 200 respondents - 100
male parents and 100 female parents. (See Appendix 7: Survey Questionnaire:
Parent and Child Incidents). The procedure for this was the same as for
the Second Study in that all questionnaires were distributed personally
or delegated to one person to be responsible for the distribution and
collection. The only request was to collect as many completed
questionnaires as possible. Sampling criteria was based on respondents
having had a child(ren) of their own; no other stipulation was placed on
selection. Those persons responsible for distribution reported that
very few subjects refused to co-operate. Respondents covered a wide
range of occupations in the U.K. and also included owners of two

private companies in Germany and Holland together with their chief
executives and immediate personnel. As stated previously the
questionnaire consisted of 60 Father incidents and 60 Mother incidents.
In order to increase impartiality two groups were formed. Each group
consisted of 50 male parents and 50 female parents. Group 1

replied first to Father incidents on the vignettes and Group 2 replied
first to Mother incidents on the vignettes.

7.4.4 Stage 4: Analysis of Responses

From the returned completed questionnaires the participants' responses
were (as in The Second Study) coded and listed on an Amstrad 1640HD
personal computer. Scoring was manually double-checked to ensure that
no errors had been made in the transfer of coded data to the computer.
The data 1ist was then transferred for analysis on to the ISIS Central
Computer System of the University of London. Analyses of data were

conducted using the SPSSX statistical software packages.
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The‘anaTytic design of the research can be categorised into three
stages. From the questionnaire-generated data the first stage of
analysis provided a descriptive data of the 200 participants. The
second stage involved an initial factor analysis as a means of data
reduction which was followed by factor analysis of the underlying
structures inherent in the parents' responses. The third stage involved
a detailed examination of the nature of the relationships between

correlations of different measures.

The data analysis was chosen to be in agreement with the stages of the
analytic design described above. For the descriptive analysis
frequency distributions and means were used. For the second and third
stages factor analysis was used. A description of factor analysis now
follows:

Factor Analysis

Rust and Golombok (1989) demonstrate how factor analysis is a technique
which is widely used in psychometrics and can be applied to any set of
data where the number of subjects exceeds the number of variables. The
analysis will provide an indication of the number and nature of the
relationships between the items (the observed variables) and the
underlying variables thus indicating which sets of items appear to go
together and which stand apart. Factor analysis identifies what are
called the "factors" in the data. These factors are the hypothetical
constructs which can often be used to explain the data. By selecting
items which relate to particular factors it is possible to put together
subtests of the construct that the factor represents. The analysis
reduces complex measures to greater simplicity thus achieving its
purpose of explaining a large number of variables in terms of

underlying structures with fewer elements.
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Kerlinger (1973) describes the power and purposes of factor analysis:

Because of its power and elegance, factor analysis can be called the queen of
analytic methods. Even more forbidding in its calculations than other miltivariate
methods, factor analysis has become accessible with the availability of computers
and with increased understanding of its purposes and uses in behavioural research.
A factor is a construct, a hypothetical entity, that is assumed to underlie tests,
scales, itemns, and, indeed, measures of almost any kind. A number of factors have
been faund to underlie intelligence, for example: verbal ability, rumerical
ability, abstract reasoning, memory and others. Similarly, aptitude, attitude, and
personality factors have been isolated and identified. Even nations and people
have been factored! (pp 660 & 661). Factor analysis has two basic purposes: to
explore variable areas in order to identify the factors presumably underlying the
variables; and, as in all scientific work, to test hypotheses about the relations
among variable (p685).

Rust and Golombok (1989) caution that factor analysis is more than a
statistical technique and is more of a conceptual tool. Its power lies
in its processes which appear to mirror human cognition in its ability

to discriminate:

Because of the powerful number crunching ability of modern computers, it is
relatively easy to carry out factor analysis, and many statistical packages carry
it as one of their options. However, as factor analysis for psychologists has
always been more of a conceptual tool than a statistical technique, there are
dangers in the amateur use of these programs. While the statistical process of
factor analysis is more or less automatic, there are many decisions about options
and their defalts which need to be made along the way (pl21). In much the same way
in which multidimensional scaling models have provided a conceptual underpinning
for psychophysics, factor analysis fulfils a similar role for psychometrics. Its
success may be due to more than mere statistical convenience: it could be that the
figural representation of factor analysis is so powerful because it mirrors the
cognitive processes whereby human beings actually make judgments about differences
between objects (or persons). It may therefore represent a fundamental principle
of one aspect of cognitive science (pl20).

Thus factor analysis is essentially different in kind and purpose from
other multi-variate methods. The basic purposes of factor analysis is
to discover factors (or unities) among many variables and reduce them
to fewer underlying variables (factors). In achieving this purpose,
factor analysis can be said to explain the data and show the basic

underlying structure of many variables and how they are similar and how
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they are different.

7.5 Summary

One of the underlying concepts of The Third Study was the result of
findings of The Second Study which indicated differences in values
between males and females; in addition to these findings a further
Titerature research revealed many theoretical assertions that all forms
of child mistreatment include psychological mistreatment. Thus the aim
of The Third Study was directed towards an examination of the values
and underlying attitudes of male and female parents towards moderate
psychological mistreatment of children. The framework for the
practical implementation of the study was an adaptation of the work of
Garbarino et al (1986) who offer a definition of psychological
mistreatment as "an attack on the development of self and social
competence, a pattern of psychically destructive behavior" (p8). The
research instrument used in The Third Study was a set of vignettes
which are an indirect way to present delicate subject matter. Finally
the powerful conceptual nature of factor analysis which will be used in
Chapter 8 was presented; this nature appears to mirror human cognitive
processes in its ability to make judgments about differences between

persons or objects.

In Chapter 8 the underlying concepts detailed in this chapter will

be operationalised.
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Chapter 8
THE THIRD STUDY: RESULTS

The data in this chapter were obtained from the second questionnaire

survey. It will be used to examine values of male (N=100) and female
(N=100) parents to moderate psychological mistreatment of children in
order to discover indicators of underlying attitudes.

8.1 Descriptive Data Analysis

The respondents (N=200) supplied five categories of descriptive data.
The five categories consisted of:

Sex of Respondents

Age Group of Respondents

Number of Children

Working Experience with Children

Years of Working Experience with Children

For the following presentation of findings brief comments will be made

on the data following each tabular presentation of the findings:

Table 8.1

Frequency Data on Respondents (N=200) by Sex and Age-Group

- — - —— - - D Y WS D D AD D T D T D S W R - - -

Age Males Females Total
Group f %f f %»f f %f
Under 20 0o 0.0 02 1.0 02 1.0
20 to 34 13 6.5 16 8.0 29 14.5
35 to 49 49 24,5 43 21.5 92 46.0
50 to 65 33 16.5 31 15.5 64 32.0
Over 65 05 2.5 8 4.0 13 6.5
Total 100 50.0 100 50.0 200 100.0

P L L L L R R e L D L L Ty

The ages ranged from under 20 years to over 65 years. 46% (N=92) of
the respondents were in the modal age-group of 35 to 49 were composed
of 24.5% (N=49) Males and 21.5% (N=43) Females.
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Table 8.2

Frequency Data on Respondents (N=200) by Numbers of Children

- - = - D S D - - D =D U WS D A AR D S S W D e e G - - - . -

No. of Males Females Total
Children f *f f *»f f %t
U 20 10.0 23 115 13 215
2 48 24.0 37 18.5 85 42.5
3 20 10.0 24 12.0 44  22.0
4 9 4.5 15 7.5 24 12.0
5 2 1.0 1 0.5 03 1.5
6 - - - - - -
7 - - - - - -
8 1 0.5 - - 01 0.5
Total 100 50.0 100 50.0 200 100.0

Numbers of children ranged from 1 to 8. 42.5% (N=85) of the
respondents had children in the modal number of 2 which included:
Males 24.0% (N=48) and Females 18.5% (N=37).

Table 8.3

Frequency Date on Respondents (N=200) by Working Experience with Children

Working Males Females Total

Experience f %f f % f %f
No 79 39.5 47 23.5 126  63.0
Yes 21 10.5 53 26.5 74 37.0
Total 100 50.0 100 50.0 200 100.0

37% (N=74) of the respondents had working experience with children.
These figures were comprised of Males 10.5% (N=21) and Females 26.5%
(N=53).
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Table 8.4

Frequency Data on Respondents (N=200)

by Years of Working Experience with Children

Years of Males Females Total
Wk. Exp. f %f f %f f %f
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Years of working experience with children ranged from 1 year to 35 years.
Working experience of Males ranged from 2 to 30 years and Females from 1
to 35 years.
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8.2 Item Analysis

8.2.1 Establishing Underlying Factors

The purpose of the first analysis was to discover the underlying factors
which made up the male and female parents' shared perceptions of what
specific incidents made up the five different categories of moderate

psychological mistreatment.

The incidents themselves had been hypothesised as belonging to five
different categories - categories delineated by Garbarino et al (1986).
Chapter 7 detailed the five categories. At present there has been

no practical implementation of the categories and what specific

incidents fit into a given category.

The testing of the male and female parents' perceptions regarding
underlying factors was a basic and practical necessity. Issues of
agreement and disagreement between parents make sense only if
definitions of mistreatment have a common meaning. Apart from the
practical implications, from a research point of view it is first
necessary to establish the validity of the categories and the
justification for grouping specific incidents. Only then can questions
about the seriousness of different categories of moderate psychological

mistreatment be addresssed.

Factor analysis was used in order to obtain indicators of the parents'
perceptions about underlying factors. A detailed description of the data
preparation, including factor analysis, is provided in Chapter 7. The
first task was to construct a common scale (from the hypothesised

incidents) for each of the five categories. A common element in the use
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of factor analysis in the construction of scales is the emergence of an
acquiescence effect. An acquiescence effect (by definition) is the
extent to which different people have a tendency to either agree or
disagree with statements, independent of their context. In order to
discover an acquiescence effect we firstly factor analysed the data and
then analysed the first factor. In the analysis there was a very large
first factor which could be explained by acquiescence (that is, all the
items loaded in the same direction) and this effect may be analysed
later if necessary. The acquiescence was so large however it was
swamping the sensible interpretation of smaller factors. There are two
ways around this problem: Firstly we could look at the subsequent
factors and ignore the first factor but the difficulty of this procedure
is that the first factor is still included in the subsequent rotations.
A second way around the aqcuiescence effect is to eliminate the effect
by standardising the data within subjects (eg for each respondent).
This second procedure was used in the current analysis.

8.2.2 Creation of Sub-scales

The first task was to construct common scales from each of the five
categories. This next stage of analysis involved factor analysis* on the
standardised subject score for each item (See Appendix 8 for listings of
factor loadings). On the basis of this analysis thé original category of
Terrorising was perceived by the parents as dividing into two categories.
The two divisions are Terrorising 1 (Discipline through Fear) and
Terrorising 2 (Too High Expectations). Thus an extra scale was created

in the Terrorising Category, making six categories from the original fiye.
These six sub-scale instruments consist of a number of incidents which

we believe will tap the nature of the six categories. Although there

were some slight differences between the ratings for some of the Father

- — — - . - T A U S S M U - R . o - W T S T M S T G R R e - W e o
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and Mother incidents these were not substantial as other ratings were
very similar. The original 5 categories each contained 24 incidents

(12 Father incidents and 12 Mother incidents) making a total of

120 vignettes. The results of the first factor analysis revealed 6
categories containing various numbers of incidents with a total (N=70).

The six scales with the number of incidents in each are:

Scale 1 Isolating (N=16)
Scale 2 Rejecting (N=14)
Scale 3 Ignoring (N=10)
Scale 4 Terrorising 1 (N=12)
Scale 5 Terrorising 2 (N=6)
Scale 6 Corrupting (N=12).

The 6 scales with incidents in numerical order will now be presented in

detail:

1 Isolating Scale (N=16)

There are sixteen incidents in the Isolating Scale which consist of
eight Father incidents and eight corresponding Mother incidents.
The sixteen incidents plus the developmental stages are listed below

with the references for Mother incidents in brackets:

child to bring other children to the house. 5-11

The father (mother) quite often keeps the child

away from school.

46(106) The father (mother) quite often does not allow the
teenager to join clubs (or take part in out-of-
school activities). . 11-18

47(107) The father (mother) quite often punishes the
teenager for going out on a "date".

48(108) The father (mother) quite often keeps the teenager

away from school to take care of younger children.

Vignette Develop.
Stage
16(76) The father (mother) quite often teaches the young
child to avoid making friends with other children. 2-5
17(77) The father (mother) quite often rewards the young
- c¢hild for keeping away from other children. "
18(78) The father (mother) quite often punishes the young
child for playing with other children. !
32(92) The father (mother) quite often does not allow the
(93)
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2 Rejecting Scale (N=14)

There are fourteen incidents in the Rejecting Scale which consist of
seven Father incidents and seven corresponding Mother incidents.

The fourteen incidents plus the developmental stages are listed below
with the references for Mother incidents in brackets:

Vignette Develop.
Stage
19(79) The father (mother) quite often says to the crying
young child, "Don't be such a big baby." 2-5
20(80) The father (mother) quite often tells the young
child that he/she is a bad boy/girl. "
34(94) The father (mother) quite often tells the child,
"You know you're no good at that." 5-11
35(95) The father (mother) quite often replies to the
child, "I'm too busy now, tell me later."
) The father (mother) quite often compares one child
in an unfavourable way with the other children.
50(110) The father (mother) quite often says to the teenager
who is justly pleased with some achievement, "Don't
be such a show-off." 11-18
51(111) The father (mother) quite often says, "I can manage
quicker on my own," when the teenager tries to help.

(
36(96
(

3 Ignoring Scale (N=10)

There are ten incidents in the Ignoring Scale which consist of five
Father incidents and five corresponding Mother incidents. The ten
incidents plus the developmental stages are listed below with the
references for Mother incidents in brackets:

Vignette Develop.
Stage
38(98) The father (mother) quite often does not protect
the child from fights involving other children in
the family. 5-11
39(99) The father (mother) quite often does not help the
child to settle problems with other children.
52(112) The father (mother) quite often lets the teenager
"sleep in" and the teenager is slightly late for
school. 11-18
53(113) The father (mother) quite often does not check to
see that the teenager has the minimum personal
equipment for school.
54(114) The father (mother) quite often does not check to
see whether the teenager has done his/her homework
for school.
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4 Terrorising 1 Scale (Discipline Through Fear) (N=12)

There are twelve incidents in the Terrorising 1 category which consist
of six Father incidents and six corresponding Mother incidents.

The twelve incidents plus the developmental stages are listed below
with the references for Mother incidents in brackets:

Vignette Develop.
Stage
10(70) The father (mother) quite often threatens the infant
when the child will not go to sleep. Birth-2
(71) The father (mother) quite often shouts at the infant. "
(72) The father (mother) quite often scares the infant
with games that stimulate the infant too much. "

~ ~y

11
12

25(85) The father (mother) quite often frightens the young
child too much with fairy tale stories. 2-5
26(86) The father (mother) quite often tells the young

child that the Bogeyman will come if he/she

does not go to sleep. "
27(87) The father (mother) quite often threatens to hit

the young child for "bad" behaviour. "

5 Terrorising 2 Scale (Too High Expectations) (N=12)

There are twelve incidents in the Terrorising 2 Category which consist
of six Father incidents and six corresponding Mother incidents. The
twelve incidents plus the developmental stages are listed below with the

references for Mother incidents in brackets:

Vignette Develop.
Stage
41(101) The father (mother) quite often criticises 'the
child for not meeting his expectations. 5-11
55(115) The father (mother) quite often expects the
teenager to excel at everything. 11-18

56(116) The father (mother) quite often sets impossibly
high standards for the teenager. "

6 Corrupting Scale (N=12)

There are twelve incidents in the Corrupting Scale which consist of six

Father incidents and six corresponding Mother incidents. The six
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incidents plus the developmental stages are listed below with the

references for Mother incidents in brackets:

Vignette Develop.
Stage

43(103) The father (mother) quite often encourages the

child to be aggressive towards other children. 5-11
44 (104) The father (mother) quite often makes racist

remarks in the child's hearing. "
45(105) The father (mother) quite often tells sexual jokes

in the child's hearing. "
58(118) The father (mother) quite often encourages the

teenager to have alcoholic drinks. 11-18
59(119) The father (mother) quite often brings sexually

explicit magazines into the house. "
60(120) The father (mother) quite often brings sexually

explicit video films into the house. "
The above scales will now be the measures of the six categories of
mistreatment that will form the basis of further analysis. Bearing in
mind that there are six scales for Father incidents and six scales for
Mother incidents. Therefore for each of the respondents (N=200) there

are 12 scales (6 Father scales and 6 Mother scales).

8.3 Characteristic Values of Respondents to Six Category Scales

The five categories of descriptive data: sex, age group, number of
children, working experience with children, and years of working
experience with children (See Tables 8.1 to 8.4 for details) will now be
analysed by the six category scales: Isolating, Rejecting, Ignoring,
Terrorising 1, Terrorising 2, and Corrupting.

8.3.1 Values of Different Sexes

The first question to be addressed concerned the differences between
males and females. In answering this question there were two effects to
look at. The first effect concerned the sex of the respondents (male
and female parents) and the second effect concerned the sex on the

vignettes (father and mother incidents). The interactional effect of
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sex of respondents and sex on vignettes was also analysed. Data were
analysed using a Repeated Measures design with one Between Subjects
Factor and one Within Subjects Factor. The Between Subjects Factor was
Sex of Respondents. The Within Subjects Factor was Sex on Vignettes.
Standard scores for all the items were summed and an arbitary figure of
five was added to eliminate the inconveniences of using negative

scores.

The following tables (Tables 8.5 to Tables 8.10) will present an
analysis of the values of different sexes towards the following scales:
Isolating Scale

Rejecting Scale

Terrorising 1 Scale (Discipline Through Fear)

Terrorising 2 Scale (Expectations Too High)

Corrupting Scale.

For the following presentation of findings brief comments will be made

on the data following each tabular presentation.
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Table 8.5

Values of Different Sexes by Isolating Scale:

Between Subjects and Within Subjects Analysis

Mean

Average Score 6.64

A Between Subjects Mean
Male 6.69

Female 6.60

Stat Sig 0.82

There was no significant difference between ratings of male and i
female respondents.

B Within Subjects Factor Mean
Father incidents 6. 69
Mother incidents 6.60
Stat Sig 0.68

There was no significant difference between ratings of respondents on
father and mother incidents.

C Interaction Between A & B Mean
Males - Father incidents 6.65
Males - Mother incidents 6.72
Females - Father incidents 6.73
Females - Mother incidents 6.47
Stat Sig 0.49

The interaction effect between A and B was not significant. Therefore
for the Isolating Category there were no significant differences between
the ratings of male and female respondents and the ratings of father

and mother incidents.
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Table 8.6

Values of Different Sexes by Rejecting Scale:

Between Subjects and Within Subjects Analysis

Mean

Average Score 1.58

A Between Subjects Mean
Male 1.48

Female 1.67

Stat Sig 0.63

There was no significant difference between ratings of male and
female respondents.

B Within Subjects Factor Mean
Father incidents 1.27
Mother incidents 1.89
Stat Sig 0.01*%*

There was a significant difference (0.01) between ratings of respondents
on father and mother incidents. The score of ratings for mother
incidents was 1.89 and for father incidents 1.27. The higher score for
mother incidents means that respondents see Rejecting as worse for
mothers to do than fathers.

C Interaction Between A & B Mean
Males - Father incidents 1.13
Males - Mother incidents 1.83
Females - Father incidents 1.40
Females - Mother incidents 1.95
Stat Sig 0.77

The interaction effect between A and B was not significant. Therefore
for the Rejecting Category there was no significant difference between
the ratings of male and female respondents and the ratings of father
and mother incidents.




Table 8.7

Values of Different Sexes by Ignoring Scale:

Between Subjects and Within Subjects Analysis

Average Score

A Between Subjects
Male
Female
Stat Sig

There was no significant difference between ratings of male and

female respondents.

B Within Subjects Factor
Father incidents
Mother incidents
Stat Sig

There was a small significant difference (0.04) between ratings of

The score of ratings for
mother incidents was 1.85 and for father incidents 1.40.
score for mother incidents means that respondents saw Ignoring as worse

respondents on father and mother incidents.

for mothers to do than fathers.

C Interaction Between A & B
Males - Father incidents
Males - Mother incidents
Females - Father incidents
Females - Mother incidents
Stat Sig

The interaction effect between A and B was not significant.
for the Ignoring Category there was no significant difference between
the ratings of male and female respondents and the ratings of father

and mother incidents.

Mean
1.63

Mean
1.74
1.51
0.56

Mean
1.40
1.85
0.04*

Mean
1.61
1.85
1,18
1.85
0.35

The higher

Therefore
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Table 8.8

Values of Different Sexes by Terrorising 1* Scale:

Between Subjects and Within Subjects Analysis

Average Score

A Between Subjects
Male
Female
Stat Sig

There was a small significant effect (0.06) between ratings of male and

Mean
7.13

Mean
6.77
7.50
0.06

female respondents. The score of ratings for female respondents was

7.50 and for male respondents 6.77. The higher score means that female

respondents saw Terrorising as worse than do male respondents.

B Within Subjects Factor
Father incidents
Mother incidents
Stat Sig

Mean
7.05
7.21
0.36

There was no significant difference between ratings of

father and mother incidents.

C Interaction Between A & B
Males - Father incidents
Males - Mother incidents
Females - Father incidents
Females - Mother incidents
Stat Sig

The interaction effect between ‘A and B was not significant.

Mean
6.65
6.89
8.45
8.54
0.67

respondents on

for the Terrorising 1 Category there was no significant difference
between the ratings of male and female respondents and the ratings of

father and mother incidents.

* Terrorising 1 Category = Discipline Through Fear

Therefore
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Values of Different Sexes by Terrorising 2* Scale:

Between Subjects and Within Subjects Analysis

Average Score

A Between Subjects
Male
Female
Stat Sig

Mean
4,44

Mean
4.43
4.45
0.95

There was no significant difference between ratings of

female respondents.

B Within Subjects Factor
Father incidents
Mother incidents
Stat Sig

Mean
4.30
4.59
0.25

There was no significant difference between ratings of

father and mother incidents.

C Interaction Between A & B
Males - Father incidents
Males - Mother incidents
Females - Father incidents
Females - Mother incidents
Stat Sig

Mean
4,17
4.30
4.33
4.48
0.34

male and

respondents on

‘The -interaction effect between A and B was not significant. Therefore
for the Terrorising 2 Category there was no significant difference
between the ratings of male and female respondents and the ratings of

father and mother incidents.

* Terrorising 2 Category = Expectations Too High



Table 8,10

Values of Different Sexes by Corrupting Scale:

Between Subjects and Within Subjects Analysis

Average Score

A Between Subjects
Male
Female
Stat Sig

Mean
4,56

Mean
4.35
4.77
0.09

There was no significant difference between ratings of

female respondents.

B Within Subjects Factor
Father incidents
Mother incidents
Stat Sig

Mean
4.49
4,63
0.33

male and

There was no significance between ratings of respondents on

father and mother incidents.

C Interaction Between A & B
Males - Father incidents
Males - Mother incidents
Females - Father incidents
Females - Mother incidents
Stat Sig

The interaction effect between A and B was not significant.
for the Corrupting Category there was no significant difference between
the ratings of male and female respondents and the ratings of father

and mother incidents.

Mean
4,31
4,40
4.67
4,86
0.70

Therefore
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From Tables 8.5 to 8.10 it can be seen that there were were no
significant differences between the ratings of male and female
respondents on the six categories of mistreatment. However there was a
small significant effect (0.06) between male and female respondents on
Terrorising 1 Category (Discipline Through Fear) where female
respondents tended to see this category as more serious than male

respondents.

There were two significant differences between respondents (N=200) on
the ratings of two categories. Respondents tended to see the
Rejecting Category (0.01) and the Ignoring Category (0.04) as more
serious for mothers to do than fathers. There were no significant
interactional effects between sex of respondents and Mother and Father

incidents in any of the six category scales.

The next stage of analysis will be to examine correlations of values of .
the four descriptive measures (Age Group, Number of Children, Working
Experience with Children, and Years of Experience) with the six
categories (Isolating, Rejecting, Ignoring, Terrorising 1 [Discipline
Through Fear], Terrorising 2 [Too High Expectations] and Corrupting) in
two ways. Firstly, for each subject, scores on the six scales are
combined (summed scale scores) across father and mother incidents.

That is, the scale score represents the overall attitude to each of

the six categories regardless of whether the items are father or mother
incidents. Secondly, for each subject, the difference between the
scale scores is calculated (differenced scale scores) as it applies to
father and mother incidents for each of the six scales. That is, the
score represents the extent to which each subject differentiates

between the father and mother incidents.



188

8.3.2 Values by Age Groups

Age was measured on a 5 point self-report scale (See Table 8.1 for

details of frequencies). The total percentage and number for each

group was:

Age Group

1 Under 20: 1.0% (N=02)
2 20 to 34: 14.5% (N=29)
3 35to 49: 46.0% (N=92)
4 50 to 65: 32.0% (N=64)
5 Over 65 : 6.5% (N=13)

Table 8.11 presents correlations of (A) Summed Scale Scores - age groups
with the score for each of the six categories and (B) Differenced Scale
Scores - age groups with mother and father incidents for each of the six

categories:

Table 8.11

Correlations of Different Age Groups with Category Scales (N=6)

Summed Scale Scores and Differenced Scale Scores Analysis

A Summed Scale Scores

Isolate Reject Ignore Terror 1  Terror 2 Corrupt
Corr -0.15 0.06 -0.00 0.07 0.20 -0.07
Sig 0.03* 0.37 0.96 0.31 0.002** 0.28

There was a significant correlation on The Isolating Scale of ratings
with age group of respondents: the correlation was -0.15 (Sig 0.03,
p<0.05). Younger age groups considered isolating as more serious than
older age groups.

There was a very significant correlation on The Terrorising 2 Scale

of ratings with age group of respondents: the correlation was 0.20
(Sig 0.002, p<0.005). Older age groups considered terrorising as more
serious than younger age groups.

B Dijfferenced Scale Scores

Isolate Reject Ignore Terror 1  Terror 2 Corrupt
Corr 0.03 0.02 0.11 0.06 0.03 0.10
Sig 0.62 0.69 0.09 0.35 0.58 0.14

There were no significant correlations of age groups of respondents
with father and mother incidents.
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8.3.3 Values by Number of Children

Number of children was measured on a scale of 1 to 8. (See Table 8.2
for details of frequencies). The total percentage and number for
each group was:

Number of Children

1 21.5% (N=43)

2 42.5% (N=85)

3 22.0% (N=44)

4 12.0% (N=24)

5 1.5% (N=03)

6 - -

7 - -

8 0.5% (N=01)

Table 8.12 presents correlations of (A) Summed Scale Scores - number of

children with the score for each of the six categories and (B) Differenced
Scale Scores - number of children with mother and father incidents for

each of the six categories:

Table 8.12

Correlations of Number of Children with Category Scales (N=6)

Summed Scale Scores and Differenced Scale Scores Analysis

A  Summed Scale Scores

Isolate Reject Ignore Terror 1  Terror 2 Corrupt
Corr -0.09 0.05 -0.09 0.04 0.07 0.09
Sig 0.18 0.42 0.18 0.55 0.29 0.20

There were no significant correlations of number of children of
respondents with the six category scales.

B Differenced Scale Scores

Isolate Reject Ignore Terror 1 Terror 2 Corrupt
Corr 0.06 0.04 0.10 0.02 0.11 0.14
Sig 0.34 0.52 0.12 0.71 0.09 0.04*

There was a significant correlation on The Corrupting Scale of ratings

with number of children of respondents: the score was 0.04 (Sig 0.04,

p<0.05). Respondents considered corrupting by a mother as more serious
than corrupting by a father.
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8.3.4 Values by Working Experience with Children

Working experience was measured on a 2 point scale. (See Table 8.3 for
details of frequencies). The total percentage and number for each

group was:

Working Experience With Children

No 63.0% (N=126)

Yes 37.0% (N=74)

Table 8.13 presents correlations of (A) Summed Scale Scores - working
experience with the score for each of the six categories and (B) Differenced

Scale Scores - working experience with mother and father incidents for

each of the six categories:

Table 8.13

Correlations of Working Experience with Children with Category Scales (N=6)

Summed Scale Scores and Differenced Scale Scores Analysis

A Summed Scale Scores

Isolate Reject Ignore Terror 1 Terror 2 Corrupt
Corr 0.00 0.00 -0.11 0.09 -0.03 -0.02
Sig 0.89 0.91 0.10 0.16 0.61 0.71

There were no significant correlations of working experience with
children of respondents with the six category scales.

B Differenced Scale Scores

Isolate Reject Ignore Terror 1  Terror 2 Corrupt
Corr 0.17 0.00 0.04 0.08 0.03 0.01
Sig 0.01** 0.92 0.49 0.22 0.63 0.85

There was a significant correlation on The Isolating Scale of

ratings with working experience with children of respondents: the score
was 0.01 (Sig 0.01, p<0.05). Respondents considered isolating by a
mother as more serious than isolating by a father.
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8.3.5 Values by Years Of Working Experience with Children

Years of working experience with children was measured on a scale of 1
to 35. (See Table 8.4 for details of frequencies).

Table 8.14 presents correlations of (A) Summed Scale Scores - years of
working experience with children with the score for each of the six

categories and (B) Differenced Scale Scores - years of working experience

with children with mother and father incidents for each of the six categories:

Table 8.14

Correlations of Years of Working Experience with Children with Category Scales

Summed Scale Scores and Differenced Scale Scores Analysis

A Summed Scale Scores

Isolate Reject Ignore Terror 1 Terror 2 Corrupt
Corr 0.25 -0,07 0.00 0.19 0.01 -0.19
Sig 0.02* 0.54 0.94 0.10 0.87 0.10

There was a significant correlation on The Isolating Scale of

ratings with years of working experience with children of respondents:

the score was 0.02 (Sig 0.02, p<0.05). Respondents with more years of

working experience considered isolating as more serious than those with
less years of working experience.

B Differenced Scale Scores

Isolate Reject Ignore Terror 1  Terror 2 Corrupt
Corr 0.14 -0.08 -0.07 -0.09 -0.00 -0.10
Sig 0.20 0.48 0.54 0.40 0.95 0.36

There were no significant correlations of years of working
experience with children of respondents with father and mother incidents.
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The previous analyses of Age Group, Number of Children, Working
Experience with Children, and Years of Working Experience with Children

(See Tables 8.11 to 8.14 for details) revealed the following results.

Age Group: Significant correlations with age were found in two categories:
(1) The Isolating Category (0.03) where younger age groups tended to see
isolating as more serious than older age groups and (2) The Terrorising 2
Category (0.002)) where older age groups tended to see terrorising as

more serious than younger age groups. There were no significant
correlations of age groups of respondents with father and mother

incidents.

Number of Children: There were no significant correlations of

number of children of respondents with the six category scales. There
was a significant correlation with The Corrupting Category (0,04) where
respondents considered corrupting by a mother as more serious than

corrupting by a father.

Working Experience with Children: There were no significant correlations
of working experience with children of respondents with the six

category scales. There was a significant correlation with The Isolating
Scale (0.01) where respondents considered isolating by a mother as more

serious than isolating by a father.

Years of Working Experience with Children: There was a significant
correlation of years of working experience with The Isolating Scale (0.02)
where respondents with more working experience with children tended to

see isolating as more serious than those with less experience. There
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were no significant correlations of years of working experience of

respondents with father and mother incidents.

8.4 Values of Respondents to Specific Incidents (N=120)

To further examine the question of male and female values on the
seriousness of acts of moderate psychological mistreatment the two
groups were compared on all 120 incidents. Table 8.15 lists each
of the four developmental stages which are:

Infancy (birth to two years)

Early childhood (two to five years)

School Age (five to eleven years)
Adolescence (eleven to eighteen years)

W N

and presents these with the five original categories of Isolating,
Rejecting, Ignoring, Terrorising, and Corrupting. Also shown are the
overall mean rating for each incident and male and female respondents.
In addition the overall mean rating for each category (N=3) plus the
category mean for male and female respondents is given. Finally

statistical significances are given.

The patterns of agreement/disagreement between male and female
respondents are given in Table 8.15. The general pattern was that
agreement was the rule rather than the exception. To understand the
agreement/disagreement patterns further it is necessary to examine the
incidents themselves. There were no significant differences on 92.5%
(N=111) out of the 120 incidents showing that male and female parents
had very similar values regarding moderate psychological mistreatment.

Key to Table 8.15

The cross (+) indicates the number in brackets is the mean rating of the
3 category incidents.

Underlining indicates the mean rating of the 3 incidents for males and
females.

The asterisk (*) indicates a statistically significant difference:

(**) for .001 to .01 and (*) for .02 to .05.




Table 8.15
MANOVA Ratings and Statistical Significances of the Vignettes (N=120)

by Male (N=100) and Female (N=100) Respondents
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Ratings of Parents

Vignettes Stat
Overall  Males Sig
INFANCY (BIRTH TO 2 YEARS)
Isolating (3.03)+
1 The father quite often leaves the infant alone
in a room for hours at a time. 3.29 3.20 .132
2 The father quite often does not let friends
see the infant. 3.18 3.9 .150
3 The father quite often does not take the infant
for check-ups to the Child Clinic. 2.62 2.69 .38l
2.99
Rejecting (3.30) -
4 The father quite often refuses to hold or touch
the infant. 3.3 3.36 .657
5 The father quite often refuses to have eye
contact with the infant. 3.23 3.22 805
6 The father quite often refuses to visit the
infant who Tlives with his (the father's) parents. 3.3 3.20 .066
3.26
Ignoring (2.80) -
7 The father quite often does not hold the infant
for hours at a time during the day. 2.5 2.58 .561
8 The father quite often is not interested in the
infant. 3.13 3.20 29
9 The father quite often is more interested in an
older child than in the infant. 2.73 2.83 .138
2.87
Terrorising (3.16) -
10 The father quite often threatens the infant when
the child will not go to sleep. 3.26 3.29 .677
11 The father quite often shouts at the infant. 3.02 3.08 .376
12 The father quite often scares the infant with
games that stimulate the infant too much. 3.20 3.19 .865
3.18
Corrupting (3.21) -
13 The father quite often gives the infant a mild
sedative (medicine) at night to help the child
sleep. 3.12 3.12 1.000
14 The father quite often encourages the infant to
smack adult friends for fun. 3.00 3.01 937
15 The father quite often teaches the infant
precocious sexual habits as a joke (eg
blowing on child's genitals at bathtime). 3.51 .930
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Ratings of Parents

16

17

18

19

20
21

23
21

25

27

29

|

|

|
Sig |
.330
B9

Vignettes Stat
Overall  Males Females
EARLY CHILDHOOD (2 TO 5 YEARS)
Isolating (3.46)
The father quite often teaches the young child
to avoid making friends with other children. 3.36 3.31 3.42
The father quite often rewards the yaung child
for keeping away from other children. 3.46 3.4 3.49
The father quite often punishes the yaung child
for playing with other children. 3.5% 3.51 3.61 .323
342 350
Rejecting (2.76)
The father quite often says to the crying young
child, "Don't be such a big baby." 2.53 2,51 2.5 .686
The father quite often tells the young child
that he/she is a bad boy/girl. 2.% 2.%2 2.5 .766 |
The father quite often will not take the yaung
child out on a family cuting with the other
children in the family. 3.23 3.28 3.18 .458 |
27 276 1
Ignoring (3.07)
The father quite often does not talk to the
young child. 3.12 3.19 3.06 270
The father quite often does not praise the
young child's efforts. 3.07 3.10 3.06 47
The father quite often does not recognise
the young child's efforts. 3.02 3.03 3.02 .928
310 304
Terrorising (3.04)
The father quite often frightens the young
child too much with fairy tale stories. 2.9% 2.8 3.06 153
The father quite often tells the yaung child
that the Bogeyman will come if he/she does not
go to sleep. 3.19 3.00 3.39 001
The father quite often threatens to hit the
young child for "bad" behaviaur. 2.97 2.9% 2.9 .809
2% 314
Corrupting (3.49)
The father quite often gives the young child
a sip of alcohol. 3.33 3.28 3.39 .366
The father quite often encourages the young
child to be violent. 3.63 3.5 3.70 .173
The father quite often involves the yaung child
in secret, intimate "cuddling" when they are
alone together. 3.51 3.43 3.59 .196
3.42 3.56
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Ratings of Parents

Vignettes Stat
Overall  Males Females Sig
SCHOOL AGE (5 TO 11 YEARS)
Isolating (3.30)
31 The father quite often locks the child in a room
as a punishment. 3.35 - 3.36 3.3 937
32 The father quite often does not allow the child
to bring other children to the house. 3.07 3.03 3.11 .493
33 The father quite often keeps the child away from
school . 3.50 3.43 3.57 .203
3.27 3.3
Rejecting (3.00) -
3 The father quite often tells the child,
"You know you're no good at that." 3.16 3.06 3.27 061
35 The father quite often replies to the child,
"I'm too busy now, tell me later." 2.69 2.73 2.65 .480
36 The father quite often campares one child in an
unfavourable way with the other children. 3.16 3.14 3.18 .J28
29 3.03
Ignoring (2.81)
37 The father quite often shows no interest in the
child's school report. 3.13 3.12 3.15 799
38 The father quite often does not protect the
child from fights involving other children in
the family. 2.71 2.76 2.67 480 |
39 The father quite often does not help the child
to settle problams with other children. 2.60 2.62 2.58 J37
28 2.8
Terrorising (3.36)
40 The father quite often tries to make the child
choose between the parents in an argument. 3.41 3.36 3.47 311
41 The father quite often criticises the child for
not meeting his expectations. 3.1 2.9 3.23 .028*
42 The father quite often threatens to leave the
hame and the child, 3.5 3.46 3.65 .075
3.2 345
Corrupting (3.38)
43 The father quite often encourages the child to
be aggressive towards other children. 3.47 3.44 3.51 514
44 The father quite often makes racist remarks in
the child's hearing. 3.26 3.19 3.4 .233
45 The father quite often tells sexual jokes in '
the child's hearing. 3.41 3.29 3.53 a2
3.30 3.46
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Ratings of Parents

46

47

49

50

51

53

55
56

59
60

Vignettes Stat
Overall  Males Females Sig
ADOLESCENCE (11 TO 18 YEARS)

Isolating (3.26)

The father quite often does not allow the

teenager to join clubs (or take part in aut-of-

school activities). 3.18 3.19 3.18 932

The father quite often punishes the teenager for

going out on a "date." 3.16 3.18 3.15 .800

The father quite often keeps the teenager away

from school to take care of younger children 3.45 3.43 3.48 660
3.26 3.21

Rejecting (3.07) -

The father quite often jokes to friends about the

teenager's personmal problems in front of the

teenager. 3.57 3.2 3.62 312

The father quite often says to the teenager who

is justly pleased with some achievement,

"Don't be such a show-of f." 2.86 2.8 2.91 435

The father quite often says, "I can manage quicker

on my own," when the teenager tries to help. 2.77 2.75 2.890 654
EX IS Y

Ignoring (2.69)

The father quite often lets the teenager "sleep

in" and the teenager is slightly late for school. 2.9 2.9% 3.03 .568

The father quite often does not check to see that

the teenager has the minimum personal equipment

for school. 2.2 2.54 2.51 815

The father quite often does not check to see

whether the teenager has done his/her hamework

for school. 2.51 2.60 2.54 590
270 2.6

Terrorising 3.21)

The father quite often expects the teenager to

excel at everything. 2,92 2.86 2.9 277

The father quite often sets impossibly high

standards for the teenager. 3.18 3.18 3.19 .930

The father quite often is very aggressive to the

teenager. 3.5 3.51 3.58 A72
318 325

Corrupting 3.49)

The father quite often encourages the teenager

to have alcoholic drirks. 3.31 3.24 3.3 272

The father quite often brings sexually explicit

magazines into the hause. 3.53 3.45 3.61 .155

The father quite often brings sexually explicit

video films into the hause. 3.63 3.2 3.74 040*
3.40 3.57
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Ratings of Parents

Vignettes Stat
Overall  Males Femles Sig
INFANCY (BIRTH TO 2 YEARS)
Isolating (3.36)
61 The mother quite often leaves the infant alone
in a roam for hours at a time. 3.59 3.48 3.71 .027*
62 The mother quite often does not let friends
see the infant. 3.33 3.23 3.43 .94
63 The mother quite often does not take the infant
for check-ups to the Child Clinic. 3.16 3.24 3.0 243
33 34
Rejecting (3.59)
64 The mother quite often refuses to hold or touch
the infant. 3.72 3.66 3.78 .108
65 The mother quite often refuses to have eye
contact with the infant. 3.2 3.51 3.% .765
66 The mother quite often refuses to visit the
infant who lives with his (the mother's) parents. 3.2 3.45 3.60 146
3 36
Ignoring (3.24)
67 The mother quite often does not hold the infant
for hours at a time during the day. 3.07 3.10 3.05 .644
68 The mother quite often is not interested in the
infant. 3.% 3.58 3.5 J52
69 The mother quite often is more interested in an
older child than in the infant. 3.10 3.10 3.11 1.000
s 33
Terrorising (3.20)
70 The mother quite often threatens the infant when
the child will not go to sleep. 3.35 3.35 3.36 .864
71 The mother quite often shouts at the infant. 3.00 3.07 2.% .269
72 The mother quite often scares the infant with
games that stimulate the infant too much. 3.24 3.25 3.24 .861
a2 38
Corrupting (3.13)
73 The mother quite often gives the infant a mild
sedative (medicine) at night to help the child
sleep. 2.9 3.0 2.97 .825
74 The mother quite often encourages the infant
to smack adult friends for fun. 3.09 3.13 3.06 532
75 The mother quite often teaches the infant
precocious sexual habits as a joke (eg
blowing on child's genitals at bathtime). 3.33 3%2 §.31 .702
3. 11
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Ratings of Parents

Vignettes Stat
Overall  Males Females Sig
EARLY CHILDHOOD (2 TO 5 YEARS)
Isolating (3.48)
76 The mother quite often teaches the young child
to avoid making friends with other children. 3.42 3.37 3.47 284
77 The mother quite often rewards the yoaung child
for keeping away from other children. 3.4 3.39 3.50 .286
78 The mother quite often punishes the yaung child
for playing with other children. 3.59 3.60 3.59 920
3.45 3.52
Rejecting (2.84) -
79 The mother quite often says to the crying young
child, "Don't be such a big baby." 2.60 2.66 2.% .357
80 The mother quite often tells the young child
that he/she is a bad boy/girl 2.61 2.60 2.62 878
81 The mother quite often will not take the yaung
child out on a family auting with the other
children in the family. 3.32 3.4 3.31 792
2.86 2.82 ‘
Ignoring (3.25) -
82 The mother quite often does not talk to the
young child. 3.40 3.40 3.41 921
83 The mother quite often does not praise the
young child's efforts. 3.2 3.2 3.2 927
84 The mother quite often does not recognise
the young child's efforts. 3.16 3.19 3.14 .635
3% 325
Terrorising (3.06)
85 The mother quite often frightens the young
child too much with fairy tale stories. 3.09 3.07 3.12 742
86 The mother quite often tells the yang child
that the Bogeyman will came if he/she does not
go to sleep 3.2 3.10 .34 .055%
87 The mother quite often threatens to hit the
young child for "bad" behaviaur. 2.89 2.86 2.92 .693
30 302
Corrupting (3.44)
88 The mother quite often gives the young child
a sip of alcohol. 3.36 3.36 3.37 .865
89 The mother quite often encourages the yaung
child to be violent. 3.69 3.67 3.72 .593
90 The mother quite often involves the young child
in secret, intimate "cuddling" when they are
alone together. 3.28 3.21 3.36 .357
3.41 3.48
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Table 8.15 (continued)

MANOVA Ratings and Statistical Significances of the Vignettes (N=120)

by Male (N=100) and Female (N=100) Respondents

Ratings of Parents
Vignettes Stat
Overall  Males Females Sig

SCHOOL AGE (5 TO 11 YEARS)

Isolating (3.30)
91 The mother quite often locks the child in a room

as a punishment. 3.39 3.35 3.44 .35
92 The mother quite often does not allow the child
to bring other children to the hause. 3.06 3.06 3.04 792
93 The mother quite often keeps the child away from
school. 3.47 3.45 3.50 .576
a8 3R

Rejecting (3.06)
94 The mother quite often tells the child,

"You know you're no good at that." 3.2 3.14 3.3 192
95 The mother quite often replies to the child, :
“I'm too busy now, tell me later." 2.74 2.78 2.70 .530
96 The mother quite often compares one child in an
unfavourable way with the other children. 3.24 3.19 3.3 .320
3.03 3.10

Ignoring (2.88)
97 The mother quite often shows no interest in the
child's school report. 3.26 3.19 3.33 .208
98 The mother quite often does not protect the
child from fights involving other children in

the family. 2.72 2.76 2.68 .519
99 The mother quite often does not help the child
to settle problems with other children. 2.68 2.74 2.63 334
28 2.8
Terrorising (3.45)
100 The mother quite often tries to make the child
choose between the parents in an argument. 3.49 3.44 3.5 273
101 The mother quite often criticises the child for
not meeting her expectations. 3.21 3.15 3.27 .240
102 The mother quite often threatens to leave the
home and the child. 3.65 3.58 3.73 105
33 35
Corrupting 3.40)
103 The mother quite often encourages the child to
be aggressive towards other children. 3.2 3.49 3.5 .558
104 The mother quite often makes racist remarks in
the child's hearing. 3.32 3.3 3.3 .667
105 The mother quite often tells sexual jokes in
the child's hearing. 3.3 3.30 133

3.47
3.36 3.45
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Ratings of Parents

106

107

108

109

110

111

112

113

114

115
116
117

118
119

120

Vignettes Stat
Overall  Males Females Sig
ADOLESCENCE (11 TO 18 YEARS)

Isolating (3.27)

The mother quite often does not allow the

teenager to join clubs (or take part in out-of-

school activities). 3.16 3.15 3.17 931

The mother quite often punishes the teenager for

going out on a "date". 3.18 3.21 3.15 643

The mother quite often keeps the teenager away

fram school to take care of younger children. 3.48 3.39 3.57 .093
3.25 3.29

Ignoring (3.13) -

The mother quite often jokes to friends about the

teenager's personal problems in front of the

teenager. 3.60 3.5 3.65 278

The mother quite often says to the teenager who

is justly pleased with some achievement,

"Don't be such a show-of f." 2.% 2.85 3.06 087

The mother quite often says, "I can manage quicker

on my own,”" when the teenager tries to help. 2.8 2.88 2.9 534
@ 3

Ignoring(2.80)

The mother quite often lets the teenager "sleep

in" and the teenager is slightly late for school. 3.07 2.97 3.17 Ryl

The mother quite often does not check to see that

the teenager has the minimum personal equipment

for school. 2.66 2.63 2.70 549

The mother quite often does not check to see

whether the teenager has done his/her homework

for school. 2.68 2.63 2.74 .360
21 28

Terrorising (3.21)

The mother quite often expects the teenager

to excel at everything. 2.% 2.88 3.03 .170

The mother quite often sets impossibly high

standards for the teenager. 3.20 3.0 3.31 .0658*

The mother quite often is very aggressive to the

teenager. 3.49 3.40 3.59 .050*
32 331

Corrupting (3.53)

The mother quite often encourages the teenager

to have alcoholic drirks. 3.44 3.36 3.2 .158

The mother quite often brings sexually explicit

magazines into the house. 3.51 3.43 3.60 .128

The mother quite often brings sexually explicit

video films into the hause. 3.63 3453 gg LOLO**
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The significant differences which resulted from the examination of the

120 vignettes will now be analysed.

8.4.1 Significant Differences on Specific Incidents

Table 8.16 shows there were significant differences between male and

female parents on 7.5% (N=9) of the 120 incidents.

Table 8.16

Mean Ratings and Significant Differences of Vignettes (N=9) by

Male (N=100) and Female (N=100) Respondents

In Order of Significance

Ratings of Parents

|
Vignettes I | Develop.
| Overall Males Females | Sig  Category Period

26 The father quite often tells the yaung

child that the Bogeyman will come if

he/she does not go to sleep. 319 3.0 3.339 .001** Terrorising 2to 5
120 The mother quite often brings sexually ;

explicit video films into the house. 3.63 3.%0 3.77 .0L0** Corrupting 11to 18
61 The mother quite often leaves the infant

alone in a room for hours at a time. 3.59 3.4 3.71 .27 Isolating Birthto 2
41 The father quite often criticises the

child for not meeting his expectations. .11 2.99 3.23 .®8 Terrorising 5toll
60 The father quite often brings sexually

explicit video films into the house. 3.63 3.2 3.74 .00 Corrupting 1l1to18
45 The father quite often tells sexual

Jjokes in the child's hearing. 3.4 3.29 3.5 .042 Corrupting 5to 1l
117 The mother quite often is very

aggressive to the teenager. 3.9 3.40 3.59 .050 Terrorising 11 to 18
8 The mother quite often tells the yaung

child that the Bogeyman will come if

he/she does not go to sleep. 3.2 3.10 3.3 .05 Terrorising 2to 5
116 The mother quite often sets impossibly

high standards for the teenager. 320 3.0 3.31 .08 Terrorising 11to18

The above table shows that female respondents considered all 9 of the

above incidents as more serious than male respondents. The two most

significant differences were:

26 A father terrorising a 2 to 5 year old who will not go to sleep
by quite often saying that the Bogeyman will come (Sig .001**),

120 A mother corrupting an 11 to 18 year old by quite often bringing
home sexually explicit video films (.010%*),
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The distribution of the 9 significant differences by category were:
Terrorising Category: 55.5% (N=5)

Corrupting Category:  33.5% (N=3)

Isolating Category: 11.0% (N=1)

There were no significant differences in the Rejecting or Ignoring
Categories. The nine significant incidents and the three related
categories were as follows:

Terrorising Category (N=5)

Sig Vignette Summary

.001** 26 The father frightens the 2-5 year old at bedtime.

.028 41 " criticises the 5-11 year old for not meeting his
expectations.

.050 117 The mother is very aggressive to the 11-18 year old.

.055 86 " " frightens the 2-5 year old at bedtime (as 26 above).

.058 16 " " sets impossibly high standards for the 11-18 year
old.

Corrupting Category (N=3)

Sig Vignette Summary

.010** 120 The mother brings sexually explicit videos to home of 11-18
year old).

R 040 60 The father i n u n n 111 H n
year old).

.042 45 The father tells sexual jokes in 5-11 year olds hearing.

Isolating Category (N=1)

Sig Vignette Summary
.027 61 The mother leaves the infant (Birth - 2 year old) alone in a
room for hours at a time.

8.4.2 Significant Differences on Developmental Periods

Table 8.16 also shows the four developmental periods included in the
7.5% (N=9) significant difference between male and female parents.
The two most significant differences were:
26 A father terrorising a 2 to 5 year old who will not go to sleep
by quite often saying that the Bogeyman will come (Sig .001%**),

120 A mother corrupting an 11 to 18 year old by quite often bringing
home sexually explicit video films (.010*%*),

The developmental periods in order of significance were:
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11 to 18 years: 45.0% (N=4

~— e

2 to 05 years: 22.0% (N

il
N

5 to 11 years: 22.0% (N=2)
Birth to 02 years: 11.0% (N=1)

8.5 Summary

Firstly, in this chapter, the descriptive data of respondents (N=200)
was analysed by five characteristics as follows:
1 sex:

males - 50% (N=100)

females - 50% (N=100)

2 age group:

under 20 - 0.1% (N=02): Males 0.0% (N=00); Females 0.1% (N=02)

20 to 34 - 14.5% (N=29): " 6.5% (N=13); " 0.8% (N=16)

35 to 49 - 46.0% (N=92): " 24.5% (N=49); " 21.5% (N=43)

50 to 65 - 32.0% (N=64): " 16.5% (N=33); " 15.5% (N=31)
over 65 - 6.5% (N=13): . 2.5% (N=05); " 0.4% (N=08)

3 number of children:

1 child - 21.5% (N=43): Males 10.0% (N=20); Females 11.5% (N=23)

2 children - 42.5% (N=85) " 24.0% (N=48); " 18.5% (N=37)

3 " - 22.0% (N=44) " 10.0% (N=20); " 12.0% (N=24)

4 " - 12.0% (N=24) " 4.,5% (N=09); " 7.5% (N=15)

5 " - 1.5% (N=03) " 1.0% (N=02); " 0.5% (N=01)

6 n - - i [} -

7 n - - L[} - n

8 " - 0.5% (N=01) " 0.5% (N=01) " -

4 working experience with children:
No - 63% (N=126): Males 39.5% (N=79); Females 23.5% (N=47)
Yes - 37% (N= 74) " 10.5% (N=21); Females 26,5% (N=53)
5 years of working experience with children:
The range was from 1 to 35 years.

Males - 50% (2 to 30 years)
Females - 50% (1 to 35 years)

The next stage involved an examination of responses through item
analysis to establish the underlying factors of the five original
categories of mistreatment: Isolating, Rejecting, Ignoring, Terrorising,

and Corrupting. Factor analysis was used to create sub-scales of common




factors. On the basis of this analysis the incidents in the five
categories were reduced in number and the original Terrorising Category
was divided into two categories (Terrorising 1 - Discipline Through
Fear) and (Terrorising 2 - Too High Expectations). The original 120
incidents were thus reduced to 70 incidents. Analysis by the six sub-
scales revealed very few differences by sex, age group, number of
children, working experience with children, and years of working
experience with children. The significant differences were as follows:
Sex

Female respondents rated The Terrorising 1 Scale (Discipline Through
Fear) as more serious than male respondents. Respondents rated The
Rejecting and Ignoring Scales as more serious for mothers to do than
fathers.

Age Groups

Younger age group respondents rated The Isolating Scale as more serious
than older age groups. Older age groups rated The Terrorising 2 Scale .
(Too High Expectations) as more serious than younger age groups.

Number of Children

Respondents with higher numbers of children rated The Corrupting Scale
as more serious for a mother to do than a father.

Working Experience with Children

Respondents with working experience rated The Isolating Scale as more
serious for a mother to do than a father.

Years of Working Experience with Children

Respondents with more years of working experience rated The Isolating

Scale as more serious than respondents with less working experience.

Finally the values of respondents regarding the 120 incidents were
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analysed to establish significant differences between the incidents and
the four developmental periods. Contrary to our expectations the general
pattern was that agreement was the rule rather than the exception. There
were no significant differences on 92.5% (N=111) out of the 120 incidents.
One explanation to account for this result is the Contact Hypothesis of
Rothbart (1990a, 1990b, 1990c, & 1985) on "Stability and Change in
Stereotypic Beliefs". The Contact Hypothesis presents an explanation
of how contact, or lack of contact, by individuals from different groups
(for example, gender) tends to affect change, or stability, in an
individual's previously held values and attitudes. Separation and
avoidance enable different values and attitudes of different groups to
remain unchanged. Other settings in which contact is more likely to
lead to changes in attitudes are those which involve "favorable attitudes
toward individual group members" (pl8). Conditions which are given as
condusive to a change in attitudes are "direct personal experience",
"equal status", "a co-operative atmosphere", and "intimate contact":
There is evidence that contact can, under proper conditions, generate favourable
inpressions of individual category members who belong to a disliked category.
Contact unquestionably can generate favourable attitudes toward members of a
disliked category. Do the favorable judgments toward the category member
generalise back to the category as a whole? The answer to this question is a
strong "rarely," as it is clear that the bulk of research shows Tittle or no
generalistation (pl8). The argument we want to make is that there is a reciprocal
relationship between individuation and categorization. We regard it as
desirable when an individual member of a category becomes individuated, in which
attributes of the individual are no longer assumed to be the attributes of the
category. The reciprocal of this process, however, is that aur (presumably)
favorable judgrents about this category mamber then do not generalize back to the
group, because the individual is psychologically speaking, no longer a
marber of the group or category (pl9).
Thus according to the above hypothesis individuals from different gender

groups who come into close contact tend to modify both their attitudes

towards the other individual, and personal values in certain areas.

In Chapter 9 we will discuss the main findings of the thesis. .
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CHAPTER 9
DISCUSSION

In the preceding chapters the values that different groups of adults and
individuals have given towards the mistreatment of children have been
analysed. The purpose of this analysis of values was to discover
underlying attitudes of respondents to both physical and psychological
aspects of the mistreatment of children.

The findings suggest that significant differences of attitudes exist
between different groups of adults and these differences may be greater
than is currently recognised or accepted - particularly in the areas of
physical punishment and childhood sexuality. In addition, significant
differences of attitudes were found between male and female parents with
regard to the psychological terrorising and corrupting of children.
However, contrary to our expectations the general pattern between male
and female parents was one of agreement rather than disagreement. The
explanation offered for this pattern of agreement was the Contact
Hypothesis of Rothbart (1990a, 1990b, 1990c & 1985) of group and
individual perceptions. This hypothesis presents an explanation of how
individuals from different groups (for example, gender) who come into
close contact (through direct personal experience, equal status, a
co-operative atmosphere and intimate contact) tend to modify both their
attitudes towards the other individual, and personal values in certain

areas.

Data were gathered from three separate studies. The First Study was an
investigative analysis of the records of thirty families who had come

to the attention of the preventive services of the state and had been
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officially registered on a Central Child Abuse Register. The Second
Study involved a survey of values of seven groups of respondents (N=121)
toward child mistreatment; respondents included social workers, police
of ficers, nurses, schoolteachers, commercial/industrial workers,
housewives, lecturers and students. The Third Study involved a survey
of values of 100 male and 100 female parents (N=200) towards moderate

psychological mistreatment of children.

The main aim of The First Study was to acquire preliminary information

from original sources to use in the questionnaire of The Secpnd Study.

A further aim was to examine what causes had led parents and/or
caregivers to crisis situations where they physically abused or

neglected children in their care. Whilst abuse and neglect are

distinct in principle they are often found in the same family and many
factors contributed to the troubled histories of these families. The
fifteen families registered for Physical Abuse were characterised by

too many children whose ages were too close together, and mothers who
were chronically fatigued. For example, with pre-school children the
pressures were very great; one mother had given birth to three children
in twenty-five months. Two of the families had a child who was

suspected of not being the husband's child, and three of the families

had mothers who had been put into institutionalised care at a very

early age. In three families the relationships with teenage sons were
out of control with adult males using violence to control. In the fifteen
families registered for Physical Neglect the general impression was one
of depressed, abandoned women with few comforts of life 1iving with their
children. Adult males as co-habitees or boyfriends appeared temporarily;

one mother had three young children by three different fathers. There
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was no discrimination among children, for all were equally neglected.

The lifestyle appears to have affected the mothers so that they had very
l1ittle interest in anything. Many of the houses were filthy. One
mother had four small children with no hot water, no heating, and no
washing machine. This deviance in the family structure seems to have
created deviance in the individuals. Some of the children have had to
learn how to survive from a very early age. The preliminary

information from this study was employed to examine the values and
underlying attitudes of professional carers (and non professional carers)

towards various aspects of child mistreatment.

The purpose of The Second Study was to examine the values of seven

groups of respondents towards eight categories of child mistreatment in

order to discover any significant differences in attitudes. The research

instrument consisted of a 120-item inventory. The results revealed

that there were significant differences in attitudes between two main

divisions of respondents consisting of:

Division 1: Professional Carers, Working Experience with Children,
Females, and Parents.

Division 2: Non-Professional Carers, No Working Experience with
Children, Males, and Non-Parents.

The two areas of child mistreatment which showed significant differences

in attitudes between the two divisions were (1) Child Punishment and (2)

Child Sexuality. The Child Punishment results showed that Division 2

respondents were more likely to think (than Division 1 respondents)

that it is acceptable to use physical punishment as a means of

disciplining children. The Child Sexuality results showed that Division 2

respondents were more likely (than Division 1 respondents) to disagree

that sexual knowledge and sexual coercion by a child are the result
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of personal experience but that it is not acceptable for adult males

to have a bath with female children. Also Division 2 respondents were
more 1ikely to disagree with the idea that people who choose to work
with children are more Tikely to be potential abusers. The results of
The Second Study also indicated that significant differences of personal
and professional attitudes between different groups relating to basic
child-rearing practices may be widespread; and that these differences in
attitudes concerning physical punishment and child sexuality may be far
more prevalent than is currently recognised or admitted. Two groups of
respondents who had different attitudes in these two areas are of
fundamental concern in an examination of child mistreatment and these
groups were Males and Females. Therefore leading from the above results
one question that could be asked was, "Do people resist the notion of
conflict in the family?" Two other related questions were "Is conflict

in the family widespread?" and "If this is so then why is it widespread?"

To address these problems the results of The Second Study needed to be
examined in the light of major theories of conflict in the family. Two
American nationwide studies by Gil (1970), and Straus, Gelles and
Steinmetz (1980), report that conflict and violence in the family is
widespread. These findings led to the question "Why is this perception
of frustrated family life not generally accepted?" Gil (1970) explains
that for our own peace of mind we tend to cling to an idealised picture
of family life which does not reflect the actuality. Straus (1978)
explains that when physical force is used it is because physical

force works if all else fails. Gelles (1978) writes that there are
"emotional blocks" which have acted as inhibiting factors to investigate

this emotive subject. Gil (1990) presents a hypothesis to explain

o
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conflict and violence as the result of the frustration of developmental
needs; and this leads to blocked energy which finds other channels of

expression which are violent.

Gil's hypothesis of the frustration of human needs leading to violent
expression led to an examination of human needs theory beginning with
MasTow (1968. 1970). We then briefly examined the emotions and the
results of emotional mistreatment. Lauer, Lourie, Salus, & Broadhurst
(1979) found that physically abused children are, in addition, almost
always emotionally mistreated, but emotional mistreatment can occur
alone and show no physical scars. Gelles and Straus (1988) cite
emotional mistreatment as probably the most damaging form of all types
of abuse because emotional wounds fester beneath the surface forever;
and it may be that occasional, or frequent, emotional attacks on loved
ones are the rule rather than the exception. The next stage of the
research was to design The Third Study, using a blueprint of five
categories of psychological mistreatment and four developmental stages

of children based on the work of Garbarino et al (1986).

The purpose of The Third Study was to examine the values of male and
female parents toward moderate psychological mistreatment of children

in order to discover any significant differences in attitudes. The
research instrument was a 120 vignette inventory. The main results

of the study revealed that male and female parents had no significant
differences on 111 out of the 120 incidents and thus had very similar
attitudes regarding moderate psychological mistreatment of children. The

nine remaining incidents had significant differences in three categories:
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Terrorising Category (N=5), Corrupting Category (N=3), and Isolating
Category (N=1). Female respondents considered all nine incidents as

more serious than males. The Terrorising Category results showed that
males thought it was Tess serious than females "for a father or mother

to frighten a 2 to 5 year old at bedtime with the Bogeyman", for a

father "to criticise a 5 to 11 year old for not meeting expectations",

for a mother to be "aggressive to an 11 to 18 year old", and for a

mother to set "impossibly high standards for an 11 to 18 year old". The
Corrupting Category results showed that males thought it was less

serious than females for "a father or mother to bring home sexually
explicit videos to the home of an 11 to 18 year old", and for "a father to
tell sexual jokes in the hearing of a 5 to 11 year old". The Isolating
Category result showed that males thought it less serious than females 1
for "a mother to leave an infant (Birth to 2 years) alone in a room for
hours at a time" - this incident was an extreme and isolated one and not
truly representative of the moderate psychological mistreatment ‘
intended for the category. Thus only one incident out of twenty four
in the Isolating Category was seen as significantly different. The
Ignoring Category and the Rejecting Category results showed no

significant differences at all.

Differences Between Groups and Individuals

In The Second Study the two divisions of respondents differed
significantly in 9* out of 120 items; 5 of these items concerned Child
Punishment and 4 concerned Childhood Sexuality. In The Third Study
males differed from females in 9 out of 120 vignettes. The Terrorising
Category contained 5 out of 9 vignettes, the Corrupting Category 3

out of 9 vignettes, and the Isolating Category 1 out 9 vignettes.

* It could be argued that this number (N=9) of significant differences
could be expected by chance alone; (6 out of 120 items at the point of
0.05 significance).
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Returning to the main significant differences, the results showed a link
between those in The Second Study and The Third Study. Apart from one
incident in the Isolating Category the significant differences of The
Second Study are the physical counterparts of the psychological
significances of The Third Study. Thus we have Physical Child Punishment/
Psychological Terrorising, and Physical Child Sexuality/Psychological
Corrupting emerging as the important elements in both studies.

Physical Punishment/Terrorising

In The Second Study, Division 1 respondents differed from Division 2
respondents in all 5 items in the Physical Punishment Category. These
items were: "Smacking a child always teaches the child that physical
violence solves problems", "Hitting a child is an effective means of
punishment", "No child ever invites physical abuse", "Anyone who has
brought up a child has at times smacked the child a 1ittle harder than
intended", and "Physical punishment can have long term beneficial
effects on a child's behaviour." In The Third Study 5 out of the 24
vignettes in the Terrorising Category showed significant differences
between male and female parents. These vignettes were: "The father
quite often frightens the 2 to 5 year old with the Bogeyman if the
child will not go to sleep”, "The mother quite often frightens the 2
to 5 year old with the Bogeyman if the child will not go to sleep”,
"The father quite often criticises the 5 to 11 year old for not meeting
his expectations (of the child)", "The mother is quite often very
aggressive to the 11 to 18 year o1d", "The mother quite often sets
impossibly high standards for the teenager."

Child Sexuality/Corrupting

In The Second Study all 4 of the items in the Child Sexuality Category

showed significant differences between the two groups. These items
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were: " A child who tries to force another child into sexual activity
has probably had personal experience of this", "The sexual abuse of a
young child by an adolescent is likely to be the result of former abuse
of the adolescent", "It is acceptable for a girl up to the age of seven
to have a bath with a male adult", "A detailed use of sexual play by a
child is often the result of personal experience of sexual abuse." The
Corrupting Category of The Second Study showed 3 significant differences
between male and female parents. These vignettes were: "The mother quite
often brings sexually explicit video films into the house (11 to 18 year
old)", "The father quite often brings sexually explicit video films into
the house (11 to 18 year old)", "The father quite often tells sexual

jokes in the 5 to 11 year old's hearing".

It would appear that the significant differences which came to light in
The Second Study between Division 1 (professional carers and females)
and Division 2 (non-professional carers and males) were deeply rooted
enough to carry forward to The Third Study of Male and Female parental
differences. Male and Female parents agreed on most aspects of moderate
psychological mistreatment but still differed significantly in the areas
of Physical Punishment/Terrorising and Child Sexuality/Corrupting.
Although male and female parents agreed on 111 of the 120 vignettes they
still did not agree on some incidents which dealt with Terrorising and
Corrupting. Female parents evaluated these incidents as significantly

more serious than did the males.

It could be that the development in lifestyles and responsibility from
separate male and female, to one couple, and then to parents, melds the
values of different genders into similar attitudes - except in certain

psychological and physical aspects where males and females, whether




parents or not, showed significant differences in values and underlying
attitudes. These aspects were physical punishment/psychological

terrorising, and physical child sexuality /psychological corrupting.

In most incidents of moderate psychological mistreatment involving
values of male and female parents the results appear to fit the contact
hypothesis of Rothbart, that individuals from different groups such as
gender tend to change previous separately-held values when conditions
are conducive to a change of attitude. Thus male and female parents
appeared to have similar attitudes towards most aspects of moderate
psychological mistreatment. However two main areas of differences in
attitudes remain and these are physical child punishment/psychological

terrorising and physical child sexuality/psychological corrupting.

Seriousness of Perceptions of Male and Female Parents
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Female parents tended to evaluate moderate psychological mistreatment as

more serious than did male parents. It could be argued that the most
obvious explanation for this finding is the one embodied in folk wisdom
- that mothers tend to be more nurturing and gentle to their young than
fathers. However there may be other possible explanations for the
above findings that also require consideration. Differences were found

in the following.

4 out of the 5 categories - Isolating, Rejecting, Terrorising, and
Corrupting were rated as more serious by female parents than male
parents, but female parents tended to rate Ignoring as less serious
than male parents. This is a rather intriguing finding. This could
mean that, in general, females tend to think that being ignored is less

serious than males think it is.
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Implications

Awareness of child abuse in the family and in society has risen
dramatically in recent years. With the high profile this subject has
received in the media very few people can be unaware of the subject.
The next stage hopefully will be public awareness of psychological
mistreatment of children in the family and society. For it is only on
the basis of changes in public values and attitudes will permanent

change come about.

The type of mistreatment that has been examined in this study is not

the spectacularly extreme act of cruelty which we all recognise; the
preventive services of the state are employed to deal with this. Rather
we have looked at traditional ways of child-rearing that are beginning
to be perceived as psychologically harmful to children. These methods
are being held responsible for the uncounted number of children who have
endured familial emotional mistreatment in the form of abuse or neglect.

Two examples of these methods follow:

Widely accepted yet basically abusive attitudes to children are now
being questioned - such as the use of physical and verbal violence as a
means of "discipline" (Gardner, 1988). Children are often told that
they really are not feeling what they know they feel: are not
remembering what they do remember; not experiencing what they are
experiencing. Conditioned as they are by the adults who tell them these
things, children eventually begin to deny their past. They become

quite good at convincing themselves that reality is not what they

experienced (Ratner, 1990).
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Forward (1990) acknowledges that all parents are deficient from time
to time and they cannot be emotionally available at all times. But
there are many parents whose negative patterns of behaviour are
consistent and dominant in a child's 1ife. These are the parents who do
the harm. The emotional damage inflicted by these parents spreads
throughout a child's being 1ike a chemical toxin. The author asks the
question what better word than "toxic" to describe parents who inflict
ongoing trauma, abuse, and denigration on their children, and in most
cases continue to do so even after their children are grown up?
Forward continues that, unfortunately, parenting, one of our most
crucial skills is still very much a-seat-of-the-pants endeavour. Our
parents learned it primarily from people who may not have done such a‘
good job - their parents. Many of the time-honoured techniques that
have been passed down from generation to generation are bad advice
masquerading as wisdom such as "spare the rod and spoil the child".
Whether children of toxic parents were left alone too much, or treated
like fools, or overprotected, or overburdened with guilt, they almost
all suffer surprisingly similar symptoms: damaged self-esteem, leading
to self-destructive behaviour. In one way or another they almost all
feel worthless, unloveable, and inadequate. Forward concludes that the
resulting lack of confidence and self-worth can colour every aspect of

their adult lives.

Covitz (1986) describes how when the roots of narcissistic "me first"
disturbances are examined it becomes clear that most of them are
connected to childhood. A child whose early, healthy, narcissistic needs
(for attention, affection, and respect - not only for food and shelter)
are not met will have trouble developing strength, independence and self-

esteem. Parents who repeatedly fail to meet these early needs are abusing
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their children psychologically and emotionally. Covitz adds that in
almost every case this is the opposite of what the parents intended;
they want to be nurturing and helpful but this is not the result. In
some cases they simply do not know how to be parents. In others the
parents are so needy themselves - because their own early narcissistic
needs were not met - that they cannot meet their child's needs. Until
parents can break this chain of abuse the effect on their children will
be devastating; and this destructive pattern will likely be repeated in
future generations. The incidence of physical abuse in our society
raises serious questions about the culture in which we 1ive. Children
who are physically abused suffer the results of their parents' anger

and frustration but children who are emotionally and psychologically
abused carry unseen scars. Covitz believes that there are no secrets
from a child's unconsciousness although parents sometimes act as though
their conscious words and deeds are the only messages they transmit to
their children. Much of parents' communication with their children is
non-verbal. Subliminally transferred from parent to child all of the
messages will be perceived by the children's unconscious and they will
have a fairly accurate perception of the parent's personality. But it
it is not the parents alone who are responsible; it is also their
ancestors - the grandparents and the great-grandparents. Covitz continues
that there is reason to have great faith in people's capacity to change
their behaviour and to break destructive patterns. The key is the will
to change which gives people the capacity to control their actions and
create new positive patterns of behaviour. The positive growth of
individuals within a supportive family system gives meaning to the lives
of all its members and assists them in the fulfilment of their individual

destinies. Covitz quotes the perceptions of Bowlby (1965) regarding the
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self-sacrificing role of most parents even when they are judged by

others to be bad:

The services which mothers and fathers habitually render their children are so
taken for granted that their greatness is forgotten. In no other relationship do
human beings place themselves so unreservedly and so continuausly at the disposal
of others. This holds true even of bad parents - a fact far too easily forgotten
by their critics, especially critics who have never had the care of children of
their own. It must never be forgotten that even a bad parent who neglects her
child is nonetheless providing much for him (p78).
Covitz (1986) concludes that we are in a transitional period in the
history of the family where parents and children alike realise the
importance of meeting their own individual needs. We are still however
learning how to fulfil the sometimes conflicting needs of individuals
within the family system. The number of single-parent families today
reflects the parents' primary concern with their own development and
self-fulfilment. Parents are opting less often to stay together in
unhappy relationships "for the sake of the children" and are choosing
instead to end marriages that no longer meet their needs. However those
parents who stay together because they see their family lives as a vital
part of their own developmental needs are the parents who will provide
the optimal environment for the human development of themselves and

their children. For the goal of the healthy family is the maximum

personal development of each member.

Henry (1978) reviewed references to the psychological aspects of child
abuse covering the previous ten years. A total of 119 references was
found: 55 related to other aspects of abuse and of the remaining 64
only a handful dealt strictly with the psychological aspects. Some of
the articles appeared to be repetitious of existing articles, altered

only slightly by each particular author's own insights. The author
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concluded that at that time the future of research into the
psychological aspects of child abuse was unclear but increased attention
may one day produce the definition that any behaviour which stops a
child's developmental needs is psychological abuse:
It may be the term "child abuse" will eventually be expanded to encompass any type
of child-rearing behaviour which is potentially detrimental to a child's
development into an emctionally healthy, fully functioning adult...In a socially
conscious society, adults are entrusted with the care of persons who are unable to
care for themselves. Hence, a responsibility falls to every adult, whether parent
or not, to ensure that defenceless children are never the objects of any kind of
abuse. It would appear that this obligation can only be met by vigilance. An
awareness of the psychological aspects of child abuse would serve as an adjuct to
this endeavour (p218).
Kellmer Pringle (1975) asks why is it that we assume it is natural
for parents to know what the needs of children are and how these needs
are best met. Is it because we have all once been children and have had
the chance to Tearn from the child-rearing practices of our own parents?
Yet most people would not accept the similar argument that because we
have all been to school we could be adequate teachers without the need
for any training. Do we go too far in asserting that the way in which
parents bring up their children is solely their own concern? It is
evident that a minority of parents cannot or will not provide the care
essential to a child's healthy personal development. Thus should we ask
ourselves the question "Into what kind of people do we want today's
children to grow? We now know about the harmful affects of emotional
deprivation and intellectual under-stimulation. Actual battering is
only the visible tip of the iceberg of emotional rejection and abuse,
which is suffered daily by many thousands of children in many countries.

In Kellmer Pringle's opinion the introduction of three measures would

go a long way to eliminate such suffering.
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The first measure would be that in all cases of abuse the psychological
safety of children would be given equal weight with their physical
security. The second measure would be to introduce regular
developmental check-ups for, at least, the under-fives. The third
measure is not only the most basic but also essentially long-term. Its
aim would be to raise the level of children's emotional, social and
intellectual development in a similar way to that in which their
physical health has been improved beyond measure during the past thirty
years. Probably the most effective way for this to happen would be to

make available for all young people a programme of preparation for

parenthood.

Kellmer Pringle (1978) recommends that the starting point for such a
programme should be the recognition of the demands and challenges of

parenthood:

The starting point would be the recognition that modern parenthood is too demanding
and camplex a task to be performed well merely because every adult has once been a
child. Indeed, it is about the only such skilled task for the performance of which
no knowledge or training is expected or required...At present, the father's role is
rarely mentioned while home-making and motherhood are simultaneousy grossly
undervalued and misleadingly over-romnticised (p240).

Wide-ranging changes in attitudes towards parenthood and child-rearing

will have to be brought about to improve the quality of family care:

What is required is neither a narrow course, seen as a branch of hame econamics,
nor a very wide general one in citizenship: the model of sex education is not
appropriate either; nor should such a programme be confined to girls and less able
ones at that. An effective programme of preparation for parenthood would have to
adopt a wide and comrehensive base, including family planning, child development
and the whole area of human relations and motivation. First hand practical
experience of babies and young children should be an essential and integral part as
well as an understanding of their emotional and intellectual needs. Included too
shauld be an appreciation of both parental rights and responsibilities.
Deglamourizing parenthood may act as a deterrent and a brake on those with
unrealistic expectations (pp240 & 241).
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Furthermore, responsible parenthood should come to mean that the
parental 1ife-style has been deliberately chosen in the full realization
of its demands, constraints, satisfactions, and challenges. So child
mistreatment may become a "disease" of the past, even though it may

never prove possible to "cure" the inadequate or violent parent.

Straus and Smith (1990) report that among families which function in an
adequate way the problems are resolved by negotiation and compromise and
by an implicit system of reciprocity that allows each person to make
concessions to the other knowing that things will balance out in the long
run. In contrast to these families a characteristic of families in
conflict seems to be a lack of these skills. Thus an important method of
preventing family violence would be to teach the skills of negotiation
and compromise. A true primary prevention approach would include the
teaching of such skills as part of the secondary/high school curriculum.
Another characteristics of the family that engenders violence is the
concept of the husband as the head of the family. The authors believe
that regardless of a greater acceptance of an equalitarian rhetoric and
some progress towards gender equality, the husband as the head of the
family remains the accepted mode. The problem with this organisation
is that many husbands implicitly presume that it is their right to have
the final say in decisions affecting the family:
If agreement camnot be reached and they have "tried everything" - persuasion,
yelling, reasoning, sulking, pleading, etc. - there is an almost overwhelming
temptation to use physical force as a resource to maintain their power within the
family...One cannot emphasize too strongly the preventive value of sexual equality,
both within and outside the family. Moreover, since we found that child abuse is
also more frequent in male daminant families (Straus, Gelles, and Steimmetz, 1980),
sexual equality has prophylactic potential for child abuse as well as spouse abuse.
Mary specific policy implications follow fram the fact that sexual inequality
engenders family violence...Parents and schools can also take important preventive
steps by training boys to expect equality in power with girls and later in life

with their wives, and girls should be taught that it is not unfeminine to claim
equal personal power (p514).
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Early research took the viewpoint that parents who abuse their children
by severe acts of commission or omission must be mentally ﬁ]]. The
concept that parents who do this are different in kind from other
parents is now beginning to have a radical re-think in research and we
have to look elsewhere for a cause. In contrast to these isolated and
atypical cases - which are different in degree and not kind - it would
seem beneficial to look at the more typical faﬁily for the roots of
child mistreatment. Thus we have been concerned with typical parents
and the values and attitudes they hold with regard to appropriate ways

to rear children.

Tzeng et al (1991) in their evaluation of theories of child abuse and
neglect conclude that most efforts in this area tend to focus on
treatment and intervention issues. These efforts usually employ a small
number of clinical subjects and rarely address the complex nature of all
aspects of theoretical issues. They add that in recent years there are a
growing number of notable exceptions that simultaneously consider
theoretical issues of quality, solid empirical research, and overall
integration. These researchers include Gil (1987); Hart et al (1987a);
Garbarino et al (1986); Finkelhor (1984); and Gelles (1983). The
authors acknowledge that child abuse and neglect is clearly a very
complex problem but stress that it is not just a problem for victimised
children or perpetrators but rather it is a problem of the whole family,
the community, and the larger eco-cultural environment. They add that
all the contemporary literature in the area of child abuse and neglect
reflects a desperate need to develop a comprehensive integrated theory
that will address the etiology and dynamics of mistreatment and will

also simultaneously address different societal service functions:
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To overcame these difficulties and deficiencies, a comprehensive, integrated
theory is required for serving faur important functions in combating child abuse
and neglect: (1) Tirkage of seamingly diverse and conflicting disciplines;

(2) organization and evaluation of empirical data, both existing and incoming;
(3) development and implementation of interventimn, treatment, and prevention
strategies; and (4) faundations for continuing scientific research and fol low-up
evaluation.

This ideal theory should also emphasize the inportance of multiple factors and
their interactions in both subjective and objective cultures at all ecological
levels. As such, this theory should be well suited for planning variws
educational, clinical, commnity, and social programs that will effectively combat
the problem of child abuse and neglect at any geographic regim...
As is becaming clear, child abuse and neglect is a problem that requires
simultaneous consideration of all individuals and societal institutions (families,
camunities, and societies). A level of international relations may also be shown
to be of significant importance as interactions increase on a worldwide basis and
basic human rights became increasingly stressed internationally (pp312 & 313).
The above authors conclude that it is possible to develop at least five
integrated theories, one each for physical abuse, sexual abuse,
incestuous abuse, neglect, and psychological mistreatment. Cicchetti
and Carlson (1989) comment that the economic and human costs of severe
child mistreatment in American society are astronomical; it is likely
that billions of dollars are spent in treatment and social service
costs. The authors describe the human costs as a litany of psychological

tragedies with the mistreated children suffering from low self-esteem,

cognitive deficits, and a tendency to be more aggressive than their peers.

Secunda (1990) stresses that there is one unnegotiable fact that
transcends all the generalities about social change and generational
conflicts and this is that a child's future turns on how his or her

parents treat him or her in the privacy of the family:

There is no mitigation, no excuse for the mutilation of the human spirit that some
parents inflict on their children. Some things are not relative, no matter what
one's emotional legacies have been, or how dreadful has been the Tuck of the
parental draw. When it come to being a parent, either mother or father, we have
the power and responsibility to get beyond our childhood losses, our defenses and
our false selves (p378).
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Secunda (1990) concentrates mainly on mothers and reports that although
there are many mothers who appear to be the permanently wounded
emotional casualties of their childhood there are others who want to
stop the repetition of their parents' psychological mistreatment of
them and to feel that they do have choices regarding methods of child-
rearing:

These mothers do not humiliate their children. They choose not to degrade them.

They choose not to crush their children's innate spirits and optimism, not to punish
them for intrinsic goodness and abilities (p378).

-

This thesis has particularly emphasised moderate acts of psychological
mistreatment; acts which continue over a long period of time and are
characterised by patterns of moderate negative behaviour and usually
represent a persisting, parental attitude. Moderate acts of negative
behaviour with regard to physical mistreatment are difficult to define
but the equivalents in the psychological domain are even more elusive.
In our final analysis we offer the definition that psychological
mistreatment is the denial by one person of the genuine developmental
needs of another. In conclusion we would like to add that young people
are becoming more questioning and through greater public awareness may
avoid many of the myths of child-rearing that previous generations
unconsciously perpetuated for the "child's own good". These myths
include the restrictive conditioning which most adults have experienced
as children; and because they are not aware of these ingrained habits
they do not resist them and, on the whole, do not know that they have
them. When they become parents they will rear their children with the
same methods, which they regard as being perfectly acceptable, in order to
instil discipline. Thus the causal dynamics of child mistreatment would

appear to be deeply rooted in the child-rearing attifudes of society.
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Table A3.1

Age Distribution of Mothers (N=30)

Physical Abuse (N=15) and Physical Neglect (N=15)

Type of | Age in Years |
Abuse | 19 only 20-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 40 only | Total

Physical
Abuse - 5 3 4 3 - 15
Physical
Neglect 1 4 2 4 2 2 15
Total 1 9 5 8 5 2 30

Physical Abuse: The age range of the mothers was from 20 to 37
(range=17) years with a modal age group of 20 to 24 and a mean age group
of 25 to 29 years.

Physical Neglect: The age range of the mothers was from 19 to 40
(range=21) years with a bi-modal age group of 20 to 24 and 30 to 34
years and a mean age group of 30 to 34 years.

Table A3.2
Age Distribution of Adult Males Living with Family (N=22)

Physical Abuse (N=15) and Physical Neglect (N=7)

Type of | Age in Years [
Abuse | 20-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 40-44 45 only Unknown| Total

Physical
Abuse 4 3 - 3 4 1 - 15
Physical
Neglect 2 1 1 1 1 - 1 7
Total 6 4 1 4 5 1 1 22

Physical Abuse: The age range of adult males living with the family
was from 20 to 45 (range=15) years with a bi-modal age group of 20 to 24 and
40-44 and a mean age group of 35 to 39 years.

Physical Neglect: The age range of adult males living with the family
was from 20 to 44 (range=14) years with a modal age group of 20 to 24
and a mean age group of 30 to 34 years.
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Table A3.3

Number Distribution of First Male Partners (N=30)

Physical Abuse (N=15) and Physical Neglect (N=15)

Type of | Living Not T1iving |

Abuse | with family with family | Total
Physical

Abuse 10 5 15
Physical

Neglect 1 14 15
Total 11 19 30

Physical Abuse: 5 adult males who were the first partners of the
mothers were no longer living with the family; this situation affected
20 children (including 7 abused children).

Physical Neglect: 14 adult males who were the first partners of the
mothers were no Tonger living with the family; this situation affected
40 children (including 34 neglected children).

The chi square test of association yielded a x2 value of 11.62 (df=1,
p<0.001) demonstrating that the two groups differed very significantly
in respect of the relative frequencies of first male partners no longer
living with the family.

No significant difference (p 0.1) was found between the two groups on the
frequencies of second male partners leaving the family. Physical Abuse
(N=0); Physical Neglect (N=4 families) which affected 13 children, all
13 of whom were neglected.
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Table A3.4

Age Distribution of Children Living with Family (N=85)

Physical Abuse (N=41) and Physical Neglect (N=44);

Type of | | Age in months | Age in years |

Abuse | Preg] 0-11 12-23 24-35 | 3-5 6-8 9-11 12-14 15-17 18-19 | Total
Physical

Abuse 2 6 4 3 9 5 4 4 3 1 41
Physical

Neglect 3 4 3 7 10 5 4 6 - 2 44
Total 5 10 7 10 19 10 8 10 3 3 85

Physical Abuse: The age range of the childen Tiving with the family was
from under 11 months to 19 years (plus 2 pregnancies) with a modal age
range of 3 to 5 years and a mean age group 3 to 5 years.

Physical Neglect: The age range of children living with the family was
from under 11 months to 19 years of age (plus 3 pregnancies) with a
modal age group of 3 to 5 years and a mean age group of 3 to 5 years.

Table A3.5

Age Distribution of Children No Longer Living with Family (N=11)

Physical Abuse (N=5) and Physical Neglect (N=6);

I
Abuse | 4 6 7 8 13 15 16 | Total

Physical

Abuse - - 1 3 - 1 - 5
(1 dead)

Physical

Neglect 1 1 1 - 1 1 1 6

Total 1 1 2 3 1 2 1 11

Physical Abuse: 5 children were no longer living with the family; this
total affected 3 families.

Physical Neglect: 6 children were no longer living with the family; this
total affected 4 families.
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Table A3.6

Age Distribution of Abused Children (N=60)

Physical Abuse (N=22) and Physical Neglect (N=38);

Type of | | Age in months | Age in years I

Abuse | Preg| 0-11 12-23 24-35 | 3-5 6-8 9-11 12-14 15-17 18-19 | Total
Physical

Abuse 1 5 2 2 2 3 3 3 - - +1 22
Physical (dead)
Neglect 3 4 2 6 9 2 4 6 - 2 38
Total 4 9 4 8 11 5 7 9 - 2 +1 60

Physical Abuse: The age range of the abused children was from under
11 months to 14 years (plus 2 pregnancies) with a modal age range of 0
to 11 years and a mean age group of 3 to 5 years.

Physical Neglect: The age range of the abused children was from under
11 months to 19 years of age (plus 3 pregnancies) with a modal age group
of 3 to 5 years and a mean age group of 3 to 5 years.

Table A3.7

Age, Sex, and Ordinal Position Distribution of Abused Children (N=60)

Physical Abuse (N=22) and Physical Neglect (N=38) at Initial Case Conference

Age in |Physical Abuse [Physical Neglect
Months |Frequency|Sex |0rdinal Position |Frequency|Sex |0rdinal Position
and Years | IM FI1 2 3 4+ | M FI'1 2 3 4+
Pregnant | 1 - 11 - - = | 3 211 1 - 1
0-5 months| 5 323 1 1 - | 3 1 2 - 1 1 1
6-11 | - - - = - = = ] 1 -1 - - -1
12-17 | 1 1 - - 1 - - ] - - - - - - -
18-23 | 1 1 - - 1 - - | 2 11 - 1 1 -
24-29 | 1 1 -1 - - - | 3 121 - - 2
30-35 | 1 -1 - - 1 - ] 3 1 22 1 - -
3 years | 1 -1 -1 - =~ ] 2 2 - - 1 -1
4 | - - - - = = - ] 4 2 21 2 - 1
5 | 1 -1 - - 1 - 3 121 1 - 1
6-8 | 3 122 - 1 - | 2 2 - 2 - - =
9-11 | 3 2 11 2 - - | 4 1 31 1 1 1
12-14 | 3 211 1 1 - | 6 333 1 1 1
15-17 | - - - = = - - - - - - - - =
18 [ - - - - - - = 1 -1 -1 - -
19 | - - = = - - - ] 1 1l = -1 - -
+1 dead | 1 I
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Table A3.7 presents an overall perspective of the data analysed in

Tables A3.1 to A3.6.

Table A3.8

Distribution of Births (N=98) to Mothers (N=30)

Type o f| Number of Births |

Abuse | 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 |Total
Physical

Abuse 2 3 4 3 2 1 - - 15
Physical -
Neglect 1 7 1 2 2 1 - 1 15
Total 3 10 5 5 4 2 - 1 30

Physical Abuse: The distribution of births (N=48) ranged for each
mother from 1 to 6 with a modal number of 3 births and a mean of 3 births.

Physical Neglect: The distribution of births (N=50) ranged for each
mother from 1 to 8 with a modal number of 2 births and a mean of 2 births.

Table A3.9
Age Distribution of Mothers (N=30) at Birth of Each Child (N=98)

Type of | Birth|Age of Mothers in Years |
Abuse | Order|l16-17 18-19 20-21 22-23 24-25 26-29 30-33 34-37|Total

1

1

2
Neglect 2
Abuse 3
Neglect 3
Abuse 4
Neglect 4
Abuse 5
5

6

6

7

7

8

8

NHEFFN RN
LI T el 2 I R B |

Neglect
Abuse

Neglect
Abuse

Neglect
Abuse

Neglect
Abuse Total 2 9 6
Neglect Total 6 10 6 7 3
Overall Total 8 6 9

] =3 1 11
(—’-
1l
—
‘—'-
=
—
=
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Lot |
c+
n
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Table A3.9 shows in particular the ages of the mothers at the birth of

each child

Physical Abuse:

1st child - 40% (16-19 years); 2nd child - 33% (18-21 years);
3rd child - 33% (20-25 years); 4th child - 26% (22-25 years);
5th child - 20% (24-33 years); 6th child - 0% - -

7th child = 7% (34-37 years).

Physical Neglect:

Ist child - 73% (16-19 years); 2nd child - 53% (18-21 years);
3rd child - 46% (20-25 years); 4th child - 20% (22-25 years);
5th child - 26% (22-33 years); 6th child - 13% (30-37 years);
7th child - 7% (34-37 years); 8th child - 7% (34-37 years).

Note: 7th and 8th children are twins.

Table A3.10

Distribution of Intervals between Births after First Child (N=68)

Type of [Interval|Intervals between Births [ |
Abuse |Position|Months |Years I
| [Twins 8 9-11 12-17 18-23 24-29 30-35|3-5 6-10|Total

Abuse 1-2 1 1 1 3 - 2 3 - 2 13
Neglect 1-2 1 - 1 2 2 1 1 6 - 14
Abuse 2-3 - - 1 2 2 - - 2 3 10
Neglect 2-3 - - - - 1 3 1 2 - 7
Abuse 3-4 - - - 2 1 1 - 1 1 6
Neglect 3-4 - - - - 1 2 1 1 1 6
Abuse 4-5 - - - 1 1 - - - 1 3
Neglect 4-5 1 - 1 - - 1 - 1 - 4
Abuse 5-6 - - - - 1 - - - - 1
Neglect 5-6 - - - 1 - - - - 1 2
Abuse 6-7 - - - - - - - - - 0
Neglect 6-7 - - - - 1 - - - - 1t
Abuse 7-8 - - - - - - - - - 0
Neglect 7-8 1 - - - - - - - - 1t
Abuse Total 1 1 2 8 5 3 3 3 7 33
Neglect Total 3 - 2 3 5 7 3 10 2 35
Overall Total 4 1 4 11 10 10 6 13 9 68

Table A3.10 presents in particular the number of children born with an
interval of less than 3 years from the birth of the previous child.

48
50

Physical Abuse Children

= 33 + 15 (1st Born)
Physical Neglect Children = 3

3
5 + 15 (1st Born)

0Hon

t = twin
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Age Distribution of A1l Family Members (Living With Family or Not) at

Initial Case Conference

e - - R D - . D YR D D D D WD R D - D b D WD D D D U TR A D G D Y SR e D S D M N . -

Family | Age of|Age of Males

|Age of Children

|Abused Child

No | MotheriNot with With
[ |Family

Family|Family

[Not with With

T D WD TS TS s e A . - VD D D e A D D D e S S D G D e R U D G S el G T e SR D e e = D A -

Physical Abuse Families

AR D N T S D D S T D = D D WD T G D D o S D WD D S S D D G W S D D P S R D G D -

- =D D D A R R R D D D YD D D L D D W D D D S D D Y T S P S D D . . D G . D - . - -

1 27 NK 22

2 32 NK 38

3 35 39

4 21 24

5 33 40

6 20 22

7 37 41 37

8 37 NK 42

9 32 42

10 28 NK 21

11 22 25

12 21 45

13 23 29

14 33 44

15 26 29

Total 15 5 0 15

Physical Neglect Families

16 40 NK 37

17 39 NK  NK NK
18 36 NK NK -
19 22 NK -

20 32 NK 24

21 27 NK NK 27
22 34 NK -
23 19 NK -
24 40 NK 61 -

25 24 - 27

26 24 27 42
27 34 41 -

28 26 NK 34
29 22 NK -
30 30 NK -

Total 15 14 4 7

Key: NK = Not Known M

NB*= Not Born F

m = months t

p = pregnant d

oy u

Family |Ord. | Sex
1123 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8|No. | MF
87 3 22m 4m 2 1
1110 5 123 3
8 7 1 1
2m 1 1
15 5 3 22m 2 1
25ml3m 1lm NB* 123 2 1
18 16 15 13 5 4 1
17 14 8 2 1
12 9 31m 7mp 123
12 9 7 4 3 22m 3
4m NB 1 1
4m 1 1
29m 1m 2 1
8t 8td 8mp 1 1
8 5 4 1 1
4 1 1511 9 3 2 1 0 12+ 9
(21+1 ) = Total = 22
13 8 1 1
19 18 14 12 10 4 29mt 1to8 4 4
4 8mp 1 1
35m 1 1
13T13T 9 5 9m 3mp 1tob 2 4
9 4 18m 1-2-3 2 1
16 15 13 3 31m 1-2 1 1
26m 7m 1-2 2
7 30m 1 1
6 4 23m 3mt 3mt 1tod 1 3
8 6 4 30m 1 1
7 2m 2 1
8 5 3 19m 1-2-3 3
5 4 1-2 2
13 9 1-2 2
4 1 1 1512 6 5 2 2 1 1 18+20
Total = 38
Male
Female
twin
dead
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Table A3.12

Distribution of Alcohol Problems by Children's Experience (N=60)

Physical Abuse (N=22) and Physical Neglect (N=38)

Code  Alcohol Frequency Total X2 df Sig.
Problems PA PN
1 Heavy and regular
drinking - male 1 (5%) - 1 (2%) 0.077 1 0.78
2 Heavy and regular
drinking - female - 1 (3%) 1 (2%) - 1 1.00
3 Drunk and incapable
- male - - - - - -
4 Drunk and incapable
- female - 6 (16%) 6 (10%) 2.304 1 0.12
5 Drunk and violent
- male - 2 (6%) 2 (4%) 0.121 1 0.72
6 Drunk and violent
- female - - - - - -

No significant differences were found between the Physical Abuse and
Physical Neglect families across the six Alcohol Category Problems.

P
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Table A3.13

Distribution of Family Discord Problems by Children's Experience (N=60)

Physical Abuse (N=22) and Physical Neglect (N=38)

Code Family Frequency Total X2 df Sig.
Discord PA PN
7 Cramped housing 5 (23%) 12 (32%) 17 (28%) 0.537 1 0.46
8 Cold housing 2 (09%) 17 (45%) 19 (32%) 8.181 1  0.004**
9 Damp housing - 9 (24%) 9 (15%) 4.413 1 0.03*
10 Many changes
of housing 7 (32%) 4 (11%) 11 (18%) 2.916 1 0.87
11 No positive
models 1 (05%) 13 (34%) 14 (23%) 6.854 1 0.008**
12 Unable to cope 16 (73%) 28 (74%) 44 (73%) 0.006 1 0.93
13 No control over
children 5 (23%) 20 (53%) 25 (42%) 5.126 1 0.02*

14 Unwashed children 3 (14%) 13 (34%) 16 (27%) 3.015 1 0.08

15 Unhygienic
conditions 13 (59%) 29 (76%) 42 (70%) 1.968 1 0.16

16 Wet mattresses - 16 (42%) 16 (27%) 12.631 1  0.004**
17 Financial worries 11 (50%) 22 (58%) 33 (55%) 0.350 1 0.55

18 Refusal to recog.
problems 11 (50%) 12 (32%) 23 (39%) 2.0001 0.15

19 Unstable
atmosphere 21 (95%) 35 (92%) 56 (%3%) 0.0001 1.00

There were 3 very significant differences and 1 significant difference
between the Physical Abuse and Physical Neglect families and these were:

Code 8 Cold housing PA 9%/PN 45% (Sig 0.004, p<0.005)
Code 16 Wet mattresses ‘PA 0%/PN 42% (Sig 0.004, p<0.005)
Code 11  No positive models PA 5%/PN 34% (Sig 0.008, p<0.01)

Code 13 No control over children PA 23%/PN 53% (Sig 0.02, p<0.05)




Table A3.14
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Distribution of Psychiatric Problems by Children's Experience (N=60)

Physical Abuse (N=22) and Physical Neglect (N=38)

Psychiatric Frequency
Problems PA PN

23

24

25

26
27

Absence of - male 22(100%) 38(100%)
Absence of- female 2 (09%) 1 (03%)

Clinical
treatment - male - 6 (16%)

Clinical
treatment - female 16 (73%) 12 (32%)

Been in care -
male - -

Been in care -
female 6 (28%) 11 (29%)

Depression - male - -

Depression - female 13 (59%) 28 (74%)

60(100% )
3 (05%)

6 (10%)

28 (47%)

17 (28%)

41 (68%)

0.19

1.37

1

0.12

0.002**

0.88

0.24

There was 1 very significant difference between the Physical Abuse and

Physica
Code 23

1 Neglect families and this was:

Clinical treatment - female PA 73%/PN 32% (Sig 0.002, p<0.005)
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Table A3.15

Distribution of Caring Responsiblity Problems by Children's Experience (N=60)

Physical Abuse (N=22) and Physical Neglect (N=38)

Code Caring Frequency Total X2 df Sig.
Responsibility PA PN

28 Positive - male 2 (10%) - 2 (04%) 1.309 1 0.25

29 Positive - female - 8 (22%) 8 (14%) 3.677 1 0.05*

]
3
[+Y)
—
1]

30 Negative 20 (91%) 26 (69%) 46 (77%) 3.938 1 0.04

31 Negative - female 22(100%) 30 (79%) 52 (87%) 3,677 1 0.05*

There were 2 significant differences between the Physical Abuse and
Physical Neglect families and these were:

Code 29 Positive - female PA  0%/PN 22% (Sig 0.05, p<0.05)
Code 31 Negative - female PA 100%/PN 79% (Sig 0.05, p<0.05)
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Table A3.16

Distribution of Children's (N=60) Behaviour Problems by

Physical Abuse (N=22) and Physical Neglect (N=38)

Code Behaviour Frequency Total X2 df Sig.
Problems PA PN
32 Anxiety 15 (68%) 15 (40%) 30 (50%) 4.593 1 0.03*
33 Demanding 9 (41%) 21 (55%) 30 (50%) 1.148 1 0.28
34 Lying 3 (14%) - 03 (05%) 2.961 1 0.08
35 Stealing 4 (18%) 3 (08%) 07 (12%) 0.606 1 0.43
36 Aggression 6 (27%) 12 (32%) 18 (30%) 0.123 1 0.72
37 Absence from
school 3 (14%) 5 (13%) 08 (13%) 0.000 1 1.00

38 Failure to

thrive 3 (14%) 7 (18%) 10 (17%) 0.014 1 0.90
39 Speaking 7 (32%) 5 (13%) 12 (20%) 1.978 1 0.15
40 Hearing 4 (18%) - 04 (07%) 4.768 1 0.02*
41 Enuretic 4 (18%) 14 (37%) 18 (30%) 2.310 1 0.12
42 General develop.

delay 5 (23%) 7 (18%) 12 (20%) 0.004 1 0.9
43 Lack of

concentration 5 (23%) 1 (03%) 06 (10%) 4.218 1 0.04*

There were 3 significant differences between the Physical Abuse and
Physical Neglect families and these were:

Code 40  Hearing PA 18%/PN 0% (Sig 0.02, p<0.05)
Code 32 Anxiety PA 68%/PN 40% (Sig 0.03, p<0.05)
Code 43 Lack of Concentration PA 23%/PN 3% (Sig 0.04, p<0.05)
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Appendi x 4

Survey Questionnaire:

Attitude To Children Inventory
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ATTITUDE TO CHILDREN INVENTORY

Name: PLEASE LEAVE BLANK AS THIS QUESTIONNAIRE IS ANONYMOUS

Sex: Male/Female Age:
Occupation
Number of Children: Age and Sex of Children:

Have you had work experience with children?

In what capacity?

For how long?

PLEASE READ THESE INSTRUCTIONS CAREFULLY

A series of questions about your attitude to children are listed on the
following pages.

These questions represent attitudes and common beliefs — not knowledge.
Please lock carefully at each question and then choose the answer which
best represents your opinion.

There are four possible answers for each question. These are:

STRONGLY AGREE (SA), AGREE (A), DISAGREE (D) or STRONGLY DISAGREE(SD)

Mark your choice by circling your preferred response.

E.g. SA A SD

Do not spend too long on each question. If you are not sure which answer
is campletely correct for you then mark the answer which generally seems
to be the most appropriate.

There are no "right" or "wrong" answers

PILEASE ANSWER ALL THE QUESTIONS

A suggestions sheet for your comments is attached as the last page.




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

There is no reason why TV programmes for children
cannct go on after 9.00MM. .. vietiientenncnnne casene eeesses SA

Our society is neglecting children if it allows them .
to act in destructive ways and does not stop theM...........SA

Caring for hostile and reluctant families is the
responsibility of social wWOrkers ..cceceeeeccececcsrecesees SA

Dolls with sexual organs are probably helpful in
diagnosing child sexual a@bUSE..ccseeecssccscsacscscsscssssssSA

Parents should teach their children that not all adults
are tom tmst&'....I...'...l.l.."....0..0...............%

Failure to encourage a child's natural development such
as speech and weight is a serious form of neglect...........SA

Physical punishment can have long-term beneficial effects
on a child's behavVioure.ceeeecsceessocssscssssssssvesssssseessSA

Our society admires male physical aggression as strength....SA

A child who takes on too much responsibility for the
house is likely to be in danger of child sexual abuse.......SA

Children can be physically neglected even when they
are lov&'....'...“.'0..'......".l.'......‘Q..I..'...."..SA

It is not the responsibility of TV to make the final
decision on what TV programme a child should watch....c..c...SA

Our society thinks that sexual abuse is more horrific
for a girl than @ DOY ecceeeesccecccccsacscsesacscscsssscsassSA

Helping families in trouble to change their behaviour
is the proper responsibility of social workers....ceeceee...SA

Dolls with sexual organs lock ridiculous and are not
real representations of how people actually are...cceece....SA

Parents should involve themselves in the life and
activities of their child.eeeeeeceoccesscessccsccsssscsacsssSA

It is absurd for our society to accept that sex is
all right for teenage boys but not for teenage girls........SA

Violent behaviour is an unacceptable form of manipulation...SA

It is natural for a child to want to explore ancther
dlild's wy...........‘l'........Q.‘."I...0.0....‘......O.SA

Chaotic sleeping conditions in a family ‘can result in
miltiple child sexual abUSE...eceeseesccacccoascccccssassssssSA

Neglected children nearly always remain silent to

prOteCt t}leir parents.....-.........................-.......SA »
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SD

SD

SD

SD




21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

33

35

36

37

38

39

40

Children who have been heavily exposed to TV violence
are more likely to take part in serious violence............SA

Our society is neglecting children if it does not give
them proper guidance and discipline.....eceeceecceces ceessssSA

It is better for decisions by social workers to be
too harsh rather than too lenient....ccceceecececceccccscessSA

When dolls with sexual organs are used to investigate abuse
the child thinks "This is what they are interested in"......SA

Parents who continually allow their children to do what
they want deprive their children of real parental figures...SA

Failure to allow a child to behave in ways which are
natural for the child's age is a form of neglect............SA

Violence in the family is being increasingly recognised
as a social problem of international proportionS.....ecc.....SA

It is natural for a child to be interested in sexually
stimulating another child...ceeeeccececeoecceacceccnns teeesssSA

Alcohol abuse is very often linked with child sexual abuse..SA

Anyone who has brought up a child has at times smacked
the child a little harder than intended...cc.ceveeecccacecsSA

Violence on TV only affects people who are inclined to
Violence.‘..l......‘I.......'...‘.‘.0.'...........'..'Q.....SA

Our society is neglecting children if it allows them to
do whatever they want whenever they want to do it...........SA

Investigating a camplaint of child abuse goes against
a social worker's responsibility tO care....cceeeeecceccescSA

Indirect questioning using dolls with sexual organs is
not reliable for diagnosing child sexual abusS€.cceceeeceesssSA

Most violent men quickly resort to violence when their
authority is challenged..c.ceeceeececceccscscoosscsssscacssssSA

Failure to encourage a child in basic reading, writing
and arithmetic skills is a serious form of neglect..........SA

Violence in the family is much more frequent in families
of "lower social ClassS™.eeeeeccccesccscssscsssenccsossscccsssSA

A detailed knowledge of sexual activities by a child is
very likely to be the result of personal observation........SA

Alcohol abuse can result in the abuser having a loss
of memory of the child sexual abuS€icececescscsceccrsecesassSA

The intention of the abuser to have sex is the main
cause of child sexual GDUSEeteesceccrsccsssssocssscsssscessssOA

SD

SD

SD

SD

SD

SD

SD

SD

SD

SD

SD

SD

SD

SD
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41

42

43

45

46

47

48

49

50

51

52

53

54

55

56

57

58

59

60

The type of TV violence which has most effect is realistic
violence which can be copied easily in everyday life........ SA

Children should take a full part in the social life of
t}leir fa‘[lily....."....."....-I‘..CO......’...C..-.‘...OCCOSA

Two social workers should be present at the first
interview of ¢hild abuse to allow for different views ......SA

Direct interrogation using dolls with sexual organs
Z‘Ls not reliable ................. ..................Q...QIOCOOSA

It is the responéibility of parents to warn a child
against the dangers of substance a@buSE....cceceeecseessceesSA

Failure to teach a child how to cammnicate with other
people is a serious form Of NegleCteccceeecessccccccccaceesSA

Violent people must have same form of mental illness........SA

=4

A detailed use of sexual play by a child is often
the result of personal experience of sexual abuse...........SA

It is acceptable for a boy up to the age of seven to
llaveamtliwitl‘lamn..........l'....‘....Q...I.'....I...SA

Any person who has the desire to have sex with
children must be abnormal..cceeecesaccsssscccasssecsscssessssSA

Watching TV violence makes children more violent...ccec..e..SA

Our society accepts violence as the way to settle
ProblemS.cececcecesssoccccses Y SY:Y

Any person being investigated of child abuse should
m infom'....'.".'........Q‘..I...............I‘........sA

Almost as many boys as girls are sexually abused.....c......SA

Smacking a child always teaches the child that physical
violence solves ProblemMS. . cceeeecsccccscccsscsssssassccnsssssSA

Allowing a child to develop impatience is a serious
fom of n@l%t........‘..‘..".'........O......C.......Q...SA

Most of the general public and professionals alike
cling to over-sentimental ideas of the family.....ccecee....SA

A child who tries to force ancther child into sexual
activity has probably had personal experience of this.......SA

It is acceptable for a girl up to the age of seven to
have a bath with a male adult.ceeeececccceccscecccnnccaaasseSA

People who choose careers involving contact with
children are more likely to be potential child abusers......SA

SD

SD

SD

SD

SD

SD

SD

SD

SD

sD

SD

SD
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6l

62

63

65

66

67

68

69

70

71

72

73

74

75

76

77

78

79

TV teaches children that some violence by the law is
good and violence by criminals is bad..eceesseeeces seeecssesSA

Society in general accepts that it is all right to hit
children as a punNishment.ceeeeeseescosoocosacscesscncns cessSA

Any persons being investigated for child abuse should have
the right to see all statements made about them.............SA

In the matter of child abuse professional second opinions
must be absolutely independent in every way.cceeecececcecesSA

Being regularly punished and chastised is the norm
formstBritish c}ﬁ»ldrerl...."....C.O.....'...l..'...."..QSA

Failure to teach a child to be polite is neglect....cec.....SA

There is never any excuse for smacking a child on
ﬂlehands ....... ® 8 8 00 ¢ 008 0o e Vo .l.'l...Q..O......Q...0.0‘.'SA

Excessive masturbation by a child is a sign of emotional
problems of which sexual abuse may be the caus€....ecceeee..SA

It is acceptable for a boy up to the age of seven
tohave a bath with @ Man...cccesereveerecevsenscecsscsesssessSA

Sexual Abuse does not begin usually with sexual contact but
moves gradually from normal touching to sexual fondling.....SA

Exposure to TV violence "thickens the skins" of children
to real tragedies of violence such as WarS..cececeeecceccesesSA

A physically abused child stays silent because to
speak out could result in further @buSE.ceeecceeecscscesacssSA

Decisions about child abuse must always be made by people
who are publicly accountable for their decisions......cc....SA

A medical diagnosis which uses only one technique such
as reflex anal dilation is bound tO be weak.ceeeeoeeeeecesssSA

It is the responsibility of parents to stop any
physical abuse being done to their child..ceceeeeecscsceaeaSA

Failure to teach a child to be socially campetent is
aserims fomof n@lect'..‘....0..........ODOQOOIOOOCIOQOOSA

There is never any excuse to take a child's pants down
and m& ﬂle d‘lj~ldOnthew‘ind".........O.....'.QOI.C..ISA

The sexual abuse of a young child by an adolescent is
likely to be the result of former abuse of the adolescent...SA

It is not acceptable for a girl up to the age of ten
0 Sit ON @ MAN'S KNEEuteeesreesssecssssssscssscccssscscssesSA

There is never any justification for child sexual abusers
to claim that they were lured on by a child to have sex.....SA

sD

SD

SD

sD

SD

sD

SD

SD

SD

SsD

SD

sD

sD

sD
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81

82

83

85

86

87

89

91

92

93

94

95

)

97

98

99

100

Only a few people are strongly influenced by sexual scenes
on the TV SCreeNececceccccacsscecscss ctesscsscenesserunns cesens SA

Child sexual abuse is very cammon in a society where
it is kept secret and anonymous..... cesessesesnsesensens «es.SA

Local authorities have too much power in the meking
of decisions about all forms of child a@buSE..eseesceccecssesSA

Current child sexual abuse investigations are like
17th Century witCh—huntS.cceeeeesescecccsscscesssssosseassssSA

Responsible parents do not use smacking as a means
Of PUNIShMENt.ceeseeesscaccerssescnssosassscssscsenscasscssessSA

Not knowing where a teenager is late at night is neglect....SA

There is never any excuse to hit a child on the back........SA

Sexual abuse is caused by the intention of the abuser
to Shw wex“0......O....l.l.l..I".CIIO0.0.....'....I....ISA

A child tends to accept the authority of an older person
that sexual abuse iS NOt WrONJe.eeeoecescscecscceccccssesessSA

In a close relationship between a sexually abused child and
an abuser the child is unlikely to expose the situation.....SA

There is too much sexual stereotyping of wamen on
teleViSiON.ceseeesseesssseccssescssescscsssssassscnsssnssseeSA

The sexual abuse of children is the last frontier
in a society's public discussion of sexual matters..........SA

Sexual abuse is caused by the intention of the abuser
to daminate the Other SeX.eecseeesscecsssscsscccsnssccsnsssssSA

Parents should be much more informed about what a Place of
Safety Order is and what it can dO.eeececccecscsscccscescssasSA

Responsible parents do not use shaking as a means
of leismel-lt....'.0..............‘....'..........."...‘...SA

Leaving a young child alone in the house is very
n@lectful..-'..0......l.'.'.........'....'..‘....“..‘....ISA

There is never ever any excuse to lock a child in a roam....SA

A child who invites sexual stimilation must have
}ﬁdsexua]. emrience."O........'.......'...CCOCOOCQOQCCDO.SA

Most child victims of sexual abuse tend never to admit
ﬂ]at thqhavemerl&lls@'..IO’.'......I..'..O...‘.....I..‘SA

A child can never share responsibility for the

A

SD

SD

SD

SD

SD

SD

SD

SD

SD

intention tO sexually @bUSE.cecseeecasescssscccscscscsssesasSA A D SD
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101

102

103

104

105

106

107

108

109

110

111

112

113

114

115

116

117

118

119

120

TV should not use sexual images of females to sell
Products Or tO eXCite.cetereeerveerecsvscoccnssssansass «essSA

What is seen as child abuse in one society can be
normal practice in another society.ececeecerecenvecececeaesSA

No one professional in any area is qualified to be
certain that child abuse has taken place....... ceecscessessSA

If it is essential to take children away fram their
families then the minimum period should always be used.....SA

It is the duty of parents to teach an adolescent about
the dangers in sexual relationshipS..ecceccececcsccscccess.SA

Not keeping a child's body and clothes clean is very
neglectful.....0...'0.............‘0.‘Q-........l.........ISA

No child ever invites physical abuS€....ceeeveececescvesssssSA

Sexual play is the only love and tenderness same
children receive at hOmME..ccceeeeeeeercsacesacccacsscesessesSA

Almost all adult survivors of child sexual abuse tend
not to admit the abusSe.veeescesccocces tecscenccansens veeeesSA

What we eat can affect out intentionsS....ceeeeecececceseaecssSA

Too much soft pornography is readily available to use
on hame video MAchineS..ceeeeereeeeecsececsccsssesescoeoeesSA

Society should always put the abuser of a child in prison..SA

The collecting of evidence of child abuse must be open
and hmest......l..0........I...‘QQ.OQ‘.'..l.‘..‘......l‘..SA

It is wrong to remove a child fram both parents just
because one of the parents is responsible for child abuse..SA

Responsible parents should at all times teach their children
to think for themselves and make their own decsions........SA

Allowing a child to live in grossly unhygienic conditions
is tl\e nDSt SeriO'CleOrm Of'neglect...............-........SA

Hitting a child is an effective means of punishment........SA

Sexual abuse in families unlike sexual molestation
is usually continued fOr MAINY YEArS..ccceccscccsecscsssssssSA

Child sexual abuse must be always faced up to and
dealt wiﬂ‘l..‘..‘.....'........'.'.....'.I."‘.....OO..O....SA

What we eat can affect our feelingS..eeceeseccecccececeesssSA

SD

SD

sD

SD

SD

SD

SD

SD

SD

SD

SD

SD

sD

SD

SD
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SUGGESTIONS
Would you please write down any suggestions, inprovements or camments
related to the inventory.
Write down the page mumber and the question.
This will be greatly appreciated.

Thark you.
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Appendix 7

Survey Questionnaire:

Parent And Child Incidents
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PARENT AND CHILD INCIDENTS

1 Your Sex: Tick below please 2 Your Age: Tick below please
Male Under 20

Female 20 to 34

35 to 49

50 to 65

Over 65

3 Your Occupation:

4 How many children have you? 5 Age and Sex of Children:

6 Have you had work experience with children? Tick below please

Yes _ _ In what capacity __For how many years?

No

PLEASE READ THESE INSTRUCTIONS CAREFULLY

On the following pages there is a list of incidents about children (of
different age groups). The children Tive in a two-parent family with their
father and mother (or carers) - unless described differently in the incident.
Please look carefully at each incident and then choose the reply which best
represents your opinion.

Each incident is rated on a scale from 1 to 4 with the higher numbers for
incidents which you believe are more serious.

There are four possible replies for each incident. These are:
NOT SERIOUS (1) A LITTLE SERIOUS (2) SERIOUS (3) VERY SERIOUS (4)

Mark your choice by circling your preferred reply.

E.g. 1 204

Do not spend too long on each incident. If you are not sure which reply
is completely correct for you then mark the answer which generally seems
to be the most appropriate.

There are no "right" or "wrong" answers

NOTE The term "quite often"” as used in the questionnaire means that the
incident is neither an isolated one or a permanent situation.

There are 120 questions. 60 of the questions describe "mother/child"
incidents and 60 of the questions describe "father/child" incidents.
PLEASE ANSWER ALL THE 120 QUESTIONS




NOTE  Please do not: refer back to the first set of 60 questions when you reply to the
second set of 60 questions

INFANCY (BIRTH TO 2 YEARS)

1
2
3

10
11
12

13

14
15

The father quite often leaves the infant alone in a roam for hours at a time........1
The father quite often does not let friends see the infant...... A |

The father quite often does not take the infant for check-ups to the Child Clinic...1

The father quite often refuses to hold or touch the infant...ceeeeneeeees cesescns ool
The father quite often refuses to have eye contact with the infant....... |
The father quite often refuses to visit the infant who 1ives with his

(the fatherls) parents ....... eePsoses0000 e [ EE RN N RN NN XN ] oo s000000S (AR R RN KX ] ...0.‘0.0.'1
The father quite often does not hold the infant for hours at a time during

the dayOOOO ........... LA E R E NN RN FN N [EE AR RN XN N3 (AN E RN XN X J (AN N N NN NN ] Sso00se00000 ...'....1
The father quite often is not interested in the infant...... cessssseacs cossssscssron 1
The father quite often is more interested in an older child than in the infant......l

The father quite often threatens the infant when the child will not go to sleep..... 1
The father quite often shouts at the infant..ecececececececccccces cesesesessssesssese 1

The father quite often scares the infant with games that stimulate the infant

tOO mUCh ooooooo 9600000000000 0000800000000 000000 ssssccsove sescccsee seescessesnrsnsee 01

The father quite often gives the infant a mild sedative (medicine) at night to
he]p the d‘.i]d S‘l%p..... ..... I EE SRR NN N NN] o900 000 [ NN XN XN ] (X R RN N NN ) (AN NN R NN N [ X RN RN N ] ....1

The father quite often encourages the infant to smack adult friends for fun.........l

The father quite often teaches the infant precociaus sexual habits as a joke
(eg blowing on child's genitals at bathtime)eeececceecsocecccsosscaccans S |

EARLY CHILDHOOD (2 TO 5 YEARS)

16

17

18
19
20

The father quite often teaches the young child to avoid making friends with

Otmr Ch‘i]drm....oooo-o.o.-ooooooo.o..oo ooooo ooloo-o.o..oo-o.oo‘00000000.000.0000001

The father quite often rewards the young child for keeping away fram other

The father quite often punishes the young child for playing with other children.....1
The father quite often says to the crying yaung child, "Don't be such a big baby."..1
The father quite often tells the young child that he/she is a bad boy/girl..c..ceeeee.l

Please check that you have ringed the above 20 replies on this page
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EARLY CHILDHOOD (2 TO 5 YEARS)

21

22
23
24
25
26

27
28
29
30

The father quite often will not take the young child out on a family cuting
w‘ith tm Otmr Chi]dm -in the fani]y.'....I'....l'.'......'. ..... [ EEEEENEE R E N NN N 1

The father quite often does not talk to the young child...... R |
The father quite often does not praise the young child's effortS.eeeeeccsecscascessdl
The father quite often does not recognise the young child's effortS..eeecees. cesessel
The father quite often frightens the yaung child too muich with fairy tale stories...l

The father quite often tells the young child that the Bogeyman will came if he/she
does not m to S]@II.....'.'.....C-'..OO.....0.l.......O....'..Q....O............ 1

The father quite often threatens to hit the young child for "bad" behavicurseeeeee..l
The father quite often gives the young child a sip of alcoholeseeecencnnes cossscsanse 1
The father quite often encourages the young child to be violent..eeeeeeecness |

The father quite often involves the yaung child in secret, intimate "cuddling"
men th@ am a]me tom’ther.. ...... [ EE R R NN NN NN] [ EEREER NN EENENEEE RN AN NN NEEE R AN NN RN X ] ..1

SCHOOL AGE (5 TO 11 YEARS)

31
32

3
K
35
36

37
3B

39

The father quite often locks the child in a roan as a punishment.ceceeececsecccesesel

The father quite often does not allow the child to bring other children
to the house.‘ ...... [ AR NN R R R R NN NN ENENXNNERHE] (XX RN R RN N ) I EEXE R NN EERENERENNNENN] (A X RN E XN NN NZE N ..1

The father quite often keeps the child away from SChOOl.eecesececsccecscecsescccssssl
The father quite often tells the child, "You know you're no good at that."seeeeesss.l
The father quite often replies to the child, "I'm too busy now, tell me later.".....1

The father quite often compares one child in an unfavourable way with the

otmr chi-ldrm..o.oocuooolo0D‘.o.0oo..COCQ...'OOI..'.QQ..QC.'O0'.'0....'.'.....'00.'1

The father quite often shows no interest in the child's school report.cecececscesss.l

The father quite often does not protect the child from fights involving other
Chi.ldren .in the fani]y...II..‘...'O..........O.......O.I..O..I........'....'0'..0.0.1

The father quite often does not help the child to settle problens with other

Chi]dren..oooooooo.coo0000Oooooocoo00ccOoogc-oooooo.olc.o.oooc.o.'ooooo.oo-o.co.....l

The father quite often tries to make the child choose between the parents

in an argunentco..o.oo'oto"Oo-oooooo0loo.coto.ooo...oooc.ooo.looao.oo'o..b.o'lo.o..l

Please check that you have ringed the above 20 replies on this page
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SCHOOL AGE (5 TO 11 YEARS)

41
42
43

44
45

The father quite often criticises the child for not meeting his expectations........ 1
The father quite often threatens to leave the home and the child..... cessessessenses 1

The father quite often encourages the child to be aggressive towards other
Chi]dr‘e“ ...... LA AR R RN RN RN R RN RN RN NN NN RN I AA R EE RN ERERN NN NNN NN NX] Seecssvoses (AR NN NN R R NN RN 1

The father quite often makes racist remarks in the child's hearing........ seceses eeel

The father quite often tells sexual jokes in the child's hearing..... cesecsenes eeeeel

ADOLESCENCE (11 TO 18 YEARS)

46

47
48

49

50

51

52

53

55

q

59
60

The father quite often does not allow the teenager to join clubs
(or take part in out-of-school activities)..... cecesesescoscens cecosscanees cececeene 1

The father quite often punishes the teenager for going out on a "date"..... ceseseens 1

The father quite often keeps the teenager away from school to take care of
.ywrmr Chi]dren """" I EEER NN ERNNNENNNNN] (AR RN XN X J [ E X EEREE NN NN EEE NN N NN NN X ] (AR KRR NN ) ....-..1

The father quite often jokes to friends about the teenager's personal problans
in front of the teenager.cececcecrcececcess seseccncs vecvas cosecces seessesescessnsene 1

The father quite often says to the teenager who is justly pleased with some
achievement, "Don't be such a show-off."eeveeeee. ceecscnssoes ceceree cecsrceccocns eeel

The father quite often says, "I can manage quicker on my own," when the
teenager tries 10 helpuceecesecscrcrescccncnesnsncss cesesceseans cecesescsans vesssnse 1

The father quite often lets the teenager "sleep in" and the teenager is
S]ight]y .late for Schoo.lO....'...'.'.........'.....'.... ..... ..'.Q'..............'..l

The father quite often does not check to see that the teenager has the minimum
persona] mu’ip"mt for Schoo]..‘ ..... .......'.'.O......‘.l.....d.‘......‘.........'.1

The father quite often does not check to see whether the teenager has done

h'iS/her hGTENOT‘k for SChOO]ocoo...o.ooo.co.oooooo.oco.oo-.oo--oo.oo..o-.c..oooo.oo.ol ‘

The father quite often expects the teenager to excel at everythingeeeeececseseecess.l
The father quite often sets impossibly high standards for the teenager....ceeeeee.e..l
The father quite often is very aggressive to the teenager.ceceececcecscscccescccessel
The father quite often encourages the teenager to have alcoholic drirkS.e.eeeeeeess.l
The father quite often brings sexually explicit magazines into the house..c.cceee.... 1
The father quite often brings sexually explicit video films into the house..........1

Please check that you have ringed the above 20 replies on this page
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NOTE Please do not refer back to the first set of 60 questions when you reply to the
second set of 60 questions

INFANCY (BIRTH TO 2 YEARS)

1
2
3

10
11
12

13

14
15

The mother quite often leaves the infant alone in a roam for hours at a time.eeese.. 1
The mother quite often does not let friends see the infant..ceeeeececsccccsecncacenel

The mother quite often does not take the infant for check-ups to the Child Clinic...l

The mother quite often refuses to hold or tauch the infant.eececcececceese S |
The mother quite often refuses to have eye contact with the infant..ceeccecceececces. 1
The mother quite often refuses to visit the infant who Tives with his

(the mother's) pamnts......... ........ [ E N A X RN NN N NNENNRN) sO0B000000000 (A X EN NN RN N NN ] ......1
The mother quite often does not hold the infant for hours at a time during

the day........ ............ [ EE RN NN NNRNENNERE X NN NN NNNNNR N ) [ EE RN R X RN NNNNN N ] I E X R R RN NN NN ] ...01
The mother quite often is not interested in the infant...... cevsossecses coresssesses 1

The mother quite often is more interested in an older child than in the infant......1
The mother quite often threatens the infant when the child will not go to sleep.....l
The mother quite often shouts at the infant...... cecescnses cecescecene cecvecses cesesl

The mother quite often scares the infant with games that stimulate the infant

tOO much.ooo.oooucoo..ooo..o'ooo. oooooooo (XX RN ERR N sseesssscoe .0.0..0..0..0..00‘.0.1

The mother quite often gives the infant a mild sedative (medicine) at night to
he]p the Ch.i-]d S-leep.....l....t...... ..... (I EE NN RN N NN [ EE N RN RN R R NN EEERE NN N NNRNE] .‘......1

The mother quite often encourages the infant to smack adult friends for fun....... .ol

The mother quite often teaches the infant precocious sexual habits as a joke
(eg blowing on child's genitals at Dathtime)eeeeecesecessoconseessssassescsssassssssl

EARLY CHILDHOOD (2 TO 5 YEARS)

16

17

18
19
20

The mother quite often teaches the young child to avoid making friends with

Gtmr’Chi‘ldr\e"n-ol.Q.oooo.ooooo--oooo.o-oo..oooooo.ooo'..ooc.o.t'o.--..oo.ooooo.....l

The mother quite often rewards the young child for keeping away fram other

Ch‘i‘ldm......-..o0'-..00o-co00ooooooocc.ot.-oooo.o'.oocooooooo.t.ocoooooo.....oooo.l

The mother quite often punishes the young child for playing with other children.....l
The mother quite often says to the crying young child, "Don't be such a big baby."..1
The mother quite often tells the young child that he/she is a bad boy/girl.cecceecs.l

Please check that you have ringed the above 20 replies on this page
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21

22
23
24
25
26

28
29

.

The mother quite often will not take the yaung child aut on a family cuting

with the other children in the family.eeeececececececceccccscceccene cesesesssnssenss 1
The mother quite often does not talk to the yaung childe.eeeeeeeeeecess cessscrsscsces 1
The mother quite often does not praise the young child's effortS.eceececeeees. .|

The mother quite often does not recognise the yaung child's effortSeeeeecceccceccaees 1
The mother quite often frightens the young child too much with fairy tale stories...1l

The mother quite often tells the yaung child that the Bogeyman will come if he/she
does not go t0 S1eePeeeeccececenss teecssteststtecssesstectecacerseasasensrotescsanns 1

The mother quite often threatens to hit the yaung child for "bad" behaviour.eeee.... 1
The mother quite often gives the young child a sip of alcoholeeceeeecscscecenccceces 1
The mother quite often encourages the yaung child to be violent..eeesescececnscees .ol

The mother quite often involves the young child in secret, intimate “"cuddling"
when they are alone together......... cecesssesessessscrsasesanse cecseoes cesescssesene 1

SCHOOL AGE (5 TO 11 YEARRS)

31
32

33
K
35
36

37
38

39

40

The mother quite often locks the child in a roam as a punishment...eeeeeescscscsnceel

The mother quite often does not allow the child to bring other children
10 the houSE.eesesercseesecccanaas cescscssssesescsssscscnnane cessssscsscsessesnsas .ol

The mother quite often keeps the child away from SChOOleeececrcrereecacancscscncaessl
The mother quite often tells the child, "You know you're no good at that."..........l
The mother quite often replies to the child, "I'm too busy now, tell me later.".....1

The mother quite often compares one child in an unfavourable way with the
Otmr Ch‘i‘ldm.. .......... LA X AN RN Y ¥ FEREEANEESREREEEE RN R A AR AR N AN XN N ..00.0.I...C..O".....l.l

The mother quite often shows no interest in the child's school report.ccceess.. . |

The mother quite often does not protect the child from fights involving other
Ch‘i]dren 'in the fanﬁ]y.............. ....... LR RN RN N NN ] *e0s00000 (A E RN NN R NN ] .......0.00.1

The mother quite often does not help the child to settle problems with other
Ch'i]dren............. ..... LA R RN X X J *e90000OOSSES e 0OOOOGIBSTOIOIIOISIPIOIROISDS * 90000000 (I E AR N NN NN ] 1

The mother quite often tries to make the child choose between the parents
.in an ar‘gurent... ..... [ E X X KX ] LENNE N X ] PR N R N R XN NN ] [ IR RRE NN NN NN NRENRN) [ EE N EEENENENRENZSEH:RS:EH:RH:] [ A XX X R 3 1
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SCHOOL AGE (5 TO 11 YEARS)

41
42
43

44
45

The mother quite often criticises the child for not meeting her expectations..... eeel
The mother quite often threatens to leave the home and the childeeeeeceeecccsccecees 1
The mother quite often encourages the child to be aggressive towards other

(o 111 | - | P RN teeeeccstavosascstsrosesesssssrsseseseses ceesl
The mother quite often makes racist remarks in the child's hearing.eeeeeecececceanes 1

The mother quite often tells sexual jokes in the child's hearing..ceeeececccceesceassl

ADOLESCENCE (11 TO 18 YEARS)

46

47
48

49

50

51

52

53

55

g

59
60

The mother quite often does not allow the teenager to join clubs _
(or take part in aut-0f-school activities).eeceeeecceevecccececes corescecans cecsenee 1

The mother quite often punishes the teenager for going out on a "date"....ceceeeeeeen 1

The mother quite often keeps the teenager away from school to take care of
ymrmr Ch’i‘]dr‘en lllll I EEN A RN R ERENN NN NN NNENE] [ A XN NN RN ENEN NN ENRNRNNRHNNHXN] 0.0000000000000001

The mother quite often jokes to friends about the teenager's personal problems
in front of the teenagerieeeecececcecaes eesascessesssessee cevsssescsssssssesses ceseal

The mother quite often says to the teenager who is justly pleased with same
achieverment, "Don't be such a show-off."...... cececsceccnns cesecscecsssasse cecnceces 1

The mother quite often says, "I can manage quicker onmy own," when the
teena%r tries to he]pl'....... ........ (AR E RN NN N NNERSENENNEN] I E XN E NN NN NEXEHNE}NNXHN}RHN)] ..0..0.'.1

The mother quite often lets the teenager "sleep in" and the teenager is
s]ight]y ]ate for SChOO]oooo ........... [ E X R RN XN NNERJ (A AN R XN N K] [ EEER A NN NER NN J [ AR R RS XX N NN 1

The mother quite often does not check to see that the teenager has the minimum
personal equipment for school..... cesecccscses cesescscnes cesescsssans cesesesceone eeal

The mother quite often does not check to see whether the teenager has done
h.is/mr hmm for Sd]oo-‘... ....... o9s 00000000 [ E X X2 RN N NN ] ....'..l.l.......l‘.......l

The mother quite often expects the teenager to excel at everything.eeeeececeecees. ol

The mother quite often sets impossibly high standards for the teenager..cceceeeces.sel

The mother quite often is very aggressive to the teenager.ceecececccccecsccncnanes .ol
The mother quite often encourages the teenager to have alcoholic drirks..ececececaas 1
The mother quite often brings sexually explicit magazines into the house............ 1
The mother quite often brings sexually explicit video films into the house..... eeseel

Please check that you have ringed the above 20 replies on this page
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Table A8.1

Isolating Scale

The twenty-four vignettes dealing with Isolating were perceived as
having an underlying commonality in sixteen incidents. The following
tables show the Isolating Scales for Father incidents (N=8) and Mother
incidents (N=8) in order of significance.

Isolating Scale: Father incidents

The Father incidents were rated by the parents on the following scale:

Question  Factor Develop.
Number Loading Stage Vignette Summary

The father quite often:

47 6770 11-18  punishes teenager for going on a date.

46 .6562 11-18  does not allow teenager to join clubs.

48 .4486 11-18  keeps teenager away fram school.

16 3522 2-5 teaches yaung child to avoid making friends.

32 .3203 5-11  does not allow child to bring children hame.

17 .2784 2-5 rewards yaung child for avoiding other children.

33 .2530 5-11  keeps child away fram school.

18 .2038 2-5 punishes yaung child for playing with other children.

Isolating Scale: Mother incidents

The Mother incidents were rated by the parents on the following scale:

Question  Factor Develop.
Nurber Loading Stage Vignette Summary

The mother quite often:

16 .6350 2-5 teaches young child to awid making friends.

17 .5800 2-5 rewards yaing child for avoiding. other children.

R .5700 5-11  does not allow child to bring children hame.

46 5126 11-18  does not allow teenager to join clubs.

47 4320 11-18  punishes teenager for going on a date.

18 4191 2-5 punishes yaung child for playing with other children.
33 4082 5-11  keeps child away fram school.

18 -2921 11-18  keeps teenager away from school.




264

Table A8.2

Rejecting Scale

The twenty-four vignettes dealing with Rejecting were perceived as
having an underlying commonality in fourteen incidents. The following
tables show the Rejecting Scales for Father incidents (N=7) and Mother
incidents (N=7) in order of significance.

Rejecting Scale: Father incidents

The Father incidents were rated by the parents on the following scale:

Question  Factor Develop.
Nurber Loading Stage Vignette Summary

The father quite often:

3 .5309 5-11  tells child he's too busy and tell him later

K 5110 5-11  tells child,"You know you're no good at that."
36 .4383 5-11  compares child unfavourably with siblings.

19 .3068 2-5 tells crying child,"Don't be such a big baby.

51 .24% 11-18  tells teenager,"I can manage quicker on my own."
50 2492 11-18  tells teenager,"Don't be such a show off."

20 .0186 2-5 tells child that he/she is a bad boy/girl.

Rejecting Scale: Mother incidents

The Mother incidents were rated by the parents on the following scale:

Question  Factor Develop.
Nurber Loading Stage Vignette Sutmary

The mother quite often:

"0 .6321 2-5 tells child that he/she is a bad boy/girl.
19 .6770 2-5 tells crying child,"Don't be such a big baby.
35 .5109 5-11  tells child she's too busy and tell him later
36 L1941 5-11  campares child unfavourably with siblings.
51 1102 11-18  tells teenager,"I can manage quicker on my own."
50 .0506 11-18  tells teenager,"Don't be such a show off."

K L0139 5-11  tells child,"You know yau're no good at that."

(=4
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Table A8.3

Ignoring Scale

The twenty-four vignettes dealing with Ignoring were perceived as
having an underlying commonality in ten incidents. The following
tables show the Ignoring Scales for Father incidents (N=5) and Mother
incidents (N=5) in order of significance.

Ignoring Scale: Father incidents

The Father incidents were rated by the parents on the following scale:

Question  Factor Develop.
Nurber Loading Stage Vignette Summary

The father quite often:

53 .6344 11-18  does not check teenager's school equipment.
54 .6136 11-18  does not check teenager's school hamework.
39 4736 5-11  does not help child settle problems with peers.
38 LA 5-11  does not protect child from sibling fights.
5 .3338 11-18  lets teenager be slightly late for school.

Ignoring Scale: Mother incidents

The Mother incidents were rated by the parents on the following scale:

Question  Factor Develop.
Nurber Loading Stage Vignette Summary

The mother quite often:

53 7005 11-18  does not check teenager's school equipment.
54 .6939 11-18  does not check teenager's school hamework.
52 .6084 11-18  1lets teenager be slightly late for school.
39 .4992 5-11  does not help child settle problans with peers.
38 .4653 5-11  does not protect child fram sibling fights.
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Table A8.4

Terrorising 1 Scale (Discipline Through Fear)

The twenty-four vignettes dealing with Terrorising were perceived as
having an underlying commonality in eighteen incidents. These were
divided into two scales: Terrorising 1 Scale (Discipline Through Fear)
and Terrorising 2 Scale (Too High Expectations). The following Tables
show the Terrorising 1 Scales for Father incidents (N=6) and Mother
incidents (N=6) in order of significance.

Terrorising 1 Scale: Father incidents

The Father incidents were rated by the parents on the following scale:

Question  Factor Develop.
Number Loading Stage Vignette Summary

The father quite often:

11 .6599 Birth-02 shauts at the infant.

12 .5838 " " scares the infant with over-stimilating games.
10 .5832 " " threatens the infant when baby will not sleep.
27 .4403 2-5 threatens to hit child for "bad" behaviaur.
25 .4107 2-5 frightens yaung child with fairy tales.

26 .33% 2-5 tells young child that Bogeyman will came.

Terrorising 1 Scale: Mother incidents

The Mother incidents were rated by the parents on the following scale:

Question Factor Develop.
Nunber Loading Stage Vignette Summary

The mother quite often:

12 L6439 Birth-2  scares the infant with over-stimulating games.
10 5645 " " threatens the infant when baby will not sleep.
26 .4537 2-5 tells yaung child that Bogeyman will came.

25 479 e frightens young child with fairy tales.

11 .3804 Birth-2  shauts at the infant.

27 .0728 2-5 threatens to hit child for "bad" behaviaur.
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Table A8.5

Terrorising 2 Scale (Too High Expectations)

The following Tables show the Terrorising 2 Scales for Father incidents
(N=3) and Mother incidents (N=3) in order of significance.

Terrorising 2 Scale: Father incidents

The Father incidents were rated by the parents on the following scale:

Question  Factor Develop.
Nurber Loading Stage Vignette Summary

The father quite often: ~
© 55 J715 11-18  expects the teenager to excel at everything.
56 .6570 11-18  sets impossibly high standards for teenager.
41 .6273 5-11  criticises child for not meeting father's
expectations.

Terrorising 2 Scale: Mother incidents

The Mother incidents were rated by the parents on the following scale:

Question  Factor Develop.
Number Loading Stage Vignette Summary

The mother quite often:

56 J724 11-18  sets impossibly high standards for teenager.
55 .6610 " " expects the teenager to excel at everything.
41 5910 5-11  criticises child for not meeting father's

expectations.
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Table A8.6

Corrupting Scale

The twenty-four vignettes dealing with Corrupting»were perceived as
having an underlying commonality in twelve incidents. The following
tables show the Corrupting Scales for the Father incidents (N=6) and the
Mother incidents (N=6) in order of significance.

Corrupting Scale: Father incidents

The Father incidents were rated by the parents on the following scale:

Question  Factor Develop.
Nurber Loading Stage Vignette Summary

The father quite often:

60 8257 11-18  brings sexually explicit videos into hame.
59 .7998 " " brings sexually explicit magazines into hame.
45 J147 5-11  tells sexual jokes in child's hearing.
44 .6335 " " makes racist remarks in child's hearing.
- 58 4625 11-18  encourages teenager to have alcohol.
43 .3901 5-11  encourages child to be aggressive to other children.

Corrupting Scale: Mother incidents

The Mother incidents were rated by the parents on the following scale: ‘

Question Factor Develop.
Number Loading Stage Vignette Summary

The mother quite often:

60 7497 11-18  brings sexually explicit videos into hame.

59 .6839 " " brings sexually explicit magazines into hame.

45 .6718 5-11  tells sexual jokes in child's hearing.

a4 5672 " " makes racist remarks in child's hearing.

43 4650 5-11  encourages child to be aggressive to other children.

58 .3186 11-18  encourages teenager to have alcohol.
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