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PREFACE

This thesis represents a deviation from the ususal
Graduate College style. Embedded within the thesis is, in
effect, a compliete manuscript prepared for submission to a

t=chnical Journal in agoordance with the Publication Manua!

of the American Psvchological Association (Third Edition).

The manuscript forms the body of the thesis, with pages 1
to 37 of the thesis constituting the cover page through
Table 9 of the manuscript.

The purposes and functions of a manuscript and a thesis
are somewhat different. & thesis often contains
information, data and materials that typicaily would not be
included in a manuscript to be submitted for publication.
To make the thesis complete. those portions of the usual
thesis that are not necessary to the manuscript have been
included as appendices at the end. Thus, this format offers
advantages to the reader, to the autheors, and ultimately to
The discipline without anv corresponding omission of the
traditional components of a thesis,

This research was supported in part by funds from the

College of Home Economics, Oklahoma State University,

ia

tillwater, Oklsghoma. I woulo like to extend my
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appreciation to my committee members, Dr. David G. Fournier

who provided assistance with the Dvadic Adjustment Scale

iii



and. Dr. Arlene M. Fulton who provded information and
material on Time Use which was invaluable to my study. To
Dr. John €, McCullers, my graduate advisor, I express my
heartfelt gratitude. The vears of learning from Dr.
McCullers’s wise teaching have enriched my life. Iris L.
McPherson, senior syvstems analvst for Oklahoma State
Unlversity computer center, performed the statistical
analysis, whgch greatly facilitated the completion of the
study.

While this study investigated the effects of parental
availability on children’s perceptions cof self adequacy.
primary interest centered upon father availability. To
collect pertinent information concerning the factors that
affect a child’s judgments of hisg or her own competence and
adeguacy reguires information from parents, teachers., and

the children themselves.
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m orsatly indebited to Reverend James L. White,
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Pastor of Saint Bernard of Clairvaux Catholic Church. His
persconal endorsement of the research from the pulpit
greatly facilitated the process of getting families to
participate in the research. A special thank vou is
extended to all of the families that took part in the
study: without their cooperation this study would not have
been possible.,

The majority of the children in the study attended
Jenks (Oklahoma) Publlic Schools. I would like to thank Mrs.
Lvnda Shuttlesworth, Assistant Principal of Third Grade at

iv



Jenks East Campus, for allowing teachers and students to
participate in the pilot study. Special gratitude is
extended to Dr. Gene A. Buinger, Superintendent of Jenks
Public Schools, who endorsed and assisted in the procedures
to contact Jenks’s teachers. Thanks are due all the
principals and teachers who participated in the research.
The remaining children attended either Darnaby School
in the Union (Oklahoms? Publlic School District or Hellang
Hall, a private, non-profit, non-denominational school in
Tulsa, Oklahoma. I wish to thank the principals and
teachers of the schools also who cooperated in this study.
Accomplishing my degree and research was the result of
many wonderful people continually motivating and helping
me. My deepest appreciation goes to mvy parents James and
Carmen Havden, whose financial and emotional support were
my sustenance. Pursuing this research created many moments
when I was not available for my family, o I thank my
children, Tiffany and Austin for giving me time to pursue
my goals. Kathy and Russell Repschalger frequently cared
for my children when my studies demanded full attention. I
am deercly grateful for the sharing of their love, family
and home to them. Margo Tucker endlessly called or wrote
inspirational messages to me. These dearest friends have
lifted my soul to see bevond my daily struggles while
trving to Jjugoles work. family and study. Thelir loving
friendships are ever in my heart. A loving thank you goes
to my brother, Jack Hayden, who helped me with the printing
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ABSTRACT

Father’s level of marital satisfaction and his
availability to the child were explored in relation to the
child’s self-perception of competency and adequacy among 37
well-to-do, intact two-parent families with a child in
grade 2, 3. or 4. The Dvadic Adjustment Scale (DAS) was
used to assess marital satisfaction; Harter’s
Self-Perception Profile was used to assess the child’s
self-perceptions; and a survey of time use in the home
measured avallability.

Mothers of boys had significantly higher DAS scores
than mothers of girls. The same tendencv. thouch
nonsignificant, was found for fathers. Mothers were much
more avallable than fathers to help other family members.
Means for boys were a bit higher but similar to those of
girls on the Harter Self-Perception Profile. Teacher means
on the Harter instrument were higher than the child means;
however, correlations between teacher scores and children’s
scores were uniformly nonsignificant. Mother’s DAS scores
and avallability proved to be better predictors of the
child’s gself-perceptions than father’s scores. The data
seem to argue for a "second-order effect" (Bronfenbrenner,
1274 . in which father’s effect upon the child may be an

indirect one through the mother.



Relationship of Paternal Availability and Marital
Satisfaction to Children’s Self-Percepitions

of Competence and Adegquacy

The role of fathers has changed in recent years as
various changes in societv have occurred (Nve, 1988;
Robinson & Barret, 1986). Women’s emplovment outside the
nome has re=sulied in both a shift awav from the tradiiional
zex-role division of labor In the home, and an increase in
paternal participation in child rearing (dock & XKingston.
1988>. The importance of father’s contribution seems to be
reiated o the extent o which he has heen actively
involved in child rearing (Lamb, 1981). Historically,
mother has been more involved in c¢hlld rearing than father.
and more available to the c¢child. Thus, the guestion arises
as to what impact father’s availability and marital
gatisfaction may have on child outcomes.

Barnetti and Baruch (19872 examined determinants of
father participation in c¢hild care and household chores.
The amount of time fathers interscted was related to the
age and sex cof the child., Fathers spent more time
interacting and performed more c¢hild-care tasks when the
child was male (Lackey, 193%9)., Father-chlild relationships
and paternal avaitability have been found to affect family

cohesiveness (Cooper. Holman, & Bralthwalte, 1983: Lamb,



AN

1981, p. 287>, the perceived self-worth and competence of
children, and other aspects of development {Amasto, 1986
Lamiz, 1982: Pederszen., 1980). The quality of marital
relationships and thelr influences on children’s
development both wlithin the home and within the school have
been recently examined. Belsky (1979) showed that measures
of child development were related to parent-child and
husband-wlfe relational systems. Harmonious spousal dvad
relation=s =seem to promote parental, and especially
paternal, involvement in the family, which aids the
development of c¢hlild competence (Pittman & Ortner, 19882,
Spousal harmony wags found to motivate fathers to interact
wlth thelr Infants via high levels of stimulation and
rhysical contact during plav. This paternal behavior

fo

b
o

e
]

o

o

red infant competence In exploratory =skills an
vigorous motlon In plav. Other studles have reported
influences of marital satisfaction on the c¢hild’s school
achievement and behavior at school and home (Bredehofi &
Hev, 1985: Connell & Hardi. 19873,

As cohesive family members reinforce children’s mastery
efforts, gratification and self-motivation develop (Amato &
Ochiltree, 1986; Cooper, et al., 1983), and the guality of

1 £~

R

steem incrsases (Bredehoft & Hey, 19853 Pelham &

0
(410

Swann, 198%). The development of social competency and
gelf-estesm In bove hes been found to be assocliated with
paternal warmth and father-son relationships (Coopersmith,

1987y, Radin (1981) studied the relationship of the warmth
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o0f the father-child relation to the child’s academic
performance. Paternal nurturance was more closely
azgociated with the cognitive competence of boavs than

girle, Additicnal research is needed to clarifv the

ther’s role in the c¢hild’s cognitive growth. Research on

iy
[l

paternal presence and children’s competence has shown that
fathers are significant in giving qualitvy experliencss.
serving as sallent role models and providing nurturance.
Opportunities for children to observe and imitate their
fathers help to develop coverall competence, if fathers ars

zompetent and acceessible. and provide a nurturant

L
H'!

relatliaonship (Blller, 1973).

Hartup (1979) has urged researchers to recognize and
study fathecr-child relationships within the context of
cnlld and famlly interaction. Locke (1951) discussed
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affect marital adjustment. Sears, Maccoby. and Levin,

)
[N
2

57> found that the mother’s attitude is related to hear
esteem for her husband, to her satisfaction with her llfe
in the present situstion and in her ability to feel and to
exgre=s warmth ftoward her children. Bowlby (19512 stated
that fathers provide emoctional and economic support to the
mother and thi= snhances the mother-infant relationshlip. as
well as the child' s development sven with limited
appartunities for direct father-child interactions. These
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family trisd allow the father to provide and benefit from
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emotional support given by and to his wife. These
influences and interrelations may be affected by siress.
conflict and change (Amato, 1986; Amato et al.. 1986:
Barry, 19703.

The maln goal of this study was to investigate the
relation of father availabillity and father’s marital
satisfaction to the child’ self-perceptions of adeguacy.

competency and global self-worth. and to the teacher’s

oF

percepcion of the child’s competence. The major hypothesis
was that there would be significant positive correlations
between the child’s perceived self-adequacy and teacher’s
rating of the child’s competence, and betwsen thess
measures and both paternal availability and paternal
marital satisfaction.

Method

Sublecis

A pliot study (sse Appendix D) was conducted in the

£
i

Jenks (Oklahoma) School Svstem. as a preliminary test

O

the research methodology. By the time the pilobt atudy was
completed, these schools were closed for the summer.
Therefore. St. Bernard of Clairvaux Catholic Church was
contacted. and permlission was obtalned for the parishloners
to participate in the research. Selection of this church
was kbased con its proximity to Jenks East Campus and large
congregatian. The pastor, Pr. James 0. White. provided

1,

verpal support £or the ressarch project by anhouncing 1%

¥

from the pulpit at all Sunday masses,



The parish directory contained the names of 704
families, of which 115 were two-parent families with a
child born in 1977 or 19278. Theze vyears were selected,
based on the pilot study with third grade children. asged
nine and ten vears, so as to yield families with a nine-or
ten-vear-old child at the time the data were collected in
1987. The children ranged in age from older eight-vear-olds
to early ten-vear-olds, and were in the second, third, and
fourth grades at school.

Of the total 115 families, 76 did not participate for
the following reasons: 41 declined; 8 had moved away or
were in the process of moving:; 3 were not called because
the researcher already had the necessary number of
participants: 32 had participated in the pilot study; 11
could not be reached by phone; 3 could not be scheduled
because of vacation ceonflict; 3 had family members out of
state at the time: 2 had children who were not at the
appropriate age; one had a recent death in the family; and
one familv did not speak English.

The Final Sample. A total of 39 families agreed to

participate. Two families were eliminated from the study
pbecause in one case the father was unemployed and in the
other there was a death in the family, after the study
began. 0Of the 37 families that remained, four had two
children in the target vears. One had two daughters, one
had two sons and two families each had a daughter and a

son. Thus, there were 37 families with a total of 20



daughters and 21 sonsg born in the target vears. Because two
families had both a son and a daughter, there were 19
families with daughters and 20 families with sons.

Demographic Characteristics of the Families. Of the 19

families with daughters, one had one c¢hild, four had two
children, seven had three children, six had four children,
and one family had five children. The age range of the
fathers was from 33 to 51 years, with a mean of 41 vears:
the mothers ranged in age from 36 to 46 vears, with a mean
age of 40 years. 0f the 20 families with sons, three had
one child, five had two children, seven had three children,
and five families had four children. The fathers ranged in
age from 34 to 48 years, with a mean age of 41: mothers
ages ranged from 34 to 47 vears, with a mean of 40 years.

All families were English speaking of European
backgrounds. Tulsa was the birthplace of 11 of the
children: length of residency in Tulsa varied from & months
to 16 vears. All children attended school in the general
vicinity of the Jenks School system; all except two
attended public school and these two attended a private
school. The children were considered to be academically
average.

The church and schools are in the same general locale,
and one in which the families were typically well-to-do,
upper-middle clags. Occupations of the parents varied. For
the 20 families with sons, 12 mothers were not employed

outside the home, and the mothers who did work had



traditional female jobs. For the 19 families with
dauvughters, eight mothers did not work outside the home.
though one mother worked parttime. The mothers who did work
had various Jjobs, ranging from the traditional female type
to 2 pediatricians and one owner of a cosmetic company. All
husbands had high-level professiconal occupations, including
one father who was an intern in medical school.

The length of marriage of the parents varied from seven
to 27 vears with a mean of 17 vears. Among the parents of
sons in the study. four mothers had completed high school,
nine had some college, five had a college degree, and two
nad attended graduate school. Six fathers had some college,
eight completed college and six attended graduate school.
With the daughters, three mothers had compieted high
school ., three had some college education, seven had college
degrees, and =ix attended graduate school. Three fathers
had college education, six completed and ten attended
graduate school.

The Teacher Sample. In addition to the families, there

were 36 teachers wheo participated in the research. All
taught self-contained classes and were from three different
school systems: 23 were from the Jenks School system (19
from the East Campus, three from the West Campus. and one
from the Central Campus?, 11 were from Darnaby School, in
the Union (Tulsa. Oklahoma’ School system, and two were

from a private =cheool, Holland Hall, in Tulsa.
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Instruments

Demogravhic Data. The guestionnalre used in the pilot

study (see Appendix B> was modified for the final research,
resulting in a 12-item instrument. The items relating to
egucational level and religious preference followed the
format of PREPARE (QOlson, Fournier, & Druckman, 192823,

Dvadic Adiustment Scale (DAS). The 32-item DAS,

(Spanier, 1976 was used to measure the couple’s evaluation
of the guallity of their marital adjustment. The DAS
consists of four subscales: Dvadic Consensus, agreement on
matters of importance: Affectionsl Expression, satisfaction
with expressicn of affection and sex: Dvadic Satisfaction.
the degree of satisfaction with the relationship: and
Dvadic Cohesion., mutuality of interests and activities. The

DAS has bheen ussd extensivelv to measure sdjustment in &

: relaticonship (Spanier & Thomoson, 1982). Validity

)

D
i)

dvaa!
has been demonstrated, as compared with other messures of
marital adjustment (Schumm et al., 1986>. The DAS is

presented in Appendix B.

Famiiy Use ~f Time in the Homes. An lnitial version of
this scale was developed from a modification of an

hou

11-States NE 113 Project: Interstate Urban-Rural Comparliso
of Familiegs’ Time Use (1981), and then used in the pilot
astudy. Based on feedback from the parents. a revision was
prepared for usse in the final study, resultling In a shorter
and more =2aslly understood form. The scale consists of

2

eight major categories designed to asssss time use in 15
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activities. Three categories (Eating, Leisure/Recreational,
and Care/Help of Other Family Members) were used as an
index of a family member’s availability. Participents
recorded their use of time in the home by estimating the
time spent Iin each activity during a week. Estimates were
recorded in tenths of an hour (six-minute units>. The
Family Use of Time in the Home instrument s included in
Appendix B.

Seif-Perception Profile for Children. The child and

teacher scales were the same as in the pilot study and were
administered according to directions in the manual (Harter,
1985>. The child scale assesses the child’s
gself-perceptions in various domains of the child’s life.
The teacher’s perceptions of the child are assessed by
means of the teacher scale.

The child =cale measures five specific areas:
Scholastic Competence, Soclial Acceptance, Athletic
Competence, Physical Appearance, and Behavioral Conduct;: it
also provides a measure of Global Self-Worth. The Harter
instrument was standardized on boys and girls in grades
three through eight, from lower-middle to
upper-middle-clagss families who were 90% Caucasian. The six
subscales have internal consistency reliabilites (based on
Cronbach’s Alpha) of .82 for Scholastic Competence..?5 for
Social Acceptance, .81 for Athletic Competence, .76 for
Physical Appearance, .72 for Behavioral Conduct, and .78

for Global Self-Worth, for the third-grade children.
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The teacher

)|

cale parailels the self-perception profiles

for children. Teachers rate the c¢hild’s actual behavior in

1]

zch area. sxociualing aglobhal sslf-worth., Thres ltems per
subscale have been found to vield reliable measures.

resulting in a 1b~item rating scale listed in the same

arder as on the children’s form. Both =cales are presentied

F
|

in Appendix B.

J

T - =2 e gede
e ndedulnr

Several f

[l

milieg were contacted at a time to allow
scheduling and data collection to occur within a reasonabis
time span. & letter was first sent to the familv and this
was followed by a telephone call to explain the prolect and
make appolntments for lnterviews, Parents and chlldren were
interviewed In thelir homes at the same time in all but two
cages, With those two families. the researcher returned the
zsame evening to Intsrvisw the fathers. After the ressarcher
eXpialined The =tudy and procedure, the thres family members
were separated but remainsd within sve contact of ths
researcher. No one was allowed (o share answers or discuss
guestions with other femily members.

Parentz lndependently ficrst completed the demographic
gusstionnaire and thén completed the Dvadic Adjusument

3. F

Scale. While

Imy -
0e par

—r
T

nts completed the DAS. the researcher

tne children. The name of the child's ¢lassroom teacher was

obtained from the demographic information that parents

- 1

ochers were contacied by telephone, glven an

FA LN Do i lag &

o

=

(]}

I
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explanation of the research and then were malled the
Teacher Scale from the Harter instrument. Most of the data
were collected during July and August while school was out

n

but a few teachers were contacted in late August when they

e
e
[{1]

reIurnsd o r classcooms for the upcoming £all school
vear. Each teacher tvpically evaluated one child; however.
three evaluated two children each, and one evalusted three

children. Teachers completed the 3cale and malled it back

to the re=mearchers,

o

One =sscond grads teacher from the Jenks BEast. School
system objected to the study and notified the assistant
principal. who had authorized the pilot study. The
agssistant principal asked the researchers to discuss the

rols

e
|'L|

ot with the superintendent of the school svstem. The
researchers visited with the superintendent of Jenks School
syvstem, who later provided formal approval for teacher

articipation. & school memo to all second through fourth

o

grade teachers was included with the teacher scale mailed
to the teachers (Correspondence is presented in
Appendix Cy.

The Famlily Use of Time in the Home Inatcrument was

completed by sa2ch family member without consuliing

s Ther

)
i

family members. A sheet conﬁaining definitions of houszehold
tasks was given to each participant for reference (See
Eppendix B, ¥Whnile observing the parents. the regsarcher
orally read each task and assisted the children in adding

the accumulated time for each activity within the



,_..
oS

categories. The children’s spontaneous comments were also
recorded and are presented in Appendix G.
Results

The SAS (1988) was used for the analysis of all but
demographic data. In the case of missing data, the
procedure for computing missing values was: 1). Count the
number of missing values; 2). If less than half the values
are missing compute the mean of the non-missing values; 3).
Multiply the mean by the number of variables in the scale;
43. Round the resulting value to the nearest integer; B).
If half or more of the values for a scale are misssing the
value for the scale is set to missing.

The demographic data are summarized and reported in the
description of the subjects, in the Method section. Other
results will be presented for each instrument separately
and then in combination. The DAS results will be presented
first, followed by those for Family Use of Time in the
Home, and then the findings obtained with children and
teachers on the Self-Perception Profile.

Dvadic Adiustment Scale

The means and standard deviations of the DAS scores for

both husbands and wives are presented in Table 1. Total

)]

dradic sdjustment scor

o

=

Insert Table 1 about here

dvadic adjustment scores, and scores for each subscale are



[ouN
1]

prezsented separately. Mean total DAS scores for mothers

(113.27> were apout the same as for fathers (110.00>. and
similar to that for married couples in the normative data
(114.8>). Fathers’” total DAS scores were highly correlated

{(p < .00012 with their scores on each of the four

subscales: Dvadic Consensus (p = (892, Affectional
Expression (¢ = .71). Dyvadic Satisfaction (¢ = .87), and
Dvadic Cohesion (r = .866). Verv similar correlations (o

<.0001) were obtalned for mothers: Dvadic Consensus (o

by

)]
s

=.87). Affectional Expression (o = .79, Dvacdic

Satisfaction (¢ = .89, and Dvadic Cohesion (¢ = .62,
The scores for husbands and wives were significantly
correlated with sach other on all subscales except two.
These were husband’s Dvadic Consensus and wife’s Dyvadic
Cohesion, and husband’s Dvadic Cohesion and wife’s

Affectional Expression. The correlation matrix is presented

in Table 2.

Insert Table 2 about here

When DAS scores were analvzed in terms of the sex and

grade of the c¢hild, mothers of bovs had significantly

higher Dvadic Satisfaction scores, F(l, 35 = 7.81. & =
383, and Total Dvadio adiustmsnt Soores, fil. 36: = 5,46,
p = .0261. than mothers of girls. The sames tendency, though

nonslionificant, was found for fathers. The DAS scores

showed no slgnificant sffects of the chlid's crade ievel



for either parent. However, there was one Sex x Grade
interaction in the fathers’ DAS scores, Dvadic Cohesion, FE
(2, 35 = 5.41, p = .0099, which was significant and one
Sex of the Child interaction with father’s Affectional
Expression F (2, 34) = 3.93, p = .0571, which was also
significant. Both of these interactions were due to fathers
of bovs at grades 2 and 4 having higher scores than fathers
of girls; while at grade 3, fathers of girls had higher
scores than fathers of boys.

Family Use of Time in the Home

Mean=s and standard deviations are presented for esach

family member and each activity in Table 3.

Insert Table 3 about here

As may be seen in Table 3, fathers spent meore time than
other family members in Maintenance and Financial
Activities; mothers spent more time in all remaining
activities, except Leisure/Recreational activities. where
children spent the most time (M = 41.98, hours/week).

Tnree 1tems (Eating, Leisure/Recreational, and
Care/Help of other Family Members) were used as an
indicator of availability. Mothers and fathers were
comparable on the first two of these items; however,
mothers spent much more time (M = 13.15 hours/wk> than

fathers (M = 5.48 hours-wk) helping other family members.



Self-Perception Profile for Children

Children’s Data. The means and standard deviations of

the children’s scores on each of the five subscales as well

as the overall measure of Global Self-Worth are presented

in Table 4.

Insert Table 4 about here

With 4.0 the maximum possible score on anv subscale, it
may be seen in Table 4 that the children’s means were
generally high. As compared to Harter’s (1985) normative
data on third and fourth grade children. the children in
the present study had higher scores on Scheolastic
Competence, Social Acceptance, Physical Appearance, and
Global Self-Worth. Behavioral Conduct was similar to the
norms. ag was Athletic Competence (scores for boys were a
bit lower than the norms for bovs).

The children’s subscale scores were significantly
correlated with each other in all but four cases. Table ©

presents the correlation matrix. As may be seen in Table 5.

Insert Table 5 about here

three of the four nonsignificant correlations involved
Phyvsical Appearance.

Teacher’s Data. The teachers means and standard

neviations on the five subkscales ars pr

]
T

nted In Tabhle &.

Wt

=
—

T

.
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Inzert Table & aboui here

Although the children’s scores were generally high. the

teachers’ =scores were oven higher, indicating that the

]

teachers’ perceptions of the children were higher than the

I

children’=s own self-perceptions.

o

However, unllks ths resulits for chilor her:s

%]

1.

b
P
i
i

little tendency for scores on the subscales to correlate
with each other. The correlation matrix is presented in

Table 7.

Insert Table 7 about here

0]
ot
1

Surpris=singly,. thare was nificant relaticnshly ocetwesn

-
e

NG

bt
L3

the teachers’ and children’s scores on the Self-Perception
Profile, for any of the five variables, as may be seen in

the ceorrelation matrix. presented in Table 8.

o

Inzsert Table 8 about here

Exl

‘elations Among Messures

ik

DAS and Avallaebility, With availability defined as the

sum of ltems 4-6 in Table 3, no significant correlations

TR

were obtalined between father avallabllity and father’s DA

125

—
et

I

e e — - . o
COres. powevsesr, tnhne correlation bastwvesn father

i

avallability and father s Dvadic Satisfaction approached
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significance, (¢ = .30, p = 07633, Father= were ssparated
by means of a median split into two groups based on
availability; an availability of 28 hours or more per week
was classified as High Availability and anvthing less than
28 hours as Low Avallability. As may be seen in Table 9,

fathers in the High Availability group had

Insert Table ¢ about here

uniformily higher DAS scores than fathers in the Low
Availablility aroup. However, when analvzed by means of
analyses of variance, none of these differences reached
statistical significance. Differences approached
significance in the case of Dyvadic Satisfaction, F(i., 34) =

3.34, £ = .0763 and Affectional Expression. F(i, 234) =

.0910.

3.03,

DAS and Children’s Self-Perceptions. There were several

significant correlations between mother‘s DAS scores and
the ¢hild’s Harter scores. The child’s perceived Scholastic
Competence correlated significantly with mother’s Dvadic

Consensus (r = .30, p = .0534) and mother’s Total DA&S (r =

5

5
=2

i

il
L]
{ad

[

3127y, A trend toward slgnificancs was Zoundg

4]
]
P

Wi

) s
.32, B .

)
[}

Pl

i Scholagtic Competence to correlate with mother/s Dvadic

)

f

Satisfaction (. = .27, p = .0898>.
Physical Appearance scores correlated significantly

with mothers Dyadic Consensus (r = .47, p = .0019>,

=,

i
i

Affscticnal Bypress=sion (o = .34, p = .03, and Total DAS (¢

-
(A}
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= 42, p = .00&86>, A nonsignificant correlation was also

-!"i"

[t
l-vv‘

igfact

p..m.

found betwsen Phvs

cal appearance and Dvadio Sa
tr = 30, and p = .0599),

There were few correlations. on the other hand. between
father”’s DAS scores and the c¢hild’s Harter scores. Physicsl
Aopsarance waz =ignificantly correlated with father’'s
Ovadic Consensus (¢ = .38, p = 01832 and Total DAS (p =
L3831, o= .0539)., Glaobal Self-Worth wag =significantly

correlated with father s Dvadic Conssrnses (f = (32, g =

2%, Appsndlx G contains the corrcelation matrix for all

Avaliapbiiitv and Chiidren’s Self-Percestions. Children

w
i
i
iy
[x 1]
-t
o
‘f
]

= had higher mean Scores on atl
Harter subscales except Behavorial Conduct. than children

[}

wnoge fathers were rated low in avallabllity: howsver,
these differences were not significani. Means and standard
deviatliong are prezented In Appendix G.

None of the three items used to measure father

3 .v-

avsilability correla significantly with subscals scores

[t}
=
T
L

B
<
ﬂ:i
nv

of the Harter instrument. Howsver there were =

correlations bhetween measures of mother availlability and

the child s Hartsr soorss. Mother s uss of Leisurs tims

sorrelated with both Athletlec Competsnge (L = 423, £ =
.00%1> and Physical Appearance (r = .35, p = .0231).
Chiidren’s use of lLeisure time also corcelated with their

self-perceptions of Phvsical Appearance (f = .36, p =
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01990,
Discussion

it is important to remember that the participants in
this study were two-parent families in which there was a
strong commitment toc the familyv. Both fathers and mothers
made time available to be with the family and scheduled
family time on weekends and holidavs. The children had
nigner than aversge self-perceptions and the teachers’
perceptions were higher than children’s own
aself-perceptions.

In terms of marital satisfactlion. both fathers and
mothers felt that they had satisfving marriages. Their
levels of total dvadic satisfaction were similar to sach
other, and to the norms. Parents, especially mothers, of
hovs had higher levelz of satisfaction than parents of
girls,

Advailability proved to be related to DAS scores. with
fathers who were more available showing slightly higher
levels of marital satisfaction. This indicates, not
surprisingly, that fathers who are happy with their
marriage spend more time with the family. Both psarents in
this sample may have spent more than would have been

sxpected In the general population. For example. these

families often owned =econd homes at lake resort whers

iyl

i

U

¥

they spent weekends together, which would have increased
the total family availabillitv.

Fathers who were more avalillabie had children whosse



gelf-perceptions were higher than those of other children.
If the children perceived their fathers as caring, this
could have had a positive effect on their self-perceptions
and performances. Because these fathers were financially
able to provide the family with the resocurces for a
comfortable and enjovable life, family members may have
perceived these comforts as evidence of father’s caring.
Thus, these fathers might not have had to be as available
physically as other fathers to show caring and thereby

influence perceptions and activities.

i
]

c

L

Yotnerz often had fulltime. out of home Jobs or othe
activities, but nevertheless spent much more time helping
other family members than fathers. Mothers also had a much
greater influence on the child’'s self-perceptions.
Children’=s gelf -perceptions were significantliy related to
mother’s availability and mother’s scores on several DAS
aubscales., If fathers had been as available as mothers,
then fathers might have had a greater impact on children’s
sel f-perceptions.

Children’s self-perceptions were not consistent with
the teacher’s perceptions of the children on the Harter
instrument. Because this was a sample of affluent families
who were very involved in their children’s education, the
teachers mey not have felt comfortable evaluating the

-~

children for fezar that confidencialtly

.

roken. The

o

would he
procedure of selecting the children through the church

directory resulted in a need for a specific teacher to



ITI

valuzte only one ar ftwo children, and this may have

intluenced the iteachers’ r also. Asking the f=acher

B

Sponse

n

to evaluate all of the students in her class might have
made her feel more comfortable about responding to the
gueationsg on the Harter instrument. Teachsr’s perceptions
may have been influenced by the child’s social acceptancs
and phy=ical appearance. That is. children may be seen as
egpecially good students when they are well-groomed.

ehy

Iy
U‘l

zically atiractive, and well-accepted by thelr peers.

Children’s physical appearance was correlated with parents’

marital satisfacstion as well,
This study hvpothesizeo that gaternal avallabhlilioy

would directiv affect children’s self-perceptions of
competency and adeguacy, but this was not found to be thes
caze, Mothers asppear to be the major direct influence in
children’s gself-perceptions., Fathers mav. hcowever,

influence mothers’ marital sati=sfasction, and indirectly

-
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ri‘

e n i a3 & “"=econd order
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chiidren’s geli-perosp
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effect" (Bronfenbrenner. 1974},
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Table 1
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Dvadic Adiustment Scale (DAS)> Scoregs of Husbands and Wives

on _each Subscale and Total DAS

Subscale Husbands Wives

(N=36)> (N=37>
Dyadic M 46 .33 49 .49
Consensus SD 65.56 6.09
Affectional M 8.86 F.30
Expression 8D 2.11 1.98
Dyvadic M 40.25 39.97
Satisfaction SD 4.63 4.69
Dvadic M 14.56 14.51
Cohesion SD 3.44 3.13
Total M 110.00 113.27
DAS Scores S0 13.69 12.97

Neote: The higher the score, the higher the level of dyadic

adjustment for each subscale and total DAS. M =
Standard Deviation.

Mean; SD =



Table 2

Intercorrelations Among Subscale Scores of Husbands and

Wives on_the DAS

Husbands”’ Wives”
Scores Scores
Subscale
DC AR DS DCH TOTDAS
Dyvadic 0.5405 0.404¢6 0.5223 0.3280 0.5672
Consensus (DC) .00o7 L0159 .0011 .0508 .0003
36 35 36 36 36
Affectional 0.4265 0.5104 0.5331 0.4264 0.5285
Expression (AE> .0106 .0020 .0010 .0110 .0011
35 34 35 35 35
Dvadic 0.5411 0.4277 0.7397 0.4686 0.6723
Satisfaction (DS .0007 .0104 .0001 .0039 .0001
36 35 36 36 36
Dvadic 0.4646 0.3323 0.5133 0.3304 0.5377
Cohesion (DCH> .0043 .0511 .0014 .0490 .0po7
36 35 36 36 36
Total DAS 0.6010 0.4930 0.7082 0.4601 0.7033
.0001 .0026 .0001 .0047 .0001
36 35 36 36 36

Note: The first row of numbers represents Pearson
Correlation Coefficients, the second row represents the
Prob > [R] Under HO:RHO=0, and the third row represents the
Number of Observations.
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Table 3

Mean Hours per Week Spent in Home Activities by Family

Members
Father Mother Child
Aetivity (N= 39) (N=3%9) (N=41>
la. Cooking = 2.94 17.71 1.3
etc Sh= 2.72 11.66 1.88
b. Housecleaning M= 1.43 10.22 2.49
Sh= 1.56 7.53 3.54
¢. Maintenance of M= 6.63 3.18 1.77
Home, etc. SD= 4.63 4.00 3.37
d. Care of M= .71 7.90 1.01
clothing, etc Sh= 1.71 7.62 1.49
e, Filnancial M= 2.80 1.52 02
Activities Shi= 5.53 1.30 .10
2. Personal M= 7.5%9 8.06 2.77
care (bathing. etg) Sh= 5.67 3.05 1.90
3. Sleeping M= 49,92 49 .46 71.88
Sh= 12.93 8.87 7.67
4. EBEating M= @.40 8.27 5.86
8h= 8.03 3.77 Z2.,94
5. Leisure/ M= 14.88 12.15 41.98
Recreational Sh= 11.62 7.86 25.81
6. Care/Help M= 5.46 13.15 2.27
of other Members Sh= 4,47 14,04 4.48
7. Work/School M= 4,12 5.05 1.5%9
SD= £.38 7.19 2.80




Table 4
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The Children’s Performance on the Harter Self-Perception

Preofile

(N=41)> M sh
Scholastic Competence 3.08 0.65
Social Acceptance 3.09 0.55
Athletic Competence 2.90 0.64
Physical Appearance 3.25 0.52
Behavioral Conduct 3.15 0.56
Global Self-Worth 3.48 0.48




Table &

Intercorrelations Among Children’s Subscale Scores on the

Harter Self-Perception Profile

(N=41> sC Sa AC Pa BC GSW
Scholastic 1.000 0.538 0.425 0.431 0.488 0.549
Competence(SC>.000 0.000 0.005 0.004 0.001 0©.000
Social 0.538 1.000 0.44¢ 0.241 0.350 0.278
Acceptance(SA>.0003 0.000 0.003 0.128 0.024 0.078
Athletic 0.427 0.44g 1.000 0.240 0.348 0,346
Competence(AC).005 0.003 0.000 0.130 0.025 0.026
Phvsical 0.431 0.241 0.240 i.000 0.022 0.583
Appearance(PA)>.004 0.128 0.130 0.000 0.888 0.000
Behavioral 0.488 0.350 0.348 0.022 1.000 0.447
Conduct(BC) .001 0.244 0.025 0.888 0.000 0.003
Global Self- .54% 0.278 0.346 0.583 0.447 1.000
Worth{G8W> L0002 0.078 0.026 0.000 0.003 0.000

Note: The first row of numbers represgents Pearson

Correlation Coefficients,

and the second row represents
the Probk > [RB] Under HO:RHO=0,.



Subscale M M an
Scholastic
Competence 33 .63 .49
Social
Acceptance 33 .48 .69
Athletic
Competence 27 .30 71
Physical
Appearance 33 2.84 .34
Behavioral
Conduct 33 .58 rare
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Table 7

Intercorrelations Among Teachers’ Subseale Scores on the

Harter Self-Perception Profils

Subscale sC ot ac PA BC
Scholastic i.000 0.8501 0.267 0.452 0.175
Competence (SC) .00 003 .178 .008 .331
Social 0.501 1.000 0.317 0.384 0.342z
Acceptance(S5AD .003 000 L1086 .027 .050
Athletic 0.267 0.318 1.000 0.332 -0.110
Competence(AC) 178 106 .000 .091 .586
Physical 0.452 0.384 0.332 1.000 0.021
Appearance(PA) .008 .027 L0911 .000 .908
Behavioral 0.175 0.343 -0.109 0.021 1.000
Conduct (BC) . 331 .050 586  .905 .000

Note: The first row of numbers represents Perason
Correlation Coefficients, the second row represents the
Prob > [R] Under HO:RHO=0. and the Number of QObssrvations
are: 27 for AC, and 33 for all other subscales.



Table 8

Relationship between Scores of Teachers and Children on the

Harter Self-Perception Profile

Teacher Scores Child Scores
Subscale
sSC SA AC PA BC
Scholastic 0.260 -0.831 -0.008 0.090 0.178
Competence(SC)> .144 .646 . 966 615 .321
Social -0.018 -0.134 0.130 0.012 0.054
Acceptance(SA> 919 .454 . 468 . 948 767
Athletic -0.157 -0.179 0.128 -0.002 -0.022
Competence(AC) . 435 371 .523 .993 212
Physical -0.199 -0.214 -0.174 -0.366 -0.170
Adppearance(PA) . 268 .242 . 333 .830 . 343
Behavioral 0.178 -0.024 -0.099 -0.087 0.115
Conduct (BC) .320 .893 .583 .629 .B24

Note: The first row of numbers represents Pearson
Correlation Coefficients, the second row represents the
Prob > [R] Under HO:RHO=0. All child and teacher scores are
based on N=33, except teacher’s Athletic Competence scores.
where N=27.



Table 9

Fathers’ DAS Scores in Relation to Father Availability

Total Availability
Fathers High Low
Subscale
(N=40> (N=20> (N=20>
Dyadic M 46.75 47.55 45,95
Consensus SD 5.64 4.57 6.57
Affectional M .05 .65 8.42
Expression SD 1.938 1.73 1.98
Dyadic M  40.70 42.10 39.30
Satisfaction sD 4.27 3.08 4.88
Dyvadic Cohesion Jul 14.65 15.058 14.25
SD 3.35 3.58 3.16
Total DAS M 111.27 114.45 108.10
sh 1z2.32 8.82 14.58

Note: For Affectional Expression,

fathers was 39, 20 high and 19 low in availability.

the total number of
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Review of Literature

In today’s society, families are busy with many
individual and family activities. Therefore, the amount of
time spent doing activities outside and within the home
pbecomes a sensitive and important factor in the child’s
development. Family members influence each other’s
perceptions and relationships. The level of satisfaction in
a marital relationship influences parent-child
relationships and the availability of parents to their
children, and this availability of parents in the home
influences children’s self-perceptions. This review of
literature will focus on parental (mainly paternal>
availability and it’s relationship to marital satisfaction
and children’s sel f-perceptions.

Marital Adjustment

A definition of marital adjustment encompasses an
individual’s perceived satisfaction of their dyadic
relationship (Creamer & Campbell, 1988). Components of
marital adjustment include the importance placed on spousal
agreement on important matters. being satisfied with the
relationship, and perceptions of affectional expression
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family life cycle, the number of years a couple has been
married, number and age of their children, and the age of

the parents are examples of various family life variables



that can have direct effects on marital adjustment
(Steinberg & Silverberg, 1987). Indirect effects also
influence marital relationships. Locke (19513 argued that
the indirect effects within a family that can affect
marital adjustment. For the wife, Sears (1957) has shown
that a mother’s attitude is related to her esteem for her
husband. to her satisfaction with her life in the present
situation and in the ability to feel and to express warmth
taoward her children. Bowlby (1951,1969) states that fathers
provide emotional and economic support to the mother and
thi= ennances the mothecr-infant relationship, and so may
asffect the child s development despite limited
opportunities for direct interaction between father and
child. These "second-order effects" (Bronfenbrenner, 1974>
within the family triad allow the father to benefit from
emotional support given by his wife and thus increase the
awareness of the varied sides between spousal and
parent-chiid relationships. These influences and
interrelations are affected by stress, conflict, énd change
(Amato, 1986; Amato, & Ochiltree, 19886; Barry, 19700.
Within the spousal relationships, perceived marital role
expectations affect familv structure ana familv
integrations which affect foamilvy attitudes and expectations
(Coleman & Ganong, 1984)>. ", ..the husband-wife and

carsnt-ohnllo gvstems are not independent, but ratner resia

Y

within a more inclusive ecological unit-the family svstem"

(Belaky, 1979, p. 7). Family cohesivenezss was shown to



e
o

reinforce children’s masterv soffort, gratification and

"
b
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self-motivation (Cooper, Holman & Bralthwalte, 1983) as

[y -

well ag increasing the gualiiy of =self-ssteemn (Bredehoft &

Hey, 1985)."Paternal rediscovery" (Lamb, 1982) show fathers
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gnlificant in giving qualitv experiences, serving as=

gallient rols models, and providing nurturance to cnildren.

v

he father-child relationship affects the father’s

relationship with his wife which affects the wife’'s
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seiaticonand th her husband and her child ¢ Eo

© o
Galligan, 1978).

Amato. Cechiltree and Gav, (1986 also examined famlily

resources such as famlly income., parental ococcupsatlional

status. and parental aspirastions and expectations in
relation to children’s competence in reading, self-esteen,

avervyday =kills and social competence. Results showed that

some sreas of chlidren’s competence are sirongly relacted

agpects of family structure, =uch as parental income,
education and occupations. Father’s influence on children’s

b o
f-gat

N

eem were alSo examined in this stude.

]

Dvadic Adiustment Scale (DAS>. The Dvadic Adjustment

Scale (DASY provides an overall measure of dvadic
adiustment. Spanier (19767 states ® dvadic acjustment is
a orocesz of moveoent alone a continuun which can bs
evaluated in terms of proximiby to good or poor adjustment®

o, 17, This scale a=sse

L

= the qualitv of marriage with the

1]

Sk of foLr components of dyaolc sojusimeal which zan ps

used as subscales (dyvadic satigfaction, dvadic cohesion,



dvadic consensus and affectional expressiony. The
reliabilities for each subscale are: Dyvadic Consensus, .90:
Dyadic Satisfaction. .94:; Dvadic Cohesion, .86: Affectional
Expression, .73; Dvadic Adjustment Scale, .96.

Children’s Competence

White (1959) defined competency as a motivational
concept with the feeling of efficacy as an urge towards
compeltence. He alzo studied "sense of competence" (White,
1960. p. 103>, which was a cumulation of one’s efficacies
and inefficacies with people and physical surroundings.
While White stated the importance of a sense of social and
cognitive competence, Rosenberg & Sutton-Smith (1979
viewed the development of self-concept from experliences,
with many basic changes occurring in middle childhood
through adolescence, and continuing throughout life. Family
experiences are predictive of the development of social
competency (Pettit, Dodge and Brown. 1988).

Young children may be aware of their abilitie=z in
specific skill areas, but that awareness may not affect
their Judgement in their overall competence. &s children
get older, perceived competence may be caused by general
changes in cognitive processing abilities and widespread
changes in the children’s environment. (Stipek & Maclver,
1989). Parental influence and their perceptions of their
children’s competence infliluence children’s geveloping
zalf-perceptions of academlic competence (Phillips, 1987).

2

fesi parental influences hav
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on a ¢child’'s stage of self-eateem. Coopecrsmith (19873
states antecedents of self-esteem with three conditions:
parental acceptance of their children, defined limitations
enforced, and respect for the children’s unigue desires and
actions attained within the defined limitations. As
cohesive family members reinforce children’s mastery
efforte, gratification and self-motivation develop ( Amato
and Ochiltree, 1986; Cooper, Holman, & Braithwaite, 1983),
and the quality of =melf-esteem increases (Bredehoft and
Hey, 198055,

The research of Gottman, et al (1975) included the
teacher’s perceptions of the child. Teacher’s ratings of
their perceptions of boyvs who were popular had fathers and

s

e -~ ~F 5 O v E UL Sy : S N Y
mothers who sctix riicipated in the!r chiloren’s

R
I,"l

activities and elicit laughter during plav, mothers who
were verbally stimulated and fathers who did not issue
commands to their c¢hildren, and were physically playvful.
Ratings of popular girls had fathers who did neot lssue
commands, had fathers that physically plaved with their
children and made their children laugh while plaving and
had mothers who lssued commands to their children. These
teacher ranking cof popularity alsec related to a harmonious
interaction with peers. Significance was shown in the
different stvles of fathers and mothers, and how the
differences related to popularity rating and peer
interactions patterns of bovs and girls. For poys verbally

active mothers correlated with peer popularity. Mater

e
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and not paternatl, ving of conmand was posliilvelvy

1]

associated with popularity.

Harter’s Self-Perception Profile. Susan Harter combined

teacher observations of children to the children’s
perceptlions of their zelf-adequacy and competency in her
1985 manual. Her studies of self concepts of children in
various developmental stages, (1985, 1986, 1988
demonstrated the importance of assessing the possible
influences on children’s perceptions. Susan Harter’s Manual
for Self-Perception Profile for Children (198%)
investigates children’s perceptions of themselves across
various domains of their lives which reflect the effect of
family, self and society upon children's self-concept. Six
separate subscales measure five specific domains. with

cnes-thnird of the =ix subscales directly involving

Ih

competence and the remaining subscales referring to varlious
form= of self adequacy. This self adequacy does not
necessarily involve competence in the form of actusl
skills., Global Self-Worth is a sepsrate subscale directly
tapping a chiid’'s gicbal perception of their worth as z
rerson. The reliabilities of each subscale are: Scholastic
Competence, .82; Social Acceptance, .75; Athletic
Competence, .81: Physical Appearance, .76: Behavorial
Conduct, .73; Global Self-Worth, .78.

Usgse of Time in the Home and Availability

The availability of parents to the child in the home is

related to the general issue of allocation and use of time
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in ths nome. The allocation of resgconsikbility and time for
FoUSSYOre . 800 BSrosives Sonivrol Aang power 1n marslass.,

affect marital smatigfaction ( Madden, 1987). and family

interaction. Research on the allogation of time {(Becker,

[N
4
o
it

53 and it'=2 assoglation with household productlion galned
new importance as technologies shortened housework, eassd

chvsical labor of tasks. and provided alternative

activities for the familv. The effects of lsisure Lims.
re=2 housshoid tasks, and varliety of the home activities

upon marital satisfaction and family life have been

examined (Holman & Jacguart. 1988: Rexroat & Shehan. 1%87:

Sceanzoni, 19835, Leisure time was an important varisble as
du

it related to marital =satisfaction (8mith. Snvder, Trull, &

lonsma, 1988:. Though the participants were unmarried to

gazhn other., =ome ressulis in discrstlonary bime and patiterns

of leisure activity showed that perception of marital

m

atisfaction was related to Joint spousal lelisure
activities and to affscticonal bhehaviors.

rody, Pellearinl, and ZSiasl (1922) stuedlad
mother-child and father-child interactions vhich presents
the guestion a=g to what impact father avsilabillity and
marital satisfaction mav have on chlldren. Some evidence
suggested the necessity to integrate marital affects on
fathering (Grossman, Pollack, & Golding, 1988). wWhile
varlious activities in the home affect marital satisfaction.
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tivities alsn affest the cocnllidren. Ress
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investigated the role of fathers in light of current
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societal demands including the studv of father s

participation in ¢hild care tasks and housshold chores.

parents have with sgach other and their c¢hildren (Barnett
and Baruch, 1987;: Coleman, 1988: Yogev & Brett, 13855, Ths

middis 2k

zhildhocd vears were reseacrched by Gottman. Gonsc
and Rasmussen (1975) with third and fourth graders from
middle-3and low-income schools. Soclal interaction and
soclal competence and ifs relationship to friendships wsere
atudied with resulis showing a significance in social class
and grade level interactlion among children in miagdle income
zchaools with verbal relinforcements acgounting for most of
the variances in the relationships of reinforcements olven
to friendships in middle income schools. B predecessor to

thig critical stage was a studv by MacDonald and Parke

g
{H

£1%84: on presshosl chliidesa which descorlibed the
interrelationships between father and mother play

interaction and pesr competence wnich are common to

succeasful =socisl interacticn in later =chool ags peer
s=tYinas, The Two pareni famlliss wsre middls olas=s z3na

well educated. Mare and Tzong (19892 addressed the impact

3

ps with

e

of the various ages of fathers on their rslatliconsh

")

=rs gSpent more Time lntsraciing ailone and
performed more child-care tasks when the c¢hild was male.

Investigations into men’s involvement in houssheld roles.
chores. and activities are limited., Ressarch thal crosses

disciplines and concepts are needed (Hanson, Bozett &
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Fredrick, 1985; Lewis & O“Brien, 1987).

~—

Use of Time in the Home. The use of time was
svastematically studled with detalled data collected dallvy

from research conducted by U.S. Department of Agriculture
Northeast Regional Project 113 (1978). Definitions of

soviviti

-
(a1}

== of time uged by the familv were adapted to the

,.ﬂ.
D

presant atudy, and among the recreationsllels

W
W
iy
i

time. Unigue to the present studyv presented here is a
concept of fathers as being available in the home. The
amount of time fathers Interact. including time without ths
mothers being home, are effected by the child’s age and sex
of the c¢child.

Aa definltion of avallability ig a presence In the home,
doing activities personally chosen that create an

environment of opportunity for children to approach,

~

interact or be influenced by the fathers. The activities
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and care/help of other famlly members.

The Present Study

The alm of the present study i to investlgate the relation

X

on of father zavalia

o

lat

investigate the r

o

I
father’s marital satisfaction to the child’s

self-perceptions of adeguacy. competency. and global

s=if-worih. and to the teazher’s perception of ths child s

competence.
The thesis study presented here continues the

investigation with perceptions of competence as viewed by
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the children and teachers. Nonpareil to other research is
the variable used in this thesis study which examines the
paternal affects, namely availability, and marital
satisfaction to children’s self perceptions during the
middle childhood vears (ages eight, nine, and ten) when
they fluctuate their perscnal beliefs between their parents
and their peers. Unique to research is the social class of
the parents involved, which are upper class, erudite and
the fathers have prestigious occupations as do many of the
mothers. Dramatic changes have occurred in the role of
fatherhood since the beginning of the 19807s. Further work
is needed to fully understand the role of father,
egpecially fathers with school age children, and father

effects on te child’s self concepts and globa! development.
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Dale el

_Thwme or

Interview

Tuberyyeu

Nawe of Chlld Age
Birth Date Birth Place:
Address: Phone:

Years at current address:

rother:

Birth pate:

Current Ococupalion:

GmabaC

-Ap'proxlma te lncome:
A

Years larried:

Previous llarital Status:

Education Level:

lleligion:

Ethnic Background:

FFather:

i ee——

Dlrih Date:

current Occupatlion:

Approximate Incouwe:

Years iarricd:

Previous larital Status:

Lducational Level:

Religion:

Ethnic Background;

\

Number of Chlild's Siblings:
Age of Siblings:

57



Address:

Phone No.

Years at current address

Name of Child

58

Code No.

Date of
interview

Time of
interview

Child's Age

Child's Birth Date:

Child's Birth Place

Sex and Ages of Child's Siblings

mother's Name

Birth Date

Current Occupation

Year's harried

If appliciable, state previous marital status

Education Level

Religion

Ethnic Background




Address:

Phone No.

Years at current address

Name of Child

Date of
interview

Tize of
interview

Child's Age

Child's Birth Date:

Child's Birth Place

Sex and Ages of Child's Siblings

Father's Name

Birth Date

Current Occupation

Year's karried

If appliclable, state previous marital status

Education Level

Religion

Ethnic Background

Code No.
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Code No.

Date of Interview

Longth of residence at ourrent address

Child's Birth Date
Child'a Birth Plaoce
Name of Child's Sohool and Grade last Attended

Name of Child's Clagsroom Teacher This Paast 3chool Year

If Your Child Attended Sunday School, Please Indicate the Teacher's
Nonus, Grudoy Attonded «nd the Churoh, Lif not 8v. Barnurd‘'y

Pather's Birth Date. hother®s Birth Dute

Pather's Current kother's Current

Oooupution Qooupution

Father's Education Hother's Education

Lovel Lovel

Fathor'as Roligion Mother's Religion__
Father's Ethnlo Mother's Ethnio

Buokground Buokground

Yyoars turried

60



Most people have disagreements in their relationships.

DYADIC ADJUSTMENT SCALE

Please indicate below the

approximate extent of agreement or disagreement between you and your partner for
each item on the following list.

1.

4.
5.
6.
7.

10.

11.
12,
13.
1k,

15.

. ITmostT | Occa- Fre- AImos T
Always plways gionally quently Always Always
Agree Azree Disagree Digagree Disagree Disagree

handling famlly flnances

dMatters of recreatlon

Heliglous matters

Demonstratlons of affectlion

rriends

Sex relations

Conventlonallty ({correct or
proper behavior)

Philosophy of Iife

ways of aeallng with parents
or in-laws

Alms, goals, and thlngs
believed important

amount ol time spent together

Takling major declslons

household” tasks

Lelisure time interests and
activitlies

Career decisions

19



16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.
24,

-2

how often do you discuss or have
you considered divorce, separation,
or terminatine your relationship?

More Occa-
All Most of often ion
the time the time than not 1lly Rarely Never

iow often do you or your mate
leave the house after a fight?

In general, how often do you think
that things between you and your
partner are going well?

Do you confide in your mate?

Do you ever regret that you
married’

How often do you and your
partner quarrel?

How often do you and your mate
get on each other's nerves®”

XXX X {X K AXAXXXX K XX ALXKXXXX XA XA XXX XXX X LXK XXX XXX KX XX LXK
Almost |Occa-
Every | every sion
day day ally Harely Never

Do you kiss your mate?

Do you and your mate engage in
outside interests together?

9



-3-

How often would you say the following events occur between you and your mate?

Less

L than Once or{ Once or

once a twice al twlice a | Once a |[More
Never month month week day often

25. Have a stiumlating
exchange of 1ideas?

26. Laugh together

27. Calmly dilscuss something?

28. Work tomether on a project?

There are some things about which couples sometimes agree and sometime disagree.
Indicate if elther 1tem below caused differences of opinlons or were problems in
your relationship during the past few weeks. (Check yes or no).

Yes No , )

29. Bdeing too tired for sex.

30. . Not showing love.

31. The dots on the following line represent different degrees of happliness in your
relationship. The middle point, "happy'", represents the degree of happliness of
most relationships. - Please clrcle the dot which best describes the degree of
happiness, all things considered, of your relationship.

0 1 2 3 b -5 6.
Extremely Fairly A little Happy Very Extremely Perfect
Unhappy Unhappy  Unhappy Happy Happy -

€9



32.

—

=l

which of the following statements best descrlibes how you feel about the
future of your relationship?

1 want desperately for my relationship to succeed, and would go to almost any

length to see that 1t does.

I want very much for my relationship to succeed, and will do all I can to
see that 1t does.

I want very much for my relationship to succeed, and will do my fair share to
see that 1t does. .

It would be nice If my relationship succeeded, but I can't do much more than
doing now to help it succeed.

It would be nice if 1t suoceeded, but I refuse to do any more than I am doing
now to keep the relatlonship going.

-

My relationship can never succeed, and there is no more that I can do to keep
the relationshlp going. R —

—i.
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RELABILITY ESTIMATES FOR THE DYADIC ADJUSTMENT
SCALE AND ITS COMPONENT SUBSCALES

Scale Reliability No. of Items
Dyadic Consensus Subscale .90 13
Dyadic Satisfaction Subscale .94 10
Dyadic CohesionSubscale .86 5
Affectional Expression Subscale .73 4
DYADIC ADJUSTMENT SCALE . .96 32

Cronbach's coefficient alpha i1s used as the
reliability estimate.

(Spanier, 1976 p. 24).



SUMMARY SCORES AND STANDARD DEVIATIONS FOR THE
DYADIC ADJUSTMENT SCALE AND ITS SUBSCALES, BY MARITAL

STATUS
Married
Mean SD
Dyadic Consensus Subscale 57.9 8.5
Dyadic Satisfaction Subscale bo.5 7.2
Dyadic Cohesion Subscale 13.6 4.2
Affectional Expression Subscale 9:0 2.3
DYADIC ADJUSTMENT SCALE 114.8 17.8
N= 218
Divorced
Mean SD
Dyadic Consensus Subscale 41.1 11.1
Dyadic Satisfaction Subscale 22.2 10.3
Dyadic Cohesion Subscale 8.0 4.9
Affectional Expression Subscale 5.1 2.8
DYADIC ADJUSTNENT SCALE 70.7 23.8
N= 94
Total
Mean SD
Dyadic Consensus Subscale 52.8 2.1
Dyadic Satisfaction Subscale 35.0 11.8
Dyadic Cohesion Subscale ©11.8 5.1
Affectional Expression Subscale 7.8 3.0
DYADIC ADJUSTMENT SCALE "101.5 5 28.3
N= 312 '

(Spanier, 1976 P. 23)
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Use of Time at Home (average hours per week)

Home Activities

Household maintenance

hother

Father

Child

food preparation, dishwashing,
housecleaning, maintenance of
home, yard, car,pets, and care
and construction of clothing

Total:

alone

and household linens, financial
activities (paying bills, etc.)

4with spouse

with child(not spouse)

with family(spouse & child)

Personal maintenance (self)

personal care (sleeping,
bathing, dressing, grooming).

Total:

alone

with spouse

with child(not spouse)

with family(spouse & child,

Eating
meals and snacks

Total:

1;101’18

with spouse

with child (not spouse)

with family(spouse & child)

L9



Use of Time

2

| Leisure/recreational
social & recreational
activities for personal
enjoyment

Total:

Mother

Father

Child

alone

with spouse

with child (not spouse)

with family(spouse & child)

Care/help of other family
members
physical, nonphysical care
and help

Total:

—

alone

with spouse

with child(not spouse)

with family(spouse & child)

'Work/school related (self)
work or study done at home

Total:

to meet school/work alone
responsibilities
with spouse
with child(not spouse)
with family(spouse & child)‘
Other Total:
telephoning :

alone

with spouse

with child (not spouse)

with family(spouse & child)

89
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DEFINITION OF TIME-USE ACTIVITIES
OF FAMILY MEMBERS

Home Activities

Household Naihtenance

Food preparation: All tasks relating to the preparation of
food for meals, snacks, and future use. Include time spent
setting the table and serving the food and other activities
related to family meals such as preparing @ baby's formula,
barbecuing, canning or freezing food, outdoor cooking,
making and serving refreshments.

Dishwashing: Washing and drying dishes, loading and
unloading dishwasher or' dish drainer, aftermeal cleanup of
table, leftovers, and refuse, putting leftovers away after
meal, putting away kitchen equipment.

Housecleaning: Any regular or periodic cleaning of house
and appliances, including such tasks as mopping, vacuuming,
sweeping, dusting, waxing, shampoolng rug, washing

windows or walls, cleaning the oven, defrosting and cleaning
the refrigerator or freezer, making or changing bedsﬂ
putting rooms in order.

Maintenance of Home, Yard, Car, and Pets: Any repailr and
upkeep of home, appliances, ‘and furnishings such as
painting, wallpapering, redecorating, carpentry,
rearranging furniture, repairing equipment, plumbing, or
furniture, caring for or putting up storm windows or
screens, taking out garbage and trash, care of house
plants, flower arranging. Daily and periodic care of
outside areas such as yard, garden, tennis court,
sidewalks, driveways, patios, outside porches, garage,
tool shed, swimming pool. Maintenance and care of

family motor vehicles (car, truck, van, motorcycle, boat)
such as washing, waxing, changing,oil. rotating tires

and other maintenance and repair work. Feeding and

care of house pets.

Care and Construction of Clothing and Household Linens:
Washing clothes, including collecting and preparing

soiled items for washing, loading and unloading washer
or<-dryer, hanging up items and removing from the line,
folding items. Hand washing. Ironing and pressing.
Putting away cleaned items and equipment. Seasonal

storage of clothing and textiles. Waterproofing leather or
fabrics, dyeing fabric, jewelry cleaning, polishing shoes.
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Making clothing and household accessories(draperies,
slipcovers, napkins,etc.), and alterations or mending.
Include such activitles as sewlng by hand and machine,
knitting, crocheting, macrame, embroldering, Jewelry
making, quilting, weaving.

Financial Activities: Personal or financial recordkeeping,
_checking bank statements, paying bills and recording
receipts and expenses, figuring income taxes.

Personal Maintenance (self)

Sleeping, bathing, getting dressed, other grooming and
personal care, and other personal services such as
relaxing, loafing, resting, meditation or praying.

Eating

Eating any meal or snack, alone, with family or friends
at home. '

Leisure/recreational

Acitivties for one's personal enjoyment. Include reading
(other than required for study or work), watching TV,
listening to radio, stereo, etc., participating in a hobby
or craft, exercising, talking with friends or relatives,
either in person or by telephone, entertaining at home,
playing games, musical instruments, etc.

Care/help of other Family lembers

A1l activities related to physical care of family members
other than self such as bathing, feeding dressing, and other
personal care, first aid or bedside care, supervising child
brushing teeth or getting dressed. All activities related

to the social and educational development of family members
such as playing with children, giving them attention,teaching,
talking, helping children with homework, reading aloud to
family members.

Work/school Related (self)

Work or reading done at home relating to job or classes,
typing a paper, writing school work, work brought home
to meet responsibilities.

Other

Any home activity not classifiled elsewhere. Telephoning.
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USE OF TIME AT HOME

Home Activitiles

Using the last 2 to 3 weeks at home as a basis, try to estimate the
average number of hours per week that you engaged in the following
activities. If other family members performed these activitiles

also, please indicate the amount of time they spent.
1. Household Maintenance Dad Mom Child

a) Cooking and cleaning up

b) Housecleaning

¢) Maintenance of home, yard
car, and pets

d) Care and construction of
clothing and household
linens

e) Financial activities

2. PRersonal maintenance

a) Personal care(bathing
dressing, grooming)

3. Sleeping
4, Eating

e T

5. Lelsure/Recreational

a) Social and recreational
activities for personal
enjoyment

b) Other

6. Care/Help of other family member

vl

a) Physical, nonphysical -
care and help

b) Other



Datet

Code:
USE OF TIME AT HOME
Home Activities
Dad Mom Child
R - .
7. Mork/Sohool related (gelf)

a) Work or study done at
home to meet school/
worlk responsibilities

b) Other

Other
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Name

What | Am Like

Age

Boy or Girl (circle which)

Sort of
True
for me

Really
True
for me

@

Birthday

SAMPLE SENTENCE

Some kids would rather
play outdoors in their
spare time

Some kids feel that they
are very good at their
school work

Some kids find 1t hard to
make friends

Some kids do very well
at all kinds of sports

Some kids are happy
with the way they look

Some kids often do not
like the way they behave

Some kids are often
unhappy with themselves

Some kids feel like they
are yust as smart as
as other kids their age

Some kids have alot of
friends

BUT

BUT

BUT

BUT

BUT

BUT

BUT

BUT

BUT

Group
Month Day
Sort of  Really
True , True
for me for me

Other kids would rather
watch T V.

Other kids worry about
whether they can do the
school work assigned to
them.

Other kids find it's pretty
easy lo make friends

Other kids don't feel that
they are very good when
It comes to sports

Other kids are not happy
with the way they look.

Other kids usually like
the way they behave

Other kids are pretty
pleased with themselves.

Other kids aren't so sure
and wonder if they are
as smart

Other kids don't have
very many friends.




10.

1.

12.

13.

14,

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20,

Really
True
for me

Sort of
True
for me

Some kids wish they
could be alot better at
sports

Some kids are happy
with their height and
weight

Some kids usually do
the right thing

Some kids don't like the
way they are leading
their hfe

Some kids are pretty
slow in finishing their
school work

Some kids would hke to
have alot more friends

Some kids think they
could do well at just
about any new sports
activity they haven't
tried before

Some kids wish their
body was different

Some kids usually act
the way they know they
are supposed to -

Some kids are happy with
themselves as a person

Some kids often forget
what they learn

Some kids are always
doing things with alot
of kids \

BUT

BUT

BUT

BUT

BUT

BUT

BUT

BUT

BUT

BUT

BUT

BUT

Other kids feel they are
good enough at sports

Other kids wish thelr
height or weight were
different.

Other kids often don't
do the night thing.

Other kids do like the
way they are leading
their hte.

Other kids can do their
school work quickly

Other kids have as many
friends as they want

Other kids are afraid
they might not do well at
sports they haven't ever
tried.

Other kids /tke their
body the way it is.

Other kids often don't
act the way they are
supposed to.

Other kids are often not
happy with themselves.

Other kids can
remember things easily.

Other kids usually do
things by themseives.

Sort of Really
True True
forme for me

T4



21.

22.

23.

24,

25

26.

27,

28.

b 29,

30.

31.

32

Really
True
for me

Sort of
True
for me

Some kids feel thal they
are beftter than others
their age at sports

Some kids wish thelr
physical appearance (how
they look) was different

Some kids usually get
In trouble because of
things they do

Some kids like the kind
of person they are

Some kids do very well
al their classwork

Some kids wish that
more people their age
liked them

In games and sports
some kids usually watch
instead of play

Some kids wish
somelthing about their
face or hair looked
difterent

Some kids do things
they know they
shouldn't do

Some kids are very
happy being the way
they are

Some kids have trouble
figuning out the answers
in school

Some kids are popular
with others their age

BUT

BUT

BUT

BUT

BUT

BUT

BUT

BUT

BUT

BUT

BUT

BUT

Other kids don't feel
they can play as well.

Other kids like thelr
physical appearance the
way it Is.

Other kids usually don't
do things that get them
In trouble.

Other kids often wish
they were someone
else

Other kids don't do
very well at their
classwork

Other kids feel that most
people their age do hke
them

Other kids usually pfay
rather than just watch.

Other kids fike thelr face
and hair the way they
are.

Other kids hardly ever
do things they know
they shouldn't do.

Other kids wish they
were different

Olher kids almost
always can figure out
the answers

Other kids are not very
popular

Sort of
True
for me

Really
True
for me
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Really  Sort of Sort of  Really
True True True True
forme for me for me for me

33

34,

35

36.

Some kids don't do well
at new outdoor games

Some kids think that
they are good looking

Some kids behave
themselves very well

Some kids are not very
happy with the way they
do alot of things

Susan Harter, Ph.D , University of Denver, 1985

BUT

BUT

BUT

BUT

Other kids are good at
new games right away

Other kids think that
they are not very
good looking

Other kids often find It
hard to behave
themselves

Other kids think the way
they do things is fine




Child’s name

TEACHER'’S RATING SCALE OF CHILD'S ACTUAL BEHAVIOR
(Parallels the self perception protile tor children)

For each child, please indicate what you feel to be histher actual competence on each question, in your opinion First
decide what kind of child he or she 15 like, the one described on the left or right, and then indicate whether this s just sort

Class/grade/group

Rater

of true or really true for that individual Thus, for each item, check one of four boxes

5.

o o o o000 oo oa

9.

10.

11.

12,

13.

14.

15.

Really
True

O

(I I R I R

Sort of
True

O

OO0 O O

Susan Harter Unnersity of Denver 1985

O 0 0O 0o 0O oo og

This child 15 really
good at histher
school work

This child finds 1t
hard to make friends

This child does
really well at all
kinds of sports

This child 1s
good-looking

This child 1s usually
well-behaved

This child otten

"forgets what s,he

learns

This child has alot
of friends

This child 1s better
than others his/her
age at sports

This child has a nice
physical appearance

This child usually
acts appropriately

This child has
trouble figuring out
the answers in
school ;
This child 1s popular
with others his/her
age

This child doesn't
do well at new
outdoor'games

This child 1sn°t

very good looking

This child often gets
in trouble because
of things he/she does

OR

OR

OR

OR

OR

OR

OR

OR

OR

OR

OR

OR

OR

OR

OR

This child can’t do
the school work
assigned

For this child it’s
pretty easy

This child 1sn°t
very good when it
comes to sports
This child 15 not
very good-looking

This child 1s often
not well behaved

This child éan
remember things
easily

This child doesn't
have many friends

This child can‘t play
as well

This child doesn’t
have such a nice
physical appearance

This child would be
better if s'he acted

differently !
This child almost

always can figure out
the answers

This child 1s not very
popular

This chid 1s good at
new games right
away

This child 1s pretty
good-looking

This child usually
doesn’t do things
that get him;her
in trouble

Sort of
True

O

o o0 0 000 o0oo-odg

oo o o

Really
True

O

O o0 o0 000 oo ogoag

OO0 o0 O
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Sample A
Sample B
Sample C

Sample D

Scholastic Social
Competence Acceptance
.80 80
.85 .80
.82 75
80 .75

Table 2. Subscale Reliabilities for the four Samples

Athletic
Competence

.84

.86

81

.80

Physical
Appearance

.81

.82

.76

.80

Behavioral

Conduct

.75

a7

.73

71

Global
Self-Worth
.84
.80
.78

.78

8L



Scholastic
A
B
C
D

Social
A
B
C
D

Athletic
A
B
C
D

Appearance
A
B
C
D

Conduct
A
B
C
D

Self Worth

OO m>»

Table 3. Subscale Means for Each Sample by Grade and Gender.

Third Grade
Girls Boys
280 287
277 263
280 287
27 265
284 321
247 2 86
299 316
278 272
316 314
280 286
301 314
276 282

Fourth Grade

Girls Boys
274 276
295 261
284 297
2 56 286
284 313
263 287
2 86 313
295 275
3n 275
306 276
313 289
313 280

Fifth Grade
Girls Boys
283 278
275 291
280 288
286 300
262 315
252 305
262 315
270 299
332 284
302 282
304 314
266 324

Sixth Grade
Girls Boys
294 294
288 310
280 299
298 306
287 295
286 298
280 315
258 314
240 295
268 298
258 310
240 295
306 292
307 298
334 265
310 320
301 320
308 297

Seventh Grade
Girls Boys
280 278
293 285
2 96 300
309 296
254 311
256 315
250 293
249 293
296 283
314 2.82
2977 320
300 324

Eighth Grade

Girls Boys
2}9 227
334 3E5
256 sza
2}2 2}:6
2__?6 2;8
2;1 2;9

6L



Table 4. Subscale Standard Deviations for Each Sample by Grade and Gender.

Scholastic
A
B
C
D

Social
A
B
(o}
D

Athletic
A
B
C
D

Appearance
A
B
C
D

Conduct
A
B
C
D

Self-Worth

oOw>»

Third Grade -
Girls Boys
.86 80
.70 73

84 73

60 61

79 54
.64 69

94 67

66 77

58 63
.54 72

85 .70
.56 76

Fourth Grade

Girls Boys
69 74
76 56
92 a7

.78 .78

.69 75

.70 88
.78 79

.64 68
67 46
.61 63

.73 .80
.56 .68

Fifth Grade
Girls Boys
58 69
65 63
77 71
66 47
85 72
72 69
83 72
77 58
53 56
34 48
72 .69
71 44

Sixth Grade
Girls Boys
64 62
.75 .65
.64 60
- .69 63
79 76
.71 50
69 ~ - 61
.81 .74
.74 61
.75 .68
.79 .72
.65 56
.56 60
.65 63
57 43
.65 .61
.68 .67
.58 .60

.55 .52

Seventh Grade
Girls Boys
61 .55
.54 .61
57 .61
.60 .61
.70 .62
72 .61
.68 .62
69 .64
62 51
51 .64
.62 52

Eighth Grade

Girls Boys
= 7
s
oo
PYR

08



APPENDIX C

CORRESPONDENCE

81
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Review of Graduate Student Projects Involving Human Subjects
College of Home Economics
Oklahoma State University

- Date April 3, 1987
Dr.
Student Name Major Advisor
Guidelines

1. To be submitted previous to any proposed research in which human sub-
Jects participate are surveyed or contacted in any way.

2. A copy of the proposal and a copy of the Statement to Subjects informing
them of the research procedure and "consent to participate" are to ac-
company this form. (Proposal will be returned.)

3. Two copies of form to be completed and submitted to Associate Dean for
Research. After final review approval, one copy will be distributed to
the department, for placement in the student's file, and one retained in
Research Office.

I. Title of project: .

II. If part of an ongoing fétu]ty research project, indicate project title
and director:
III. Statement of submitter:

A. Way(s) in which humaﬁ subjects will be involved

B. Subjects could be at "risk" or
Subjects not judged to be "at risk"

C. Explanation of answer under B

Note: Submitter is responsible for filing a review form if project
plans change in any way that might affect final decision.
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IV. Recommendation of reviewers (one reviewer to be a graduate faculty mem-
ber appointed by major advisor who is not a member of the student's
committee; second, the department head).

Approve Disapprove

Signature, Faculty Reviewer Date

Signature, Department Head Date

If either disapproves, or has further questions, the following reccmmen-
dation is made:

Submit to Associate Dean for Research Office at this point. Final review ap-
proval as follows:

Subjects not considered to be "at risk.”

Subjects considered to be “at risk." Recommendation:

Associate Dean for Research

Date

6/11/86
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3720 East 43rd Street
Tulsas OK 74135

February 20, 1988

Ms Linda Shuttlesworth
Assistant Principal
Jenks Public Schools
1st and B Streets
Jenks, OK 74037

Dear Ms Shuttlesworth:

This is to follow up our telephone conversation of Wednesday,
February 18th, in which I called to request permission to work
with a group of third-grade children and their parents. This
would be a research project for my Master’s thesis in the
Department of Family Relations and Child Development at Oklahoma
State University. This project has already been reviewed and
approved by my thesis advisory committee.

I am enclosing a two—page proposal that explains the purpose
of the project, and what would be expected of the children,

teachers,; and parents. I have also enclosed a sample of the
actual materials that would be used with the children and
teachers. In addition, the parents would complete two items at

home. One of these is the time use form that the children will

complete; the other is the dyadic adjustment scale. I would be

happy to show you a copy of the latter instrument, if you like.

The standard instructions for each of these instruments would be
used.

I will call you in about a week to see if you need to meet
with me personally and/or with my advisor, Professor John C.
McCullers. I would be happy to meet with you or other school
officials to discuss the research. If you need any further
information or materials, please let me know. My home telephone
number is 745-2240 and at work it is 494-6686 (mornings). Dr.
McCullers can be reached at his office at 0OSU by calling 405-é24-
5061.

I look forward to the possibility of working with you and the
Jenks Public Schools. Thank you for your consideration of this
request.

Sincerely,

Rita A. Kukura

copy to:
Dr. McCullers
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OKLAHOMA STATE UNIVERSITY

Department of Family Relations and Child Development

PROPOSAL FOR RESEARCH IN THE PUBLIC SCHOOLS

Purpose and Description of Study:
Children ‘and their performance within the school system may be affected

by the child's own self perceptions, and the activities of their families.
This research project will investigate the relations of family use of time at
home and marital satisfaction to the child's self-perception and to the

of the child.

teacher's perception

Number and description of children required:

None

Time required of each child:

N.A.

Time required of classroom teacher:
Approximately 10-15 minutes per child to note the child's behavior.

This could be done at the teacher's convenience.

Information needed from school records:

None
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Equipment and material to be used:

No special equipment.

llarter's Teacher Rating Scale of Child's Actual Behavior will be used to
rate the child in 5 specific domains: scholastic competence, social
acceptance, athletic competence, physical appearance, behavorial conduct
and global self-worth.

Facilities needed:

None

ilajor investigator:
Dr. John C. McCullers
Oklahoma State University, 341 HEW (405) 624-5061
Stillwater, Ok 74078-0337
Research assistant:
Rita A. Kukura
3720 E. 43rd Street
Tulsa, Ok. 74135
Starting date:

A}

(918) 745-0404

At the earliest available date

Finishing date:

Probably the same day.‘»

Preferred days and times for collecting data:

As convenient.

Special conditions and restrictions:

None

Will there be a follow-up study?

No. The results of the study will be made available to the Jenks Public
Schools, St. Bernard's Catholic Church, and interested families who
participated.
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Introduction to read to the children.

n A graduate student from Oklahoma State University is
doing research with third grade children and their families and
our school was selected for this research. The research is about
what families do while they're home, and the peréeptions boys.
and girls have of themselves.

I will give you a letter for your parents to read.

Please be sure your parents read the letter. If you and your
family want to be in the study, your parents need to sign the
consent form (show the letter and consent form) and you will

need to return the signed form to me ."



/

Oklahoma State University St Suou oo
(405) 624-505

DEPARTMENT OF FAMILY RELATIONS
AND CHILD DEVELOPMENT
COLLEGE OF HOME ECONOMICS

April 2, 1987

Dear Parents:

We are presently conducting research on the family's use of
time at home, the extent to which mother and father aggee with
each other on various family matters, and the relation of these to
the teacher's perception of the child and the child's own self-
perceptions. At this time, we wish to see two~-parent families and
their third-grade child. Parents should be living together with
the child, but need not be the natural parents. The child may be
of either sex, and may have other brothers and sisters.

our plan is to collect information from both parents in the
home and from the teacher at school; information from the child
will be collected both at home and at school. Information taken
at home can usually be collected in about 30 minutes. The child
information taken at school takes about 15 minutes, and can be
obtained so as not to interfere with regular school work.

To ensure confidentiality, the names of parents and children
will not appear on the data forms, or be made public in any way.
Any family member would have the right to withdraw at any time.
However, we do not foresee problems connected with participation,
and expect all family members to find the study to be interesting
and enjoyable. If you are a two-parent family living together, we
hope that you will participate in this project.

The project is being sponsored by the Department of Family
Relations and Child Development at Oklahoma State Universaty, and
has been reviewed and approved by school officials at Jenks East
Campus. Ms Rita Kukura will attempt to telephone you within the
next few days to determine your willingness to participate. At
that time, she will answer any questions you may have and make
arrangements to vislt with you. The results of the study would be
available to share with you at the completion of the project.



Parents
April 2, 1987
Page 2

Please detach the parental consent form below, sign it, and
return it to the classroom teacher. If you should have any
questions before or after Ms Kukura calls, please feel free to
telephone her at 745-2240, or Dr. McCullers at (405) 624-5061. We
thank you for your cooperation.

Very truly yours,

John C. McCullers Rita A. Kukura
Project Director Researcher

PARENTAL CONSENT FORM

We would like to participate in the family project described
in the letter from Dr. McCullers and Ms Kukura. I give permission
for my child, , to participate in
the project, and we consent to being participants ourselves. I
acknowledge that we have received information about the research,
and understand that we are frce to contact the researchers or
withdraw from the research 4t any time.

I would be interested in receiving the results of the study
when the research i1s completed. Yes No

Name:

Signature:

Date: !

89
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Thank yﬁu for responding to thé research projectl
Please write your name, address and phone number in the spaces
provided. I will then call you to discuss the study, your
participation and answer questions.

Name of both parents

Name of child

Address

Phone number

Most convenient time to call

Thank you‘very muchi!

(o (7

Rita A. Kukura



April 22, 1987

last week a letter and consent form was given to your
chlld requesting family particlpation in a projeot sponsored by
Oklahoma State University which was approved by Jenks East
school officlals. We would very much like to have your famlly
participate in this project, but we have not reoceived your consent
form yet.

If you would like to participate, then please sign and
return the consent form so I can start the project. Please add
your telephone number to the consent form so I oan arrange a time
to work with you and your family.

PARENTAL CONSENT FORM

We would like to participate in the family project described
in the letter from Dr. McCullers and Ms Kukura. I give permission
for my child, , to participate in
the project, and we consent to being participants ourselves. 'I
acknowledge that we have received information about the research,
and understand that we are free to contact the researchers or
withdraw from the research at any time.

I would be interested in receiving the results of the s;udy
when the research is completed. Yes No

Name:

Signature:

Date:

Telephone number:

If you are not certain about particlpating or if you have
any questions about the project I would be happy to try to answer
them. Please indicate your name, address, and phone number
below so I an answer your questions.

Name of both parents

Address

Phone number

'

Name of child

It you alyealdy kiad you will poab he ahle to pavrtin)pabe
please write your name below so I know you made your deolslon and

I will not trouble you further,

Name of parents

Name of ohilld

Thank you very much, 3

. el - - O ) ES W S S
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Okl I S U STILLWATER, OKLAHOMA 74078-0337
anoma State University
(405) 624-5057
DEPARTMENT OF FAMILY RELATIONS
AND CHILD DEVELOPMENT
COLLEGE OF HOME ECONOMICS

August 4,1987

I am writing to request your cooperation and participatien in
a research project. I am a teacher and mother of two children and
this project is my thesis for the Master's degree in Family
Relations and Child Development at Oklahoma State University. My
aim is to study the family's use of time at home, the extent to
which mother and father agree with each other on variocus family
matters, and how these relate to the child's self-perception.

This project has been reviewed and approved by the Department
of Famlily Relations and Child Development at Oklahoma State
University, and by school officials at Jenks East Campus, where
some of the work was done. In addition, the project has been
approved by your church, where I obtained your name and address.

The plan 1s to interview both parents and their nine- or ten-
vear-old child in the home. The interview will be scheduled at
your convenience, and usually takes about 30 to 45 minutes. To
ensure confidentiality, names will not appear on the data forms,
or be made public i1n any way. Any participant has the right to
withdraw at any time. However, I do not expect that to happen;
all family members should find the study to be interesting and
enjoyable. The results of the study will be made available at the
completion of the project.

I look forward to working with your family. I will attempt
to call you within the next few days to determine your willingness
to participate. At that time, I'll try to answer any questions
you may have and make arrangements to visit with you.

Sincerely,

Rita A. Kukura
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Oklahoma State University S SR o

DEPARTMENT OF FAMILY RELATIONS
AND CHILD DEVELOPMENT
COLLEGE OF HOME ECONOMICS

September 4, 1987

Dr. Gene Buinger, Superintendent
Jenks Public Schools
Administrative Offices

First & B Streets

Jenks, OK 74037

Dear Dr. Buinger:

It was a pleasure to meet you and talk with you on Tuesday,
September lst. This is to follow up the conversation we had in
your office at that time. I wish to thank you for visiting with
Mrs. Kukura and me about her thesis research project, and again I
apologize for not having presented this project to your office in
the proper way initially, and for any headaches that this may have
created for you or members of your staff.

To recap briefly, the aim of this project is to study the
family's use of time at home, the extent to which mother and
father agree with each other on various family matters, and how
these relate to the child's self-perceptions and the teacher's
pexrceptions of the child. The project was reviewed and approved
by the Department of Family Relations and Child Development at
Oklahoma State University for both research adequacy and human
subjects considerations prior to contacting schools or familaies.

After discussing the project informally, a proposal was
submitted to Ms. Shuttlesworth in late February. The project was
approved within about a month and we began sending letters and
parental consent forms to the parents at the beginning of April.
our letters were relayed to the parents via the children. Several
families volunteered for the study but because we were not able to
contact the parents directly we were not able to obtain an
adequate sample. Copies of the initial letter and proposal, and
various letters to the parents are enclosed.

Partly because of not being able to contact parents directly,
and partly because it was getting late in the semester, we decided
to try to conduct the research through the church. We contacted
St. Bernard's and received approval to work with their members.
The church assisted us in identifying and contacting appropriate
families, and Father White wdas kind enough to endorse the study

93
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Dr. Buinger
September 4, 1987
Page 2

from the pulpit, which greatly facilitated our gaining the
cooperation and participation of the families we contacted. A
copy ofdthe letter and consent form we sent the parents is
enclosed.

During the summer, we were able to interview a sufficient
number of families (mother, father, and elementary school child),
to reach our research goal. All that now remains to complete the
project is to obtain an evaluation of the child by the teacher.
Three copies of a new proposal are enclosed; a copy of the form to
be completed by the teacher is attached to each.

We need evaluations from the 23 teachers of the Jenks Public
Schools identified on the attached list. Most teachers would
comnplete only a single form, evaluating one child. The evaluation
form can normally be completed in 10 to 15 minutes. To ensure
confidentiality, the name of the teacher need not appear on the
form, and will not be made public in any way. Teachers' responses
will not be shown to parents or children; however, parents have
been shown the blank form and understand that teachers will be
requested to complete it.

We would of course like to get the project moving again, and
completed as soon as possible. 1 want to emphasize that all of
our contacts with the Jenks Public Schools have been good ones.
Everyone we have dealt with has been courteous, cooperative, and
professionally responsible. We would be happy to meet with the
research committee, and the teachers and prancipals involved. The
results of the study will be made available to your office at the
completion of the project to share with interested staff. If
there 1s any further information that you may wish to have, please

let me know.
Best wishes,
(L CM’M/

John . McCullers, Ph.D.
Professor of Family Relations
and Child Development;

Professor of Psychology

Enclosures

copy to:
Mrs. Rita Kukura



Dr. Buinger
September 4, 1987
Page 3

Jenks Public Schools Teachers

Central Elementary

Rubey, Kathy

West Elementary

Wolff, Rose
Bauer, Rainelle
Pittman, Janice

East Elementary

Coffelt, Nancy
Cotton, Joan
Knowlton, Donna
Laster , Beth
Lundin, Karen
Reynolds, Jan
Strozier, Sandra
Clark, Kelly
*Raper,Joyce
Reece,Sandra
sSmith, Rosemary
Starr, Joyce
Webb, Brenda
Barrow, Virginia
-Brodsky, Meryl
Claussen, Joanne
-DeVries, Andrea
Langston, Kathryn
whitney, Mary Sue

3rd

2nd
3rd
4th

2nd
2nd
2nd
2nd
2nd
2nd
2nd
3rd
3rd
3rd
3rd
3rd
3rd
4th
4tch
4th
4th
4th
4th

grade

grade
grade
grade

grade
grade
grade
grade
grade
grade
grade
grade
grade
grade
grade
grade
grade
grade
grade
grade
grade
grade
grade

(now

Mrs. Schmidt, 4th grade)

evaluation forms

evaluation forms

evaluation forms
cvvaluation forms
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OKLAHOMA STATE UNIVERSITY

Department of Family Relations and Child Development

PROPOSAL FOR RESEARCH IN THE PUBLIC SCHOOLS

Purpose and Description of Study:
Children and their performance within the school system may be affected

by the child's own self perceptions, and the activities of their families.
This research project will investigate the relations of family use of time at
home and marital satisfaction to the child's self-perception and to the

of the child.

teacher's perception

Number and description of children required:

None

Time required of each child:

N.A.

Time required of classroom teacher:
Approximately 10-15 minutes per child to note the child's behavior.

This could be done at the ‘teacher's convenience.

Information needed from school recordé:

None
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Equipment and material to be used:

No special equipment.
Harter's Teacher Rating Scale of Child's Actual Behavior will be used to

rate the child in 5 specific domains: scholastic competence, social
acceptance, athletic competence, physical appearance, behavorial conduct

and global self-worth.

Facilities needed:

None

ilajor investigator:

Dr. John C. McCullers
Oklahoma State University, 341 HEW (405) 624-5061

Stillwater, Ok 74078-0337
Research assistant:

Rita A. Kukura

3720 E. 43rd Street

Tulsa, Ok. 74135 (918) 7450404
Starting date:

\

At the earliest available date

Finishing date:

Prgbably the same day.

Preferred days and times for collecting data:

As convenient.

Special conditions and restrictions:

None

Will there be a follow-up study?

No. The results of the study will be made available to the Jenks Public
Schools, St. Bernard's Catholic Church, and interested families who

participated.




MEMORANDUM
September 18, 1987

TO: Jerry Hill
FROM: Cathy Burden ,
CONCERNING: Research Proposal

I have reviewed the Kukura research proposal in light of the research
guidelines Dr. Buinger and I utilized last year.

I suggest that the following concerns be satisfied before approving the
research:

1. Nineteen Jenks elementary teachers are requested to participate.
Though no extreme demands will be required of their time, their
participation must clearly be voluntary.

2. In order to maximize the sample, the researcher will undoubtedly
need to contact the four teachers no longer under contract with Jenks. The
researcher must be responsible for communicating with them and requesting
their participation. The district must be willing to provide their forwarding
addresses. .

3. A self-addressed, stamped envelope should be provided to the
teachers to return their questionnaires anonymously. This helps ensure that
the participants feel free to participate on their own time with no financial
expense required of them or the district.

4. The proposal does not include the safeguards noted in Dr.
McCullers’ letter:

a. the name of the teacher will not appear on any form

b. the names of participants will not be made public

c. teachers' responses will not be shown to parents or children
These items must be guaranteed by the researcher herself.

S. Signed parental releases must be on file with the researcher for
each child.

6. The proposal does not describe the statistical treatment anticipated
for this data.

Generally, if the preceding points are satisfactorily addressed by the

researcher, I see no problems with approving the research project in Jenks
Public Schools. -
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Ewké/ First and B Streets . Jenks, Oklahoma 74037 . (918) 299-4411

?MW October 6, 1987

Schorly

Jenks Staff Members,

Earlier this school year, a research project, being
undertaken by Rita Kukura, was brought to my attention. Mrs.
Kukura had, inadvertently, failed to seek the approval of the
district in carrying out a research project for her master”s
degree from OSU, and the project was suspended pending a review
by school administration.

I am happy 1inform you that the research project has now been
reviewed by the administration and all of our concerns have been
satisfactorily addressed. Your participation, as a teacher, 1is
voluntary and your responses will be anonymous. We have evidence’
that signed parental release forms are on file for each of the
children that you are being asked to rate on the questionnaire.

Based upon these assurances, the project has been approved
by my office and I " would encourage faculty members to
participate.

If you have questions concerning this project, please feel
free to contact me. ’

Sincerely,

O“Q W"(‘Q'“

ne Builnger
Superintendent of Schools

GB/sg



MEMORANDUM
October 7, 1987

TO: Gene Buinger
FROM: Cathy Burden |
CONCERNING: Kukura Research Proposal

The packet prepared by Ms. Kukura satisfies the concerns noted
0-18-87. Her letter to teachers stresses their voluntary participation
and ensures confidentiality. The stamped envelopes and signed
release forms should make the teachers even more cooperative about
participating.

In my opinion, this proposal has satisfactorily met the research
guidelines.

The following teachers have left the district. These are their last
known addresses:

Raper, Joyce P.O. Box 3514 Tulsa, Oklahoma 74101

Barrow, Virginia 3637 E. 67 St. Tulsa, Oklahoma 74135
Brodsky, Meryl 5917 S. Indianapolis Tulsa, Oklahoma 74135
Claussen, Joanne 9719 S. Joplin Ave. Tulsa, Oklahoma 74137

DeVries, Andrea 9728 S. Darlington Tulsa, Oklahoma 74137
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Oklahofyna S[a[e l]’ﬂi’U@TSit?j STILLWATER, OKLAHOMA 74078-0337

241 HOME ECONOMICS WEST
(405) 624-5057
DEPARTMENT OF FAMILY RELATIONS
AND CHILD DEVELOPMENT
COLLEGE OF HOME ECONOMICS

October 15, 1987

Dear

We are writing to request your cooperation and participation
in a research project to study the family's use of time at home,
the extent to which mother and father agree with each other on
various family matters, and how these relate to the child's self-
perception.

This is Mrs. Kukura's thesis research project for the
Master's degree in Family Relations and Child Development at
Oklahoma State University. It has been reviewed and approved by
her thesis committee, by the Department of Family Relations and
Child Development, and the College of Home Economics human
subjects committee at Oklahoma State University, by Father James
D. White of St. Bernard's Parish, the Catholic church where we
recruited our families, and by Dr. Buinger, Superintendent, and
the research committee of Jenks Public Schools. Finally, the
families themselves have all approved the project and have
provided us wath signed consent forms.

We have now completed our interview of the families, both
parents and one child who was in the second, third, or fourth
grade last year. As indicated above, we have collected the
child's self perceptions. Our reason for contacting teachers is
mainly to get a more objective assessment of the child than we
would expect to get from parents, or the children themselves.

A one-page form is enclosed for you to rate a child that you
taught last year. This form was taken from a standardized test
instrument, Dr. Susan Harter's Manual for the Self Perception
Profile for Children, and 1t can usually be completed in about five
minutes. We request that you rate the child named on the form and
return the completed form in the stamped, addressed envelope
provided.
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Octoper 15, 1987
Page 2

Your participation is of course voluntary, but because it is
s0 important to the successful completion of our study, we hope
that you will assist us by completing the rating form. We wish to
assure you that your response will be kept confidential. The
parents have seen the blank form and understand that we will be
requesting this information from teachers. However, the teacher's
response will not be shared with the parents or the child. To
further ensure confidentiality, teachers' names will not appear on
any of our data forms, or be made public in any way. There 1is no
place on the form for your name and we ask that you not sign or
place your name on the form.

Some teachers were contacted in August but when we found out
that we did not have formal approval by the Jenks Public Schools,
the project was halted and the completed teachers' forms were
returned. We now have formal approval, as indicated in the second
paragraph above. Because of this confusion, Dr. Buinger hnas
kindly offered to provide a memo indicating that the project has
been approved by the Jenks Public Schools, and that you are free
to participate. We would be happy to answer any questions that
you may have about the project. Dr. McCullers' number at OSU 1is
405-624-5061 and Ms. Kukura's number in Tulsa 1is 745-0404. We
thank you for your assistance. The results of the study will be
made avallable at the completion of the project.

Sincerely,
John C. McCullers, Ph.D. Rita A. Kukura
Faculty advisor Investigator

enclosures (2)



APPERDIX D

PILOT STUDY
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Pilot Study

The purpose of the pilot study was to resolve any
unforeseen methodical problems, to test instruments and
procedures for their effectiveness, to determine the
feagibility of using third-grade children as subjects, and
to obtain feedback about the research from actual families
and teachers.

The selection of Jenks East Elementary School was based
on the large enrollment of students which enabled the
researcher to obltain an adequate sample size at one
location. Participants were third-grade students, their
classroom teachers, and their parents.

School procedures required the classroom teacher to be
the one to introduce the research. present the materials fto
the children, and collect their responses. The children
served as messengers to deliver materials, including the
informed consent form, to the parents and return them to
the teacher. This procedure resulted in an extremely small
sample of parents and children. However. it appeared that

the sample =ize would be adeguate for the purpose=s of the

pilot study.

Subjects
Each of four self-contained third-grade classes had

approximately 30 academically average children. The final
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to parents from the teachers via the children. The letters
are presented in Appendix C. The families were
predominantly upper-middle class in terms of income and
other family characteristics.

Within the sleven families, the parents’ occupations
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Judges. doctors. accountants and managers. Only one mother
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were born in various ststes, and the average length of
residence of the families in the Tulsa area was
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perceptions of the children.

Children’s Scale. This 36-item scale was used to
measure the children’s domain-specific Jjudgments of their
perceived competence and adequacy. Three subscales involve
self-perceptions of competence. two subscales involve
perceptions of adeguacy and one subscale measures global
self~worth. The instrument has acceptable internal
congistency reliabilites, based on Cronbach’s Alpha. For
Grade 3, these are .82 for scholastic competence, .75 for
social acceptance, .73 for behavioral conduct, and .78
global self-worth. The internal consistency reliabilities
for all =six subscales for boys and girls and copies of the
Harter instrument are presented in Appendix B.

Teacher Scale. This scale corresponds to the children’s

scale of the Harter instrument. The teacher rates the child
in the same domains asg the child scale, excep Global
Self-Worth. The scale contains 15 items, three per domain
in the same order as the children’s form. The teacher’s
scale is presented in Appendix B.
Procedure

Recruitment of subjects for the pilot study was
accomplished by first talking with and explaining the study
to the agsistant principal, followed by a letter of
confirmation. The letter is presented in Appendix C. After
the assistant principal discussed the project with all

third grade teachers, four teachers volunteered to

sarticipate., These teachers briefly explained the project
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to their classes by reading a prepared statement written by
the researcher. Students took letters with attached consent
forms home to their parents and returned them to their
c¢lassroom teachers, who returned the forms to the
regearcher in envelopes prepared by the researcher.
Students signed a special form when receiving or returning
the letter an consent forms. A total of 120 students were
given letters and forms to take home; only one or two were
signed and returned. A\second letter was sent home via the
students and a total of 12 signed forms were returned to
the teachers.

The Harter scale was given to the children during
school hours, during recess time. An empty classroom was
uzed for these sessions, with six children in each of the
two sessions. Procedures followed those described in
Harter‘s manual. After agreeing to participate, one family
decided they were too busy to be interviewed, and withdrew
from the study. Their child’s Harter Scale data were
eliminated from the sample, leaving 11 children and their
parents in the study. The teacher scale was completed by
the classroo teachers at their convenience, and completed
forms were left in the school office for the researcher.

Home visits were arranged by telephone. The home
interviews were completed after the school day. The parent
and children were in view of the researcher at all times,
and seated so ags to prevent any family member from seeing

another’s responses. The directions and definitions for the
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Uge of Time instrument were read to the participants by the
researcher. The researcher sat with and assisted the child
to complete the time use survevy while the parents
independently responded to each instrument. Parents first
completed the demographic guestionnaire, then the DAS, and
then the time use survey.

Regults

Demographic Data

The demographic data are summarized and reported in the
description of the subjects, in the Method section. Other
results will be presented for each instrument separately
and then in combination. The DAS results will be presented
first. followed by those for Family Use of Time, and then
the findings cbtained with children and teachers on the
Self-Perception Pf@fl]ep

Dvadic Adjustment Scale

Means, standard deviations, and Pearson correlations of

husband’s and wive’s scores were measured by using the True

Epistat Manual (Gustafson, 1989) and the scores are

presented in Table 1. As’may be seen in Table 1, the scores

Insert Table 1 about here

of mothers slightly higher than those of fathers on all
subscales and on Total Dyvadic Adjuztment. Also. there were
moderate or higher correlations between husbands and wives

scores on each subscale and Total DAS.
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Familv Use of Time in the Home

Fathers participated In home activities but mothers
spent more time with each task. During the time spent in
the home. mothers were slightly more available than fathers
in all areas but Leisure/Recreational. Table 2 presents

mean hours per week of each family member.

Insert Table 2 about here

Self-Perception Profile for Children

Means and standard deviations for both the children and

teachers’ scores are presented in Table 3. For the

Insert Table 3 about here

children Global Self-Worth had the highest mean score, M =
3.53, and two subscales had the lowest mean, M = 3.04 for
Scholastic Competence and Behavioral Conduct. With the
teachers, Behavorial Conduct was the highest mean, M =

3.48, and Athletic Competence as the lowest mean. M 3.15.

As may be seen in Table 3, teacher perceptions of the
children were generally high and higher than the children’s
own self-perceptions.

Discussion

A1l instruments seemed effective and it seemed feasible
to go on with the study. Parents and teachers were able to
understand and perform the tests. Data presented seemed
ugseful and reasonable which led to the conclusion that

there were no special or methodical problems or any need
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for revisions. Based on parent and/or teacher input.
certalin changes were made before doing the main study., The

5 P
LCEEe O

it

-1
i 13

i1 Lrumeny was cumbersome, So 1L was

1S

e
[
1
[
)
[}

streaml Ined before being used in the main study.
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e 1

i

Ta
Dvadic Adiustment Scale (DAS)> Scores of Husbands and

Wives on sach Sub=cale and Total DAS

Subscale Hushands (H=11: ives

Dvadic M 45,32 50.65

Conzensus sh .03 8.76
r .61

Affectional M 8.03 8.94

Expression SD 7.67 7.10
r . %0

Dvadic M 38.81 40.51

Satisfaction 3D 5.79 5.73
r .81

Dradic ol 14,45 15.72

Cohesion SD 2.34 2.19
r LG5

Total DAS M 106,682 115.83
Senres =0 15,45 15,87
r .84
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Table 2

Total Hours per week Spent in Home Activities by

Familv Members

Activity (N = 11> Father Mother Child
la. Cooking etc. 2 21 §]
b. Housecleaning 1 i4 0

¢. Maintenance of

home, §tc. S) ) 0
d. Care of ciothing, etc. 0 ) 0
e. Financial activities 2 1 0

2. Personal care

(bathing, etc.> 5 g 2
3. Sleeping 48 51 65
4, Eating Q 10 3
5. Leisure/Recreational 12 8 17

6. Care/Help of
other Family Members ) 7 1

7. Work/School 2 4 0




Table 3

Children’s and Teachers”

Scores on _the Harter Self-

Perception Profile

115

Subscale N =11 Children Teachers
Scholastic M 3.04 3.39
Competence SD 1.11 .80
Social M 3.44 3.21
Acceptance Sh .67 .64
Athletic M 3.10 3.15
Competence SD .92 .20
Physical M 3.26 3.39
Appearance 3D .69 .60
Behavioral M 3.04 3.48
Conduct 5D 1.10 .61
Global M 3.53

Self-Worth SD .49




116

APPENDIX

(]

el

RAW DATA



DYADIC CONCENSUS
ATHERS M

Rec #

HOoOwoo~NoU & WN -

e

DYADIC SATISFACTION

47
45.5
57
37
49
37
55
40
45
42
44

e —

53
57.2
59
50
63
34
51
40
56
42
52

Rec # FATHERS MOTHERS

HOoOWwWoo~NoauUhWwN e

e

36
44
47
28
43
32
42
38
43
40
34

34
45.6
45
35
47
30
44
37
46
40
42

D¥aDpTc comEsTON

Rec 4 FATHERS MOTHERS

e

HFowvoNaULIA WM

14
16
16
10
14
13
13
13
19
16
15

18
17
17
12
16
14
15
17
18
17
12

)

TOTAL DAS

Rec §# FATHERS MOTHERS

e

AFFECTIONAL EXPRESSION

Rec

L RR
HOWVONOWL K WN M

#

FATHERS MOTHERS

6

9.3

12
5
10
2
10

oW

8
12
12

6

9.3

3
10
8
10
9
11

HFOWVUDIMUIS WK

103
114.8
132
80
116
84
120
99
116
107
101

113
131.8
133
103
135.3
81
120
102
130
108
117

117



DESCRIPTIVE STATISTICS

SAMPLE/VARIABLE NUMBER MEAN MEDIAN VARIANCE STD DEV.
FATHERS 11 14.455 14.000 5.473 2.339
MOTHERS 11 15.727 17.000 4.818 2.195
IDﬁkaI)J:CZ COHESION
DESCRIPTIVE STATISTICS
SAMPLE/VARIABLE NUMBER MEAN MEDIAN VARIANCE STD DEV.
FATHERS 11 45.318 45.000 42.614 6.528
MOTHERS 11 50.655 52.000 76.713 8.759
DYADIC CONCENSUS
DESCRIPTIVE STATISTICS
SAMPLE/VARIABLE NUMBER MEAN MEDIAN VARIANCE STD DEV.
FATHERS 11 38.818 40.000 33.564 5.793
MOTHERS 11 40.509 42.000 32.851 5.732

DY¥YADIC SATISFACTION



DESCRIPTIVE STATISTICS

119

SAMPLE/VARIABLE NUMBER MEAN MEDIAN VARIANCE STD DEV.
FATHERS 11 8.027 9.000 7.668 2.769
MOTHERS 11 8.936 9.300 7.105 2.665
AFFECTIONAL EXPRESSION |
DESCRIPTIVE STATISTICS .
SAMPLE/VARIABLE NUMBER MEAN MEDIAN VARIANCE STD DEV.
FATHERS 11 106.62 107.00 238.92 15.457
MOTHERS 11 ' 115.83 117.00 278.68 16.694

TOTAL DAS
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-'CALCULATE PEARSON'S R

nter Names of Samples nt to Co :
Sampge ﬁame P Meaxou wa ¢ mgg§§ance

ROTHERS 18:437 1:403

ool

Correlation Coefficient, r = 0.611
Enter r Value under the null hypothesis: 0

t = 2.314 =
Two-tailed p = 0.046 at 2

ID&fZXID]EC: COHESION

~~ TT"CALCULATE PEARSON'S R .

sanp PRt faianes Of Samplgg you want to Comparess,

ROTHERS 18:858 33:38¢

Correlation Coefficient, r = 0.810
Enter r Value under the null hypothesis: 0

t = 4.146 df =9

Two-tailed p = 0.0024986

DYADIC SATISFACTION

"7 ""TCALCULATE PEARSON'S R

samp Rt REnlianeS OF Samblgg jou want to Compare; .,

hOTHERS §:83 B

Correlation Coefficient, r = 0.901
Enter r Value under the null hypothesis: 0

= 6. daf = 9
t =6.239 Two-tailed p = 0.0001516

AFFECTIONAL EXPRESSION
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CALCULATE PEARSON'S R

nter Names of Samples you want :
SampEe Name P Meax to Comggggance

ROFHERS 128:859 338:280

Correlation Coefficient, r = 0.842
Enter r Value under the null hypothesis: 0

t = 4.686 df = 9

Two-tailed p = 0.0011420

TOTAL DAS

"CALCULATE PEARSON'S R

of S les you want to Compare:
Sampfgtﬁgmgames anp Meax earlance

hOFHERS 50:848 98:914

Correlation Coefficient, r = 0.660
Enter r Value under the null hypothesis: 0

= 2. af = 9
£ =2.635  puo-tailed p = 0.027

DYADIC CONCENSUS
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DATA CODING SHEET FOR SELF-PERCEPTION PROFILE FOR CHILDREN

; (Revision of the Perceived Competence Scale tor Children)

Susan Harter, Ph D, University of Denver, 1985
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DATA CODING SHEET FOR SELF-PERCEPTION PROFILE FOR CHILDREN

(Revision of the Perceived Competence Scale for Children)

Susan Harter, Ph D, University of Denver, 1985 —
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INDIVIDUAL PUPIL PROFILE FORM

SELF-PERCEPTION PROFILE FOR CHILDREN

(Revision ol the Perceived Compelence Scale tor Chlidren)

Susan Harter Ph O Universily of Denver 1985

Co756G3
Narm Grade 3 Age 10 Gender =
Pupll 8 rating @oon o e e o o - o o —— e Teacher s raling
OATC
High
w
4
o
(%]
o
w Medium
-t
<
1%
@
©
>
I
Low 1 K
T T T T T T
SCMOLASTIC SOCIAL ATHLENC PUYTICAL BEMAVIONAL oLonAL
COMPETENCE ACCEPTANCE COMPRETENCE APPEANANCE conoucy SELF WORTH
Py 2.3 36 2.9 3.0 26 3.1
T 40 3.0 30 yo 4.0
Coa4cd ,
Name Grade 3 Age 9 Gender =
Pupll s rating O — e o m —— —— o Teacher s raling
DATE
High 4 o« - — 0 A - -
N 7
4 N <
o d
g *1
o
15
@
w Medium E
-
I
O
3
2 21
@
Low 14
T T T T T T
SCHOLASTIC SOCIAL ATHLETIC PHYSICAL BEHAVIORAL GLOBAL
COMPETENCE  ACCEPTANCE  COMPETENCE  APPEARANCE conouct SELF WORTH
P 29 b | 20 3 2.0 3.0

T Mo 4.0 3,3 .0 4.0
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INDIVIDUAL PUPIL PROFILE FORM

SELF-PERCEPTION PROFILE FOR CHILDREN

{Revision of the Perceived Compelence Scale lor Children)

Susan Marter, Ph D, University of Denver 1985

Co236>r

Name Grade \3 Age q Gender Ff

Pupil 8 raling @ e e = —— o Teacher s rating

DATE
High 4 Q—.—. S W—}
\
1 \
\
O — - - S
< 31 \
B \
@
; Medlum \
g .
2
3 2
@
Low 14
T T T T T T
SCHOLASTIC SOCIAL ATHLETIC PHYSICAL BEHAVIORAL GLOBAL
COMPETENCE  ACCEPTANCE  COMPETENCE  APPEARANCE conpuct SELF WORTH
f5  Ho H.0 3.6 q.0 4.0 4o
] 3 [4
T 4.0 2.3 ° .
L LodGs
Name ! Grade 3 Age q Gonder =
Pupil 8 rating o o e e o Teacher's rating
DATE
High e NS |
: BN ,
- AN 7/
i \\ P .
N7
w 3 \'———\/\,
Q
(5]
u Medium 4
Y
<
(5]
2
2 24
@
Low 14
T T T T T T
SCHOLASTIC socmL ATHLETIC PHYSICAL BEHAVIORAL GLOWAL
COMPETENCE  ACCEPTANCE  COMPETENCE  APPEARANCE conouct SELF wORTH
P> 31 30 30 2 3o .8

T 306 4.0 3.0 N, 0 4o
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INDIVIDUAL PUPIL PROFILE FORM

SELF-PERCEPTION PROFILE FOR CHILDREN

{ of the Pe . Scala for

Susan Harter Ph O, University of Denver 1985

Name Cowo5BJ Grade 3 Age q Gender N
Pupll 8 raling @ = = o — o ——— o Teacher s rating
DATE
High 4
%n a4 a \
N
o \ .
W Medium p N )\
:(‘ N
g . -
2 2 A /
@ \ /
4 \ /
\ /
Low 14 \ /
N/
.
T T T T T T
SCHOLASTIC SOCIAL ATHLETIC PHYSICAL BEMAVIORAL GLOBAL
A € conouct SELF WORTH
v 27 A 2h 25 23 3
.0 .
73 3o 20 23 2 2.b
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Name Grade 3 Age q Gender C
Puplisraling o _ o o o Teachers raling
DATE
High e
g 2
o
o
12
w  Medium 4
-
4
2
2 2
@ /
.
Low 14

T T T T T T
SCHOLASTIC S0CIAL ATHLETIC PHYSICAL SEHAVIORAL GLOBAL
COMPETENCE ACCEPTANCE COMPETENCE APPEARANCE conouct SELF WORTH
P 2 6 20 Yo 31 3.5 3.8

™ Lb

3.0

d.o0

d.o

3.3
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INDIVIDUAL PUPIL PROFILE FORM

SELF-PERCEPTION PROFILE FOR CHILDREN

{Revision ol the Percelved Competence Scale lor Children)

Susen Harter, Ph D, University of Denver 1985

cos280(

Name Grade 3 Age dandev m
Pupll s raling W e e Teacher s rating
DATE
High 4 -
g h
Q
Q
"
w Medium R
-4
<
o
2
2 24
@
Low, 14
T T T T T T
SCHOLASTIC SOCIAL ATHLETIC PHYSICAL BEHAVIOAAL cLoBAL
COMPETENCE ACCEPTANCE ~ COMPETENCE  APPEARANCE conpuct SELF WORTH
‘Pa, ﬂ,' .3.3 31{0 2.9 . 2.9 3.5
T 3.3 30 3,0 3.3 4.0
,
Nat 1 G113 I»} 7 Grade 3 Age ci Gender T
Pupll 3 raling O = e - —— e Teachers raling
DATE
High P Y
4 \
. ”
1 [ — . .
N
N = — —0— — —
.g 3 ~ N
8 N
w Medium 4 N
N
B v
@
5 2+
o
Low 1
T T T T T T
SCHOLASTIC saciaL ATHLETIC PHYSICAL BEHAVIORAL GLOBAL
COMPETENCE  ACCEPTANCE  COMPETENCE  APPEARANCE conouct SELF WOATH
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RS
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INDIVIDUAL PUPIL PROFILE FORM

SELF-PERCEPTION P

ROFILE FOR CHILDREN

( ol the

Scale for Children)

Susan Harter Ph D Universily of Denver 1985

Co3sBl
Nam, Grade 3 Age q Gender M)
Pupil s rating S — o Teacher s raling
DATE
High 4
,
b = — A 4
‘/\ 7/
w 34 Ne D o ../
«
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o
o
w Medlum 4
-
: J
@
3 2 .
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E
Low 14
T T T T T T
SCHOLASTIC SOCIAL ATHLETIC PHYSICAL BEHAVIORAL OLOBAL
COMPETENCE  ACCEPTANCE  COMPETENCE  APPEARANCE conouct BELF WORTH
P> 33 3 S 3 33 Yo 3¢
3. Yo
T 3 36 3.0 °
600?89 Byr tlmo-

Name Grade 3 Age 8 Gender m
Pupil s rating P = = o — o — e Teacher s rating
DATE
High e
w -
w 3
Q
o
W Medium ’
o 4
'::,' 7/
4
2 .
=] 2 °
w
Low 1
T T T T T T
SCHOLASTIC SOCIAL ATHLETIC PHYSICAL SEHAVIORAL oLOBAL
COMPETENCE ACCEPTANCE  COMPETENCE  APPEARANCE conoucr SELF WORTH

P> 31 4.0
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INDIVIDUAL PUPIL PROFILE FORM

SELF-PERCEPTION PROFILE FOR CHILDREN

{Revision of the Perceived Competence Scale lor Children)

Susan Harter Ph D, University of Denver, 1985

Nam ClibB L Grade 3 Age Gender Y\
* Pupil's rating @ = o e ——— o — e Teacher's rating
DATE
High bede s — e — O —_- — e —— )
4 _ .
-
—
T 31
Q
3 -
a
w Medium p
.
<
Q
2
= 21
7]
Low 1
T Y T T T T
SCHOLASTIC SOCIAL ATHLETIC PHYSICAL BEHAVIORAL GLOBAL
COMPETENCE ACCEPTANCE COMPETENCE  APPEARANCE conoucr SELF WORTH
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T Yo 4 o yo 4.0 T U
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Demoaraphic Data

Definitions

132

Card Numbers 1-4 contain the following information:

Spaces 2-4 contains the I1.D.

number of the child.

Space 5 contains the sequenical number as the child

was listed in the church directory.

Card Number 1 contains:

Spaces 10-11 contains the month the child was born.

Spaces 12-13 contains the number day the child

was born.

Space 14 contains information on the

work status:

1 =

2 =

Spaces 15-16
Spaces 17-18

Spaces 19-20

AA=Administrative
HW=Housewi fe
OB=0Owner of Busliness
TE=Teacher

RE=Receptionist

No. The mother does not
Part time. Mother works
the home parttime.

Full time. Mother works
the home.

contains the age of the

contalns the age of the

mother’s

work .

outside

outside

mother.

father.,

contains mother’s occupation:

DR=Pediatrician
NU=Nurse

TC=Travel Consultant
RS=Real Estate

BT=Bank Teller



i
LAK]

SE=ZSecretary

Spaceg 21=22 containg the father’s occupations:

LB=Left Blank EN=Engineer
BA=Banker Ca=Computer Analyst
SG=Sales Manager PS=Production Supt.
AA=Admin. Asst. VP=Vice President
ST=Student OM=0peration Manager
AC=Accountant BA=FPadiologlist
DI=Director SM=Sales Marketing
SA=Salesman PC=President of a Co.
EC=Economist OB=0wner of Business
MA=Manager FM-Financial Manager
CHM=Comptroller RE=Real Estate Sales
MG=MGMT Staff BP=Business Planner

Space 23 contains the mother’s educational level:

1=Craduate/Professional 5=Some High School
2=Four Year Collegs 6=Finished BElementary
3=Scme College/Technical 7=Some Elementary

d=Finished High School
Space 24 containg the father’/s educational level:

(Catacories are the same as the mothsr’s levels?

Zpace Z% conftalns tne mother g rellolous atflliations
i=Baptist &e=Lutheran
2=Catholic 7=Methodlist
I=Christlan 8=0ther Prectestant
4=Fpiscopal @=None

5=Jewish O=Agnhostic
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Space 26 contains thne father’s religlious sffiliations:

lﬁ'

{Categories are the same as the mother’si.

Pt
i
iE'
£

Space 27 contain=s the mother’s ethnic background:

G=German C=Caucasian R=Irish
Z=Czech. N=East Indian I=Itallian
T=Scottish =Spanish K=Greek
Y=Yugoslavian E=English/Anglo Saxon
P=Polvnesian H=Hungarian =French
M=Mexlican 1=Polish

A=Adopted B=Riank

Space 28 contains the father’s ethnic backgroundS:
tCategories are the same as the mother’sos.
Space 29-30 contains the number of vears the parents

were marrlied,

Space 31-22 contaln=s the number of vears the

=y
0
i
-
b

has lived at thelir residence.
Spaces 33-34 contains the state which their child
was horn:

AR=Arkansas PA=Pennsvivania La=Loul=zansa

IN=Indiana MO=Missouri CT=Conneticut

Al=Alaska CO=Colorado IR=Iran

"r'l

Ca=California A=Kansas Te=Tzx3s

w

£l

DE=Delware NY=New York

the =ex of the o

NE=Nebraska

o]

T
R
~r

TL=I1linols
LE=Left Blank

B=

i
l--'l
Iy
[l

sibhling.



Card

Spaces 37-238 containeg the age of the oldest =ibling.

Space 3% contains the sex of the next to thes
oldest sibling.

Spaces 40-41 contains the age of the next to the
oldest =ibling.

Space 42 contains the sex of the next to the
voungest gibling.

Spaces 43-44 contains the age of the next to
voungest =sibling. (N=No sibling)

Space 45 contains the sex of the vyoungest sibkling.
Spaces 46-47 containg the age of the voungest sibl
Space 72 containg the name of the card.

Mumber 2 contains:

Spaces 3-10 contsins the age of ths child.
Space 11 contai the name of the school the

child attended.
W=Jenks West
C=Jenks Central H=Holland Hall

D=Darnaby

Spaces 12-13 contains the child’s classroom
teacher’s name.

Spaces 14 contains the child’s grade in school.

Spaces 16-51 contains the child’s resconses from

-Peroeption Profils.

jaris=

N E'
vul K]

gelf-

£'=

B

Spaces 53-67 contains the teacher’s responses 1o t

Harter‘s Self-Perception Profile.

ing.
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Spaces 10-41 zontalns the vive
Dvadic Adjustment Scale (DAS).
Card Number 4 contains:
Spaces 10-41 contains the husband’s responses to the
Dvadic Adjustment Scale (DAS).
Card Humber=s & & & contalns:
Space 1 contains the sex of the child.
Spaces 2Z-4 contains the I.D. number of the child.
Card Number 5 contains:

Sraces 537 contalns the Dad’s responses to the Family

st
o
]
T
it
[
-]
-

feed)
s
4]
Yo e
st}
f
e
Wi
et
foi b
]
=t
P}
Dy
13

Spaces 35-71 contalins the mother’s responses to
the Family Use of Time in the Home.
Mote: Time was measured by 10th of an hour,
- every & minutes is 0,1 hour:
- 12 minutes = 002 hr, =stc.

Card Number & contalns:

It

Spaces 5-37 contains child’ = responses to

Family Use of Time in the Home.
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U15467A . RKNEW,.DATA
FROM: VPSPRINT.5.0 TUESDAY NOVEMBER 20, 1990 15:28:18 U10063A MVS1 *
VPSPRINT ‘U15467A.RKNEW.DATA’ UCCVPRTI

005G06 0B0534347TCEN222BI1C15030K B14 10000000
005G06 10EMWA 333333433432343424333324333323233323 33 4433 4433 44 20000000
005G06 4335544545453455555544324343115 30000000
005G06 32134333243432354445433123520144 40000000
G0050100300600000600704001202000100005440300040030040040420030020060010500000005
6G005005003006000000036700122880000015 60000000
D08G56 0B2334244NUSM2122 2008CT B17G15G07 10000000
008G56 11EMW4 432343424134341444432444443444322344 434443344433444 20000000
00BGSE  3344444444334445544533434443 144 3000000C
008G3e 3443323443 54 45544533323332° 147 40000000
G00BD100050200000050803500900100200005070030010020020070566012004007(0:100500000005%
G00803501200600300004163005838004000C 60000000
009G0O5 070113B42HWPCJ3228EE15130k G14G13 ' 10000000
009G0S 10EKC3 242424233313434434214422224434332233 343432434324347 200000000
009G05 53453544344443554335334213221024 30000000
009G05 54433444343444454124334224540145 40000000
G0090000100400000100705600503000000605350300200200010070490120300000050500000005
G009003002001013000047770070117000000 60000000
034B37 0B1714439HWENA4129MN1502TX GO7 10000000
034B37 10ERS3 344244434444432444323444423244423234 413343333433334 20000000
034B37 54244344455534445455334234351144 30000000
034B37 43244433344544545555334235551152 - 40000000
B0340300000400003000406300000202403605600240060150020070400140050100030500000005
B034006005019005000030420070320005000 60000000
035B60 0B20340400BCA32231Z217120K 10000000
035B60 10ESR3 231334232233232333232334243434232333 20000000
035B60 44543344344434444155343223220044 30000000
035B60 44334 34344533455455442233421155 40000000
B0350100200800150200904900506000800105140050010030000090490060100120100500000005
B035021007003000001017700105420001000 60000000
038B12 080613435HWPS3222 1406KA B12 10000000
038B12 10CKR3 244333211122113334223322314322233334 444444444444444 20000000
(138B12 34544443/44 44544444344244520034 agonoooc
NA3ABH1Z 44454857 “4553444455534473447°1R4 40000007
BO380300%01000200.007056014000070000505015003000010070G7 41 1a(G2HO0000005H0000000¢
8038003011033000000017770058420000000 60000000
047Bb3 0UB81914142HWRA112Z2z MIS500IN G12G10GU? 10000000
042B63 09DBR2 144242131433211242222323223143224333 34 4434 4434 43 20000000
042B65 444434334444244444553242143:1152 30000000
042B67 44443344434433444445234214420144 i 400000006
BN420200100400000300604901000401000505200080C10080C¢10060650060G3050000050000000%
B04200100400600100002084002362004703% 60000000
049B1( 070914344HWOM22220G1204CA BOE 10000000
0D49B10 10EJR2 432332443433442333332323432223242323 433444424444R44 20000000
049B10 4554544534453554545433323241 4% 30000000
049B10 33424243234333343444333334431043 40000000
B0490800200700100200705001001000500005210070050070000070490035140100030500000005
B049000005000001000070700053140105000 60000000
050BUe& 080634747SERE332z 27 Ok GZ4B19B1S 10000000
050B06 Q0YEKD2 344344331143432444344134434443422143 20000000
050B06 44554534434344455444334223321044 3000000C
C50B06 23443443333333244445334223210134 40000000
BO50100000100100100400800500000100000510010000005002007042007C030050400500000005
B050012040037005000047770058245000010 . 60000000
053G43 082334646DREC1122P11B06SA G15G14G10 10000000
053G43 09EJR3 231343232234342243332342322342322343 44 4344 4344 43 20000000
053G43 43334433242423445445334223311044 3000000C
053G43 43543433343423454455344233421154 40000000
60530100100700201401004900042500701005100030030030010070450040060030060500000005
G053000012000017000056700052410000017 60000000
05780' 0B1613437HWCM42221F1502NY GO7 10000000

057801 D9EBL2 423444221324312424442424342424422424 433333334343342 20000000
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057B0O1 34443434344533455455334345421155 30000000
057B01 44453434344544454455334234431154 40000000
B0570300100200000000804901201800200005250120050070050090350090090050000500000005
B057010030018002000023700038895000007 60000000
062G17 072814651HWDI3322EK29120K B20B19G16B12 10000000
062G17 10WJP4 333333444433343433343334344423333333 20000000
062G17 24434343443434434223234113321023 30000000
062G17 334333 2 2 3222 3224333123311024 40000000
G0620000000600000000005600701400000005280210070140010140560140280140140500000005
G062023010035035000035700140420000000 60000000
063B41 081613940HWVP2227CC1701CA B16B11 10000000
063841 09DBH2 333434332322313433343324344423233333 444424334233442 20000000
0e3B41 44354555453343545554444223441154 3no0000r
0€E3BA" 27454443333341444445344234440144 \ 40000000
BU6306004010001001007050015005004005052800600'0140020°10450107005000010050000000%
B0O63023013010001000028530070602070007 60000000
068G04 O081023B41RESAZ222GH1403M0 B12 1000000C
068G04 10WRB3 243414444124242444323234244243344444 332342224422334 20000000
06BG04 43334334444443444445344234320145 3000000C
06BG04 44334444443343455444344225411134 40000000
G0680400101000000101005000701800101405070020020040010100400730090200005500000007
G0680120160020180010163005521000001'2 60000000
069B22 082514042HW0B4222GR1306Tx GOS8 10000000
069B22 10EJL4 333344344334333444333444434444332333 444443444444444 20000000
069B22 44544544343543555555433225521165 30000000
069B22 43554444443443455555444244421154 40000000
B069040020020000100040420100050070020510002001000000007056007007025000050000000%
B0O69003000006007000023700064990001000 60000000
070B59 082614141HWMA4222 1701IL G17B13 10000000
070B59 09DBC3 444434444334444443444434444444444434 444434434344443 20000000
D70B59 43344433333443445455334113321044 30000000
070B59 44334443433344454455334224421144 40000000
B0700400200600100400509990803000500505080100030120010120600090100200000500000005
BO70002013017001000013630053363080000 60000000
072B45 (082534142AAMA2122 2104IN B19B19B17 10000000
072B45 10DSB4 433434444431433443433434344434433244 443344433434334 20000000
072B4%5  44554555555544555555444234431154 3oon0000
07 2Rac AT ASANAY L4447 LTV R0440,3447%Y1( 4 400000
6220700 00600000100405000707800060020510005001006G0CHTUOD0ULIAC *40020000500000007
B0O72001006017000000005770023683010000 6000000C
073G1Y 072614042HWVP132% 16091L G12BO8 10000000
073G19 10DSH4 444324444434444144434444414434444444 444444444444444 20000000
073G19 34344443433443444444344224321144 30000000
073G19 34544443344444435334434233321135 40000000
GN7302000501000001002N490070200030040574008003005001002F420070160070050500000007
G073017175210052000041770045420035C2 60000000
075G16 0B1433B3BRSMAL3220 '9M10v (1T7R14GTL (AL
075G16 09EDK2 3323%42233242224243°144323.434207, -« _ehgoonr
075G16 434433333334334934443334..62) U4 e a0Om
075G1€6 33444344433234445434334, 1352047 40000000
GD75010005020000040060ﬂ900401SOC‘OOAOE140140L7HFBOUUUC3556007008UUOUO70500000005
607503501000000000003577006463000000C 60000000
079G03 070934039DRPST1121ET0O703AR B12G04 1000000C
079G03 10HSR3 423434442444432444423444434434432444 443444434 44444 20000000
079G03 33344334444443454444334244430144 3ooooo0cC
079G03 33344334444354444454342233430155 40000000
607907002002000001OOBO5000500300600005060060030020050035490075130100020500000005
G079035047048017000018700058140001035 60000000
0B83G02 070634040TEOB1127GA17100K B12G05 10000000
083G02 10ENC2 214323143144141444231143334244213432 20000000
083G02 222314322331222234223222223410014 30000000
083G02 21413231312121344213332111111023 40000000
GOBSO1000003000000007042004018001002052501201501200150605700701ODOOOOOOSOOOUOOOS
GNB3041041041041001017770052187012012 60000000
087835 O0B1334245TEEN1129TY1806MI B15B13 10000000

0B7B35 09ESS2 442442112123332232243332323322222333 443444334444444 20000000
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087835 34444343444444455425334233330 44 30000000
087B35 40000000
B0870300301200000100605000500700400005050080010020020070490105150050080500000005
B0OB7000001001000000002630052280000140 60000000
088G11 073113733HWBP1122CC0904PA BD7B04GO1T 10000000
088G11 10EJC2 312334222433321424333424332433333323 43 4443 4433 44 20000000
088G11 44555554454444545455344233321144 30000000
088G11 44555455453543555445444234321135 40000000
G08B0200050300000100704500200800700005160060015030005100560120040020150500000005
G08B003018000005000007700108210010070 60000000
090G57 081933B842BTMA1422 19030K G1BB16 10000000
090GS7 OYWRW? 24244424244448424484441414442414447244 2000000¢C
QQUGF -  S45444344434A3R434474334228R4°0448 2000000 °
GUOGE™ 5R62431447254484844448 434, 7 ¥ FT 400700CM
GCa000000LN61000020070560035260070 <'512006000H40LL007023500901103 :OOOOSOOUUOOO—
G09000300102201300001377001356000000¢ 60000000
092G48 0B2713535HWP(2222FT1405LA B11G0O7 10000000
092G48 10EKL4 232433332431332434332334334324222334 443444434444444 20000000
092G4B 43532444443443455445434235521144 30000000
092G4B 53443454443443555545444224311055 40000000
G09201000005000000207049201400600400205130090010030000110560060200240000500000005
G092002017001002000012770053298050017 e6ncoooon
102G08 0716339410BMG2122LL20120K BO7 10000000
102G0B 1DESR3 343434443331443444343334343434333333 44 3433 4433 44 20000000
102G08B 44544444454444455445444255531144 30000000
102G0B 34443344444443455455434455551145 40000000
G102020010050010010080050090250140110521008008002004012042012012030014050000000%
G102000018042000000017770058140000070 60000000
103B24 082423639SE0B3322CC14040K B12G07 10000000
103B24 10ESR3 344444343244332444343334411434333444 20000000
103B24 44434444344434555455334225421154 30000000
103B24 3443333444444 555455334225320154 40000000
B10d120020030000010070490070010010070521014005008002007063007005007OOJOSOOOUOUUS
8103001010021006000033770035507000000 60000000
110G27 0B1533636AAAA1122CG1605 G12 10000000
110G27 09DLG3 233333232433232333332333333333232333 444444444444444 20000000
T10GIT 44444324455 544%4adr53443%5331054 3onoo000
TtULLT 445534444544434454454447°5547 01F 4nnneou”
h’1002005004003001OOJU4ZOOJU1QUUJOU3050600500ZUOSUOAUU7049007UUHOHRU035500000u0-
G110035005012005000045770073312000000 6000001
116642 082334646DREC1122P118065A G15G14G0¢C 10000000
116G42 10EAD4 342434442134442334333332443323232333 423443234432344 20000000
116G42 43334433242423445445334223311044 3J00un0t¢
116G42 43543433343423454455084423%421154 40000nor
6'1601001007002014010049000425007010051000400300300°00704540400600300605%0000000F
G11600001800001200004470004717300001% , 600000
118650 08241424 ¢HWVP12BGE 7070 10000200
118G5C 10HLBR 44444444434443444444443484444844648484444 44484444448444444 2000000¢
118650 435343245473433534435334113200023 30000004
118G50 33434333543434444445334233430144 40000000
G118015005040005010070500040080070030525007007004000009049008021016005050000000%
G118105026027015000081840140695000070 60000000
122G59 07291444BHWAC2272 S2511AL 024822800 1000000¢C
122G59 11EKLA 323424313434213424333324342234223334 4444444443444444 20000000
122G59 34454555444543555555454215211154 3200000(
122G59 34334443443434455445344235511154 40000000
G12201000005000006005056014007008000051501200000200200905600701500100005000GC005
G122013070000006000007770044630000000 60000000
126B15 07291444BHWAC2272 S25101R G24B22G1 10000000
126B15 10EJS3 344314244434313424432432343434233434 34 4444 4444 44 20000000
126B15 34454555444543555555454215211154 3000000¢C
126B15 34334443443434455445344235511154 40000000
B1260100000500000600505601400700800005150120000020020090560070150010000500000005
B126012016000006000018770037 175000000 60000000
128838 0B82434041RESG4322RR1BO2NY B16G11 10000000

128838 10EVBA 442444443444422444434444414444443444 431444314443144 20000000
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128B38 45354535354555555555444235521154 30000000
128B38 44353554444433455555444245431154 40000000
B1280000001200001001004002500400400005070320030240010200480210090400120500000005
B128023013017006000022700093850140000 60000000
129B09 070113434HWEN1121 12010K GO7BOS 10000000
129B09 10DCR3 244342444123112233343323344323233323 44 434414443442 20000000
129B09 24343423333224444444334233421144 30000000
129B09 4333333333344344443434323343 44 40000000
B1290300100800100200704300800800700205210070035070010070560070070070030500000005
B*29017140010018006023630063490012000 6000000C
131G52 0B1914142HWRA112Z M1500IN G12B09GO1 10000000
131G52 10DSB4 44334443413444124443323333414,434343 443444434444344 20000001
121657 444434334444 2444444553342°432171°5¢2 300000040
131652 44443344434433444445,334214a420144 ' 4000000C
:131020010040000030060490100040100050520008001700800100606500600:3050000050000000%
G121018053000012000012700023%170201035 60000000
183G28 082114042NUBA3228GT17170K B13G07 10000000
183628 10DJH4 23333233223333232333333723332232323323 313323333222332 20000000
183G28 34435344 44333434444333224331044 30000000
183G28 33443434334433355445444224421154 40000000
G1830100100200000200804201400700200205°40120010120070090560030100180030500000005
G18301707000601200005877002645810504° 6000000G
208B58 0B2214345HWMAR122CCL1904NE G177 «RGi: 10000000
208B58 10EMBA4 43444444424434424434444 44444144444 20000000
208B58 3454 44 5 454455445544433541" 44 30000000
208B58 24444444444434544454332334321144 40000000
B208020000100000010050500070210000000507014000021002007056007010000000050000000%,
B20B8000040007002000028840041142000000 60000000
210B13 0B0424744TEEN3228 1907DE B15B09 10000000
210B13 11DAS4 444444444144334344313244444443444444 444434444344443 20000000
210B13 43344444444544554445334345441154 30000000
210B13 43243534344433454555334345431154 40000000
B2100400201200000201004501002200700605350080000300010070420070200210080500000005
B210006005010005000016700037052000005 60000000
253B32 081814040HWFM31221G1401N 1000000C
253B32 10EBWX 444444444444444444444444444444444444 333344423434334 20000000
254B32 455544523554544555455%434.23%44° 154 30000001
JRABI. 0 4323243440545 4455545543° 441104 400000
B253050070250030030100560100210000030510007001008200250604000404500500005000000L5
B25301902900900000000570004778800000¢6 60000000
268B27 081713434HW 332BCC1301FL 10000000
268B27 09ESS2 334444244434343434324434444444333443 42441424413244) 20000000
’68B27 44555555553444555545334344431154 30000000
26HBBZ7 435535543344344444554 4234321155 40000006
5_680400101600000300705600701600700005170000015C5000010060004520042002050000000%
B«6P00100300900200003577005252800500%9 6000000¢
275B'4 0B0424744TEFN322¢ 19L7DE B15B1( 100000
275814 QODJKZ 42432342222 122142433324432482242224R] 4t4444645344484aa0¢L 20000007
275814 A43344444444544554445334345447154 2000000L
275B14 432435343444334545552334345431154 40009000:

B2750400201200000201004501002200700605350080000300010070420070200210080500000005%
BZ75006005010070000014630N03119300000¢ 6000000C



VARIABLE

WMDC
WMAE
WMDS
WMDCH
TOTWDASC

37
36
37
37
37

S0
9
40
14
114

PEARSON

ANALYSIS

MEAN STD DEV
05405405 5 98584416
44444444 1 91899445
10810811 4 78878194
51351351 3 13246106
29729730 13 07003542

CORRELATION COEFFICIENTS / PROB

TOTWDASC
WIFES TOTAL DYADIC ADJ SCALE

FOR RITA KUKURA
SUM

1852 00000000
340 00000000
1484 00000000
537 00000000
4229 00000000

> |R| UNDER HO RHO=0 /
WMDC WMAE
O 88956 O 78822 O 8

0 0001 O 000t o
37 36

11 49 THURSDAY,
MINIMUM

30 00000000
4 00000000
25 0CO00000
7 00000000
71 00000000

NUMBER OF OBSERVATIONS
wWMDS WMDCH
8753 O 61630

0001 O 0001
37 37

JANUARY 18,

€0
12
47
20
134

1990 4
MAXIMUM

00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000

A



ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA 11 49 THURSDAY, JANUARY 18, 1980 S

VARIABLE N MEAN STD DEV SUM MINIMUM MAXIMUM
HMDC 36 46 86111111 5 81440265 1687 OCO00000 27 0000CO00 57 00000000
HMAE 35 9 00000000 2 00000000 315 00000000 4 00000000 12 00000000
HMDS 36 40 55555556 4 44293625 1460 00000000 27 00000000 47 00000000
HMDCH 36 14 55555556 3 44295923 524 00000000 5 0000C000 24 00000000
TOTHDASC 36 111 11111111 12 94113658 4000 00000000 63 00000000 129 00000000

PEARSON CORRELATION COEFFICIENTS / PROB > |R| UNDER HO RHO=0 / NUMBER OF OBSERVATIONS

HMDC HMAE HMDS HMDCH

TOTHDASC 0 86923 O 74320 O 88431 O 68087
FATHERS TOTAL DYADIC ADJ SCALE 0 000t 0O 0001 O 000t 0O 0001
36 35 36 36

(!



VARIABLE

SMSCH
SMsC2
SMSC3
SMsC4
SMSCS
SMSC6
D1A
DiB
DiC
D1D
D1E
D2
D3

D4

DS

D6

D7

o
HBNHLOVONWON4+NWWWNWQW

-

COMPARISON OF CHILD’S HARTER SCALES TO FATHER’S USE OF TIME

MEAN

07723577
08349593
89024390
24796748
14634146
48373984
93902438
42682927
63414634
70731707
79756098
58536585
892439024
39756088
87804878
46341463
12195122

\

-

AL ORUNUIaheNO00000O0

ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA

STD DEV

65095823
54524304
64507725
51656175
56173728
47697670
71614415
56349359
62469511
71017400
52722751
66557857
92940023
03226269
61506591
47268130
37650030

126

SUM

16666667
83333333
50000000
16666667
00000000
83333333
50000000
50000000
00000000
00000000
70000000
00000000
90000000
30000000
00000000
00000000
00000000

0000000 =+0O0NNN4N~

13 32 THURSDAY,

MINIMUM

66666667
00000000
66666667
00000000
33333333
33333333
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000

JANUARY 18,

1830

MAXIMUM

00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
90000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000

5

el



VARIABLE

SMSCH1
SMsSC2
SMSC3
SMsc4
SMSCS
SMsC6
M1A
MiB
MiC
MiD
M1{E
M2

M3

M4

MS

M6

M7

WM W

-

b3
COR2a~NWONWW

- -
awN

COMPARISON OF CHILD'S HARTER SCALES TO MOTHER'’S USE OF TIME

MEAN

07723577
09349593
89024380
24796748
14634146
48373984
70731707
21951220
18292683
90243902
52439024
06097561
46341463
26829268
14634146
14634146
04878049

-

NRENWOW-NWN-000000

ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA

STD DEV

65095823
54524304
64507725
51656175
56173729
47697670
65813858
53495817
99805593
62169561
29880339
04794013
87157698
77176610
85990132
04557043
19444654

126
126
118
133
128
142
726
419
130
324
62
330
2028
338
498
539
207

SUM

16666667
83333333
S0000000
16666667
00000000
83333333
00000000
00000000
S0000000
00000000
50000000
50000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000

13 32 THURSDAY,

N
OONMNWHAENOOOQUNNN =N~

MINIMUM

66666667
00000000
66666667
00000000
33333333
33333333
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
50000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000

JANUARY 18,

hAbhbbhbh

60
32
20
30

20
65

35
S0
40

1890

MAXIMUM

00000000
00000000
CO000000
00000000
00000000
G0000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000

7

vh1



VARIABLE

SMSCH
SMSC2
SMSC3
SMSC4
SMSCS
SMSC6
C1A
ciB
cic
c1D
CiE
c2

c3

c4

cs
c6

c7

<

H
LN AN aNO 22N WWWN W

COMPARISON OF CHILD’S HARTER SCALES TO CHILD’S USE OF TIME

MEAN

07723577
09349593
89024390
24796748
14634146
48373984
38780488
48780488
77073171
01463415
02185122
76585366
87804878
86341463
98292683
26829268
59512195

0000

N
NBANN20-2WW-00

ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA

STD DEV

65095823
545243504
64507725
51656175
56173729
47697670
88284295
54275282
37159042
48804586
08620861
899894865
67201122
84123750
81307017
48137473
80124537

126
126
118
133
129
142

56
102

41

113
2947
240
1721
93
65

SUM

16666667
83333333
S0000000
16666667
00000000
83333333
90000000
00000000
60000000
60000000
80000000
40000000
00000000
40000000
30000000
00000000
40000000

o
OQO0OU—=+NOOOOOONNN =N~

13 32 THURSDAY,

MINIMUM

66666667
00000000
66666667
00000000
33333333
33333333
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
20000000
00000000
30000000
20000000
00000000
00000000

JANUARY 18,

Abhbhboh

1980 3

MAXIMUM

00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
50000000
S0000000
00000000
00000000
60000000
10000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
10000000
00000000

71
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HARTER’S SELF-PERCEPTION PROFILE

DEFINITIONS

A}

Scholastic Competence contains school-related items. The
items tap the child’s perception of competence or
ability within the realm of scholastic performance.

Social Acceptance contains the degree to which the child is
accepted by peers or feels poplular. The items tap the
degree to which one has friends, feels one is popular,
and feels that most kids like them.

Athletic Competence contain items that tap content relevant
to sports and outdoor games.

Physical Appearance contains items that tap the degree to
which the child is happy with the way he/she looks,
likes one’s height, weight, body, face, air, and feels
that he/she is good-looking.

Behavioral Conduct contains items that tap the degree to
which children like the way they behave, do the right
thing,-act the way they are supposed to, avoid getting
into trouble, and do the things they are supposed to
do.

Global Self-Worth contains items that tap the extent to

which the child likes oneself as a person, is happy



the way one

is

leading one’s life,

happy with the way one is.

and

147

is generally
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ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA,

oes ID SMSC1 S1 S7 S13 S18 S25 S31
1 5 3 00000 3 4 3 3 3 2
2 8 3 66667 4 4 3 4 4 3
3 9 2 50000 2 2 4 2 2 3
4 34 3 66667 3 4 4 3 4 4

5 35 2 00000 2 2 2 2 2 2
6 38 2 00000 2 2 1 2 3 2
7 42 1 66667 1 1 2 2 2 2
8 49 3 50000 4 4 4 3 4 2
] 50 3 50000 3 3 4 3 4 4
10 53 2 66667 2 2 3 3 3 3
11 57 3 33333 4 2 3 4 3 4
12 62 3 16667 3 4 3 3 3 3
13 63 2 83333 3 3 3 3 3 2
14 68 2.66667 2 4 2 3 2 3
15 69 3 16667 3 3 3 3 4 3
16 70 4 00000 4 4 4 4 4 4
17 72 3 83333 4 4 4 4 3 4
18 73 4 00000 4 4 4 4 4 4
19 75 2.33333 3 2 2 3 2 2
20 78 4 00000 4 4 4 4 4 4
21 83 1 83333 2 1 1 2 3 2
22 87 2.50000 4 1 3 2 3 2
23 88 2 83333 3 2 3 3 3 3
24 S0 3 33333° 2 2 4 4 4 4
25 Q2 2 66667 2 3 3 3 3 2
26 102 3.33333 3 4 4 3 3 3
27 103 3 16667 3 3 3 3 4 3
28 110 2 33333 2 2° 2 3 3 2
29 116 3 33333 3 4 4 3 4 2
30 118 4 00000 4 4 4 4 4 4
31 122 2 66667 3 3 2 3 3 2
32 126 2 83333 3 2 3 4 3 2
33 128 4 00000 4 4 4 4 4 4
34 128 2.50000 2 4 1 3 3 2
35 131 3 83333 4’ 4 4 4 '3 4
36 183 2 66667 2 3 3 3 3 2
37 208 3 16667 4 4 3 3 4 1
38 210 3 66667 4 4 3 3 4 4
39 253 4 00000 4 4 4 4 4 4
40 268 3 00000 3 2 3 3 4 3
41 275 3 00000 4 4 2 3 3 2
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ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA

0BS 1D SMSC2 S2 S8 S14 S20 S26 S32

1 5 3 16667 3 3 4 3 3 ‘'3

2 8 3 00000 3 2 4 3 4 2

3 S 2 66667 4 3 3 1 2 3

4 34 2 66667 4 3 3 2 2 2

5 35 3 16667 3 3 3 3 4 3

6 38 2 00000 4 1 1 2 1 3

7 42 2 33333 4 3 1 2 2 2

8 49 3 50000 3 4 4 3 3 4

S 50 3 16667 4 3 3 4 3 2
10 53 2.83333 3 3 4 3 2 2
11 57 2 50000 2 2 1 4 4 2
12 62 3 66667 3 4 4 4 4 3
13 63 3 00000 3 3 1 4 4 3
14 68 3 66667 4 4 4 2 4 4
15 69 3 16667 3 4 3 3 3 3
16 70 4 00000 4 4 4 4 4 4
17 72 3 33333 3 4 3 3 4 3
18 73 3 33333 4 4 4 3 1 4
19 75 2 16667 3 2 2 1 3 2
20 79 2 83333 2 4 3 2 3 3
21 83 2 66667 1 4 4 3 3 1
22 87 2 66667 4 1 3 4 2 2
23 88 2 33333 1 2 2 3 3 3
24 S0 4 00000 ) 4 4 4 4 4
25 82 2 83333 3 3 3 3 3 2
26 102 3 83333 4 4 4 4 4 3
27 103 3 16667 4 4 3 4 1 3
28 110 3 00000 3 3 3 3 3 3
29 116 3 66667 4 4 4 3 4 3
30 118 3 83333 4 4 3 4 4 4
31 122 2 16667 2 1 1 3 4 2
32 126 3 16667 4 4 1 3 4 3
33 128 3 00000 4 4 2 3 1 4
34 129 3.33333 4 4 1 4 4 3
35 131 3 33333 4 3 4 3 3 3
36 183 3 00000 3 3 3 3 3 3
37 208 3 83333 3 4 4 4 4 4
38 210 3 33333 4 4 3 1 4 4
39 253 4 00000 4 4 4 4 4 4
40 268 3 33333 3 4 4 2 4 3
41 275 2.16667 2 2 2 3 2 2
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ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA

0BS ID SMSC3 S3 S9 S1i5 S21 S27 S33
{ S 3 00000 3 3 3 3 3 3
2 8 2 33333 2 4 1 2 3 2
3 9 3 16667 2 3 4 4 4 2
4 34 3.16667 4 4 2 3 3 3
5 35 2 00000 1 2 2 2 3 2
6 38 3 00000 4 1 3 3 4 3
7 42 2 50000 4 i 1 2 3 4
8 49 2 16667 2 3 2 2 2 2
9 50 2 83333 4 1 2 4 4 2
10 53 1 83333 1 2 2 2 2 2
11 57 2 00000 3 1 2 2 2 2
12 62 3 33333 3 4 3 3 4 3
13 G3 3 00000 3 2 3 3 4 3
14 68 3 33333 3 4 2 3 4 4
15 69 3 16667 3 4 3 3 4 2
16 70 4 00000 4 4 4 4 4 4
17 72 3 33333 3 4 3 3 4 3
18 73 4 00000 4 4 4 4 4 4
19 75 2 16667 2 3 2 1 2 3
20 73 2 66667 3 2 2 3 4 2
21 83 2 66667 4 3 1 1 4 3
22 87 2 33333 2 2 2 3 3 2
23 83 2 16667 2 2 1 3 2 3
24 90 1 66667 2 2 2 1 2 1
25 92 2 33333 2 2 2 2 4 2
26 102 3 00000 3 3 3 3 3 3
27 103 2.66667 4 3 2 3 1 3
28 110 2 33333 3 2 2 2 3 2
29 116 2 33333 2 2 2 3 3 2
30 118 4 00000 4 4 4 4 4 4
31 122 2 83333 3 3 3 3 2 3
32 126 3 16667 4 4 3 2 3 3
33 128 3 00000 2 3 2 4 4 3
34 129 3 33333 4 4 2 3 4 3
35 131 3 00000 3 4 1 3 4 3
36 183 2 50000 3 2 2 3 3 2
37 208 4 .00000 4 4 4 4 4 4
38 210 3 83333 4 4 4 3 4 4
39 253 4 00000 4 4 4 4 4 4
40 2G8 3 66667 4 4 3 4 4 3
41 275 2 66667 4 2 1 3 4 2
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ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA

0BS ID SMSC4 S4 S10 S16 S22 S28 S34

1 S 3 33333 3 4 4 3 3 3

2 8 3 16667 3 1 4 4 4 3

3 9 3 50000 4 3 4 4 4 2

4 34 3 00000 2 4 4 4 2 2

5 35 3 00000 3 2 3 3 4 3

6 38 2 66667 3 1 3 3 3 3

7 42 2 50000 2 4 2 3 1 3

8 49 3 16667 3 4 3 3 3 3

9 - 50 2 33333 3 1 4 1 4 1
10 53 2 66667 3 2 2 3 3 3
11 57 3 83333 4 3 4 4 4 4
12 62 3 50000 3 4 4 3 4 3
13 63 3 50000 4 3 4 3 4 3
14 68 2.83333 4 1 4 2 2 )
15 63 3 50000 3 3 4 4 4 3
16 70 3 83333 4 3 4 4 4 4
17 72 3 66667 4 4 4 4 4 2
18 73 3 33333 3 4 1 4 4 4
19 75 3 33333 3 3 4 4 4 2
20 79 4 00000 4 4 4 4 4 4
21 83 2 50000 3 1 4 1 2 4
22 87 2 66667 4 1 2 3 3 3
23 88 3 66667 3 4 4 4 4 3
24 90 3 66667 4 4 4 4 4 2
25 92 3 50000 4 4 4 3 3 3
26 102 3 50000 4 3 4 3 4 3
27 103 3 50000 4 2 4 3 4 4
28 110 3 16667 3 4 3 3 3 3
28 116 2 83333 4 1 3 3 3 3
30 118 3 83333 4 3 4 4 4 4
31 122 3 33333 4 4 4 3 2 3
32 126 3 83333 3 4 4 4 4 4
33 128 4 00000 4 4 4 4 4 4
34 129 2 50000 3 1 2 3 3 3
35 131 2 00000 3 1 2 2 1 3
36 183 2 66667 3 2 3 3 2 3
37 208 3 33333 4 2 2 4 4 4
38 210 3 00000 4 i 3 2 4 4
39 253 4 00000 4 4 4 4 4 4
40 268 4 00000 4 4 4 4 4 4
41 275 3 00000 3 2 4 2 3 4
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ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA \

0BS 1D SMSC5 S5 S11 S17 $23 S29 S35
1 5 2 33333 3 3 2 2 2 )
2 8 3 83333 4 3 4 4 4 4
3 9 2 33333 2 1 3 2 3 3
4 34 3 83333 4q 4 4 4 4 3
5 35 3 00000 3 3 3 3 3 3
6 as 2.50000 3 2 3 2 2 3
7 42 3 33333 4 3 4 2 4 3
8 49 2.50000 3 3 3 2 2 2
9 50 3 83333 4 4 4 3 4 4
10 53 3.83333 4 3 4 4 4 4
i1 57 2 33333 4 2 2 2 2 2
12 62 2 83333 3 3 3 3 2 3
13 63 2.50000 3 2 3 2 2 3
14 68 3 00000 1 2 4 3 4 4
15 69 3 66G67 4 3 4 4 4 3
16 70 3 33333 3 3 4 3 4 3
17 72 3 33333 3 3 4 3 3 4
18 73 3 33333 2 3 4 4 3 4
19 75 2 83333 3 2 2 4 3 3
20 79 3 66667 3 4 4 4 3 4
21 83 3 50000 2 4 4 4 4 3
22 87 2 83333 4 2 3 3 2 3
23 88 2 50000 3 3 2 2 3 2
24 90 3 00000 4 4 4 1 1 4
25 92 2 83333 3 3 3 3 2 3
26 102 3.16667 3 3 4 3 3 3
27 103 3 66667 4 4 4 3 3 4
28 110 3.00000 3 3 3 3 3 3
29 116 2 83333 3 3 3 3 2 3
30 118 3 83333 4 4 4 3 4 4
31 122 2 50000 2 3 2 2 3 3
32 126 2 50000 1 3 2 3 3 3
33 128 4 00000 4 4 4 4 4 4
34 129 2 50000 4 2 3 2 2 2
35 131 3.66667 4 3 4 3 4 4
36 183 2 66667 3 3 2 3 2 3
37 208 3 83333 4 4 q 4 3 4
38 210 4 .00000 4 4 4 4 4 4
39 253 4 00000 4 4 4 4 4 4
40 268 3.50000 4 3 3 3 4 4
41 275 2.50000 2 2 2 4 2 3
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ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA 10 49
0BS 1D SMSC6 s6 S12 s18 S24 S30 S36
1 5 3 16667 3 2 4 4 3 3
2 8 3 83333 3 4 4 4 4 4

3 9 3 33333 4 3 4 2 4 31
4 34 4 00000 4 4 4 4 4 4
5 35 3 50000 4 3 3 a4 4 3
6 3s 2 83333 3 2 4 2 2 4
7 42 2 66667 2 3 2 3 3 3
8 49 2 83333 2 3 3 3 3 3
9 50. 3 50000 4 3 4 4 3 3
10 53 2 83333 3 4 3 2 2 3
11 57 4 00000 4 4 4 4 4 4
12 62 3 16667 3 3 3 4 3 3
13 63 3 16667 4 2 3 4 3 3
14 68 3 83333 4 4 4 .4 3 4
15 69 3 83333 4 4 4 4 4 3
16 70 3.83333 4 4 3 4 4 4
17 72 3 33333 4 1 3 4 4 4
18 73 4 00000 4 4 4 4 4 4
19 75 3 83333 4 4 4 3 4 4
20 79 4 00000 | 4 4 4 4 4 4
21 83 3 33333 3 4 4 3 4 2
22 87 2 33333 2 3 2 2 2 3
23 88 3 50000 4 3 4 4 3 3
24 90 4 00000 4 4 4 4 4 4
25 92 3 33333 3 1 4 4 4 4
26 102 3 33333 4 1 4 4 4 3
27 103 4 00000 4 4 4 4 4 4
28 110 3 00000 3 3 3 3 3 3
29 116 3 33333 4 4 4 2 3 3
30 118 4 00000 4 4 4 4 4 4
31 122 4 00000 4 4 4 4 4 4
32 126 3 66667 4 4 4 2 4 4
33 128 4.00000 a4 4 4 4 - 4 4
34 129 2 83333 2 3 3 3 3 3
35 131 3 33333 4 4 4 3 2 3
36 183 2 66667 2 3 3 2 3 3
37 208 4 00000 4 4 4 4 4 4
38 210 3 83333 4 4 4 4 3 4
39 253 4 00000 4 4 4 4 4 4
40 268 3 83333 4 4 4 4 4 3
41 275 3.00000 3 1 4 4 4 2
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Explanatory Note

Appendix F - 1
Contains selected Pearson Correlations.
Appendix F - 2

Contains selected analysis of variances.

Note: Definitions of subscales are located in

Appendix E.



VARIABLE

WMDC
WMAE
WMDS
WMDCH
TOTWDASC

VARIABLE

HMOC
HMAE
HMDS
HMDCH
TOTHDASC

37
36
37

37

36
35
36
36
36

MEAN

S0 05405405
9 44444444
40 10810811
14 51351351
114 238729730

WWh-a

ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA

STD DEV SUM
98584416 1852 COCO0000
91899445 340 OOO00000
78878194 1484 00000000
13246106 S37 00000000
07003542 4229 00000000

11 49 THURSDAY, JANUARY 18,

MINIMUM

30 00000000
4 00000000
25 00000000
7 00000000
71 00000000

PEARSON CORRELATION COEFFICIENTS / PROB > |R| UNDER HO RHO=0 / NUMBER OF OBSERVATIONS

TOTWDASC

WIFES TOTAL DYADIC ADJ SCALE

MEAN

46 86111111
9 00000000
40 55555556
14 55555556
111 11111111

S
2
4
3
2

WMDC WMAE wWMDS WMDCH

O 88956 O 78822 O B8753 O 61630

0 000t 0 0001 0 0001 0 0001
37 36 37 37
ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA 11 49 THURSDAY,

STD DEV SUM MINIMUM
91440265 1687 00000000 27 00000000
00000000 315 00000000 4 00000000
44293625 1460 00000000 27 00000000
44295923 524 00000000 5 00000000
94113658 4000 00000000 63 00000000

PEARSON CORRELATION COEFFICIENTS / PROB > |R| UNDER HO RHO=0O / NUMBER OF OBSERVATIONS

TOTHDASC
FATHERS TOTAL DYADIC ADJ SCALE

HMDC HMAE

HMDS HMDCH

0 86923 O 74320 O 8849t%f O 68087

[s}elele} ] O 0001 o
36 35

0001 O 0001
36 36

JANUARY

60
12
47
20
134

18,

57
12
47
24
129

1990 4
MAXIMUM

00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000

1980 5
MAXIMUM

00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000

961



VARIABLE

WMDC
WMAE
wMDS
WMDCH
TOTWDASC
HMDC
HMAE
HMDS
HMDCH
TOTHDASC

a1
41
at
41
41
40
40
40
40
40

COMPARISON
MEAN

49 33024390
9 36585366
40 19512195%
14 41463415
113 36585366
3 59632284
2 27916667
4 07166667
2 93000000
110 27500000

LoooOoONWA -G

ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA
OF HUSBAND AND WIFE'S DYADIC SCALES

STD DEV

99532338
94622837
58377308
21695205
69794491
43485557
49338574
42800497
67108790
04427864

2025
384
1648
591
4648
143
g1
162
117
4411

SUM

00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
85291375
16666667
86666667
20000000
00000000

13 48 THURSDAY,

MINIMUM

30 00000000
4 00000000
25 00000000
7 00000000
71 00000000
2 07692308
00000000
2 70000000
00000000
63 00000000

PEARSON CORRELATION COEFFICIENTS / PROB > |R| UNDER HO RHO=O / NUMBER OF OBSERVATIONS

HMDC
HUS DYADIC CONCENSUS SUBSCALE

HMAE
HUS AFFECTIONAL EXPRESSION SU

HMDS
HUS DYADIC SATISFACTION SUBSC

HMDCH
HUS DYADIC COHESION SUBSCALE

TOTHDASC
FATHERS TOTAL DYADIC ADJ SCA

BSCALE

ALE

LE

WMDC

O 47755
0 0018
40

0 22239
O 1678
40

0O 52455
O 0005
40

0 44968
0 0036
40

0O 53842
O 0003
40

WM

0 403
0 00

O 488
0 00

0 445
0 00

0 323
O 04

O 497
0 00

AE WMDS
58 0 56373
98 0 0002
40 a0
44 0 51248
14 0 0007
40 40
29 0 74855
40 0 000
40 40
91 0 52747
15 0 0005
40 40
51 0 75164
11 0 0001
40 40

WMDCH

0 28050
0 0690
40

O 41091
0 0084
40

O 43128
0 0055
40

O 35648
O 0240
40

0 42143
O 0068
40

TOTWDASC

O 56353
0 0002
40

O 46776
0 0023
40

0 69442
0 000t
40

O 54201
0 0003
40

0 70745
0 0001
40

JANUARY 12,

1989 1

MAXTMUM

00000000
00000000
00000000
00C00000
000CO000
38461538
00000000
70000000
80000000
CCO00000

LS1



VARIABLE

SMSCH
SMsC2
SMsC3
SMsc4
SMSCS
SMSC6
HMDC
HMAE
HMDS
HMDCH
TOTHDASC

21
21
21
21
21
21
20
19
20

20

ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA
COMPARISON OF CHILD'S HARTER SCALES WITH FATHER’S DYADIC
BY TIME FATHER SPENT WITH FAMILY

TIME=A
MEAN STD DEV
2 96031746 O 66438100 62
3 04761905 O 48632082 64
2 81746032 O 56496008 59
3 13492063 O 51537216 65
3 18253968 O 52148561 ‘ 66
3 40476190 O 53377858 A
45 95000000 6 56525944 919
8 42105263 1 98080298 160
39 30000000 4 87852437 786
t4 25000000 3 16019653 28S
108 10000000 14 57792130 2162

PEARSON CORRELATION COEFFICIENTS / PROB > |R| UNDER HO RHO=0

SMsC1t

HMDC 0 24797
HUS DYADIC CONCENSUS SUBSCALE O 2918
20

HMAE -0 03718
HUS AFFECTIONAL EXPRESSION SUBSCALE O 8799
19

HMDS 0 16191
HUS DYADIC SATISFACTION SUBSCALE 0 4953
20

HMDCH 0 38151
HUS DYADIC COHESION SUBSCALE 0 0970
20

TOTHDASC O 23086
FATHERS TOTAL DYADIC ADJ SCALE 0O 3275
20

SUM

16666667
00000000
16666667
83333333
83333333
50000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000

SMSC2 SMSC3 SMSC4

-0 12412 -0 10567 O 28405
O 6021 O 6575 O 2249
20 20 20

-0 12641 © 09682 O 18199
O 6061 0 6933 O 4559
19 i9 19

-0 17363 -0 19710 O 23746
O 4641 O 4049 O 3134
20 20 20

O 10744 O 07692 O 23750
O 6521 0 7472 O 3133
20 20 20

-0 10273 ~0 07316 O 25841
0 6665 O 7592 0 2713
20 20 20

-
w

32 THURSDAY,

MINIMUM

66666667
16666667
16666667

00000000
50000000
33333333

00000000

00000000

00000000

00000000

00000000

N

]
UINABNNDODNON -

(9]
w

/ NUMBER OF OBSERVATIONS

_sMscs SMSC6

0 15213 © 33177
0 5220 0 1530
20 20

-0 13918 O 06303
O 5699 0 7977
19 19

O 04353 O 15715
O 8554 0 5082
20 20

~0 00525 O 10417
O 9825 O 6621
20 20

0 04507 O 21345
O 8503 O 3662
20 20

JANUARY 18,

1930 22

MAXIMUM

00000000
83333333
00000000
00000000
83333333
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000

861



ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA
COMPARISON OF CHILD'’S HARTER SCALES TO FATHER’S USE OF TIME

PEARSON CORRELATION COEFFICIENTS / PROB > |R| UNDER HO:RHO=0 / N

D1A

DiB

DiC

D1D

D1E

D2

D3

D4

DS

D6

D7

SMSCH1
0.28316
0.0728

-0.04753
0.7678

0.10374
0.5186

0.04327
0.7882

0.16843
0.2825

0.09137
0.5689

0.15982
0.3182

0.12467
0.4374

-0.22742
0.1527

0.11763
0.4639

0.11914
0.4581

SMSC2
O 08820
0.5413

0 02044
0.83980

0.25846
0.1028

0.11498
0.4741

-0.08371
0.6028

0.00882
0.9564

0.08224
0.6082

-0.08272
0.6071

0.17554
0.2723

-0.09851
0.5400

0.08012
0.5753

SMSC3
0.12450
0.4380

0.11371
0.47390

0.34086
0.0291

-0.03740
0.8164

-0.03186
0.8432

-0.10867
0.4948

0.23048
0.14714

0.05887
0.7142

-0.02241
0.8894

-0.03825
0.8123

0.00030
0.9985

SMSC4
0.02738
0.8651

0.06172
0.7015

0.08427
0.6004

-0.28604
0.0698

-0.14966
0.3503

-0.29287
0.0631

0.04499
0.7800

-0.11293
0.4821

O 02669
0.8684

-0.21148

0.1844"

-0.15235
0.3416

SMSCS
0.21764
0.1717

-0.06815
0.6720

0.18632
0.2434

0.17789
0.2656

0.27724
0.0793

0.21331
0.1806

0.06799
0.6727

0.05660
0.7252

-0.18495
0.2470

0.182895
0.2522

0.20079
0.2081

SMSC6

\

O 07801
0.6278

-0.25306
0.1104

-0.02732
0.8654

-0.11580
0.4708

0.13116
0.4137

0.00361
0.9821

0.17803
0 2654

0.00445
0.9780

-0.03722
0.8173

0.00362
0.9821

0.16232
O 3106

41

159



ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA
COMPARISON OF CHILD’S HARTER SCALES TO MOTHER’S USE OF TIME

PEARSON CORRELATION COEFFICIENTS / PROB > IRI UNDER HO:RHO=0 / N

M1A

M1B

MiC

MiD

M1E

M2

M3

M4

M5

M6

M7

SMSCH1
O 02611
O 8713

O 01005
0.8503

-0 14645
0.3609

0.12501
O 4361

O 15788
O 3242

0 13197
0 4108

-0.12179
0.4481

0.16105
0.3144

0 10686
0.5061

0.14775
0.3566

0.11038
0 4920

SMSC2
-0 14373
O 3700

-0 20289
O 2033

-0 05965
0.7110

-0 04889
0 7615

-0 00624
0 8691

0.17951
0.2614

O 01149
0.9431

-0.10773
0.5026

0.10562
0 5110

0.20655
0.1951

-0.01606
0 8206

SMSC3
O 13136
0.4130

0.12852
O 4232

0.02171
0.8928

Q.28581
0.0700

-0 11111
0.4892

O 09355
O 5607

0.04770
0.7671

0.10916
0.4869

0.40264
0.0091

0.05194
0.7471

-0.11194
0.48598

SMSC4

.

-0 05268
0.7436

0.11841
O 4608

0.05920
0.7131

-0 03815
O 8128

O 18328
0.2514

0.34478
0.0273

-0.03388
O 8334

0.20987
0.1879

0.35413
0.0231

~0 04016
0.8031

-0.17487
0.2741

SMSCS
-0 14854
0 3540

-0.13871
0.3871

=0.12075
0.4520

0.11534
0.4727

-0.05070
0.7529

0.00318
0.9843

0.14073
0.3802

0.09015
0.5751

-0.06065
0.7064

0.29454
0.0616

0.13016
O 4173

SMSC6

\

-0 00163
O 9919

0 05203
O 7466

-0 00059
0.9971

0 01904
0 9060

0 11500
0.4740

0 05802
0.7186

-0 03362
0.8347

0.17850
0.2641

O 06289
0.6961

0.03084
O 8482

-0.07687
0.6329

41
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ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA

13:32

COMPARISON OF CHILD'’S HARTER SCALES TO CHILD’S USE OF TIME

PEARSON CORRELATION COEFFICIENTS / PROB > |R| UNDER HO:RHO=0 / N

CiA

ciB

cicC

Cc1iD

C1E

c2

C3

C4

CS

(o151

c7

SMSCH
0.13915
0.3856

0.13086
0.4148

0.28456
0.0616

0 02461
0.8786

-0 24730
0.1180

0.11707
O 4660

-0.21082
0.1858

0.00282
0.8860

0.07340
0.6484

0.25186
0.1120

-0.03315
0.8370

SMSC2 SMSC3 SMSC4
0.07825 0.15908 O 12185
0.6267 0.3205 0.4479

0.06337 0.28163 -0.19753
0.6938 0.0744 0.2157

0.12007 0.31478 0.07556
0.4546 0.0450 0.6387

-0.08390 0.09938 -0.17125
0.6020 0.5364 0.2844

0.07904 0.08007 -0 29671
0.6233 0.6187 0.0596

0.16042 -0.01265 -0.04762
0.3164 0.9374 0.7675

0.05459 0.03090 0.11506
0.7346 0.8479 0.4738

0.05883 0.12103 0.23676
0.7149 0.4510 0.1361

-0.03930 0.04083 0.36234

0.8073 0.79998 0.0189

0.08327 -0.00729 -0.19415
0.6048 0.9639 0.2239

-0.06189 -0.10983 -0 14283
0.7007 0 4942 0.3730

SMSC5
0 22746
0.1526

-0.02567
0.8734

0.15830
0.3228

-0.05646
0.7258

-0.17657
0.2694

0.07507
O 6409

0.00231
0.9886

-0.07460
0.6430

0.03038
0.8505

0. 10004
0.5337

-0.03025
O 8511

SMsSCe

)
0.22804
0.1516

0 07040
0.6618

0.21983
0.1671

-0.05601
0.7280

-0.20086
0.2078

-0.08983
0.5765

0.00855
0.98577

0.02808
0.8617

0.20646
0.1953

-0.14723
O 3583

-0.35276
0.0237

41
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VARIABLE

TIME
HMOC
HMAE
HMDS
HMDCH
TOTHDASC

37
40
39
40
40
40

1
46
9
40
14
i1

PEARSON

COMPARISON OF FATHER’S DYADIC SCALES WITH AMOUNT OF TIME

MEAN

45945346
75000000
05128205
70000000
65000000
27500000

ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA

HE SPENT WITH FAMILY

STD DEV

0 50522792
5 64210363
1 93238309
4 26794853
3 35543852
12 32048014

54
1870
353
1628
586
4451

SUM

00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000

-

27
4
27
S
63

13 32 THURSDAY,

MINIMUM

00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000

CORRELATION COEFFICIENTS / PROB > |R| UNDER HO RHO=0 / NUMBER OF OBSERVATIONS

HMDC

HUS DYADIC CONCENSUS SUBSCALE®

HMAE

TIME

0 18473
0 2808
36

0 23000

HUS AFFECTIONAL EXPRESSION SUBSCALE 0 0910

HMDS

HUS DYADIC SATISFACTION SUBSCALE

HMDCH
HUS DYADIC COHESION SUBSCALE

TOTHDASC

FATHERS TOTAL DYADIC ADJ SCALE

35

0 29918
0 0763
36

0 07467
O 6652
36

O 24904
0 1430
36

JANUARY 18,

57
12
47
24
129

1890 21

MAXIMUM

00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000



VARIABLE

SMSC1
SMsSC2
SMSC3
SMSC4
SMSCS
SMSC6

41
41
41
a1
41
41

MEAN

07723577
09349593
89024390
24796748
14634146
48373984

[ANARANSEANA)
[eNeNeoNeoNeoNo]

PEARSON CORRELATION COEFFICIENTS / PROB > |R| UNDER HO RHO=0 / N = 41

SMSC 1
SCOLASTIC COMPETENCE SUBSCALE

SMSC2
SOCIAL ACCEPTENCE SUBSCALE

SMSC3
ATHLETIC COMPETENCE SUBSCALE

SMsC4
PHYSICAL APPEARENCE SUBSCALE

SMSCS
BEHAVIORAL CONDUCT SUBSCALE

SMSC6
GLOBAL SELF-WORTH SUBSCALE

ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA
COMPARISON OF CHILDREN’S HARTER SCALES

STD DEV

65095823
54524304
64507725
51656175
56173729
47697670

SMSCH
1 00000
0 0000

O 53872
O 0003

0 42752
O 00S3

O 43107
0 0049

O 48867
0 0012

O 54987
0 0002

SMSC2
0 53872
0 0003

1 00000
0 0000

O 44650
O 0034

0 24109
O 1289

O 35099
0 0244

O 27836
0 0780

126
126
118
133
129
142

SUM

16666667
83333333
50000000
16666667
00000000
83333333

SMSC3 SMSC4

0 42752 O 43107
0 0053 0 0049

O 44650 O 24109
O 0034 0.1289

1 00000 O 24002
0 0000 0 1307

0 24002 1 00000
0 1307 0 0000

0O 34823 0 02259
0 0257 O 8885

O 34614 O 58329
0 0266 0 0001

13 48 THURSDAY,

SMSCS
O 48867
0 0012

0 35099
0O 0244

O 34823
0 0257

0 02258
O 8885

1 00000
0 0000

0 44712
0 0034

NN - -

MINIMUM

66666667
00000000
66666667
00000000
33333333
33333333

SMSC6

0 54987
0 0002

0 27836 _

0 0780

O 34614
0 0266

O 58329
O 0001

O 44712
O 0034

1 00000
0 0000

JANUARY

12,

Hbabobh

19839 2

MAX IMUM

00000000

€91



VARIABLE

TMSCH
TMSC2
TMSC3
TMSC4
TMSCS

N

33
33
27
33
33

MEAN

62626263
48484848
30246914
83838384
57575758

VWLuwww

oooco

ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA
COMPARISON OF TEACHER'S HARTER SCALES

STD DEV

49129630
68764347
71017790
34481489
76500148

119
115

89
126
118

SUM

66666667
00000000
16666667
66666667
00000000

13 48 THURSDAY,

MINIMUM

2 33333333
2 00000000
1 00000000
3 00000000
1 00000000

PEARSON CORRELATION COEFFICIENTS / PROB > [R| UNDER HO RHO=0 / NUMBER OF OBSERVATIONS

TMSCH

SCOLASTIC COMPETENCE SUBSCALE

TMSC2

SOCIAL ACCEPTENCE SUBSCALE

TMSC3

TMsSC4

PHYSICAL APPEARENCE SUBSCALE

TMSCS

BEHAVIORAL CONDUCT SUBSCALE

TMSC1

1 00000

O 0000

33

0 50174
0 0029

33

O 26738
ATHLETIC COMPETENCE SUBSCALE (o]

1776
27

0 45216

O 0082

- 33

O 17469

O 3309

33

TMSC2 TMSC3

0 50174 O 26738
0 0028 0 1776
33 27

1 00000 O 31774
O 0000 O 1063
33 27

O 31774 1 00000
0 1063 O 0000
27 27

O 38474 O 33195
0 0270 O 0807
33 27

O 34383 -0 10980
O 0501 O 5856
33 27

TMSC4

0 45216
0 0082
33

O 38474
0 0270
33

0 33195
0 0807
- 27

1 00000
O 0000
33

0 02154
0 9053
33

TMSCS

0O 17469
O 3308
33

O 34383
0 0501
33

-0 10980
O 5856
27

O 02154
O 90s3
33

1 00000
0 0000
33

bbb n

1989 3

MAXIMUM

00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000
00000000

791



DEPENDENT VARIABLE
SOURCE
MODEL
ERROR

CORRECTED TOTAL

SOURCE

SEXC
GRADE
SEXC*GRADE

HMDC

DF

34

3g

OF

-

ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA
SUMMARY STATISTICS BASED ON RKNEW DATA
MEANS OF TEACHERS

SUBSCALES PER CHILD

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE PROCEDURE

HUS DYADIC CONCENSUS SUBSCALE

SUM OF SQUARES

(o]

6

[eNoXNe]

97245627
40581134

37826761

ANOVA SS

12942377
53330095
30973156

* MEAN SQUARE

0 19449125
O 18840622
F VALUE PR > F
O 63 0 4130
1 42 O 2568
O 82 O 4481

F VALUE

1

03

10 55 TUESDAY,

PR > F
0 4145
ROOT MSE

O 43405785

SEPTEMBER 27,

R-SQUARE

0 131800

1988 63

cv

12 0695

HMDC MEAN

3 59632284

691



ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA 10 55 TUESDAY, SZIPTEMBER 27. 1988 64
SUMMARY STATISTICS BASED ON RKNEW DATA
MEANS OF TEACHERS SUBSCALES PER CHILD

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE PROCEDURE

DEPENDENT VARIABLE HMAE HUS AFFECTIONAL EXPRESSION SUBSCALE

SOURCE OF SUM OF SQUARES MEAN SQUARE F VALUE PR > F R-SQUARE cv

MODEL 5 2 07296627 O 41459325 1 90 0 1203 0 218351 20 4979
ERROR 34 7 42078373 O 21825835 ROOT MSE HMAE MEAN
.CORRECTED TOTAL 39 9 439375000 0 46718128 2 27916667
SOURCE DF ANOVA SS F VALUE PR > F

SEXC 1 O 95069444 4 36 0 0445

GRADE 2 0 20791246 0 48 0 6252

SEXC*GRADE 2 0 91435937 2 08 O 1387

991



DEPENDENT VARTABLE
SOURCE
MODEL
ERROR

CORRECTED TOTAL

SOURCE

SEXC
GRADE
SEXC*GRADE

HMDS

OF

34

39

DF

NN -

HUS DYADIC SATISFACTION SUBSCALE

ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA

SUMMARY STATISTICS BASED ON RKNEW DATA
MEANS OF TEACHERS SUBSCALES PER CHILD

SUM OF SQUARES

1

5

[eXeXe]

47407588
70368955

17776543

ANOVA SS

53412346
57668671
36326572

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE PROCEDURE

MEAN SQUARE

O 29481518
O 16775557
F VALUE PR > F
3 18 O 0833
1 72 O 1945
1 08 0 3501

F VALUE

1

76

10 55 TUESDAY,

PR > F
O 1483
ROOT MSE

0O 40857975

SEPTEMBER 27,

R-SQUARE

0 205367

1988 65

cv
10 0583
HMDS MEAN

4 071666867

L91



DEPENDENT VARIABLE
SOURCE
MODEL
ERROR

CORRECTED TOTAL

SOURCE

SEXC
GRADE
SEXC*GRADE

HMDCH

DF

34

39

DF

-

ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA

SUMMARY STATISTICS BASED ON RKNEW DATA
MEANS OF TEACHERS SUBSCALES PER CHILD

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE PROCED

HUS DYADIC COHESION SUBSCALE

SUM OF SQUARES MEAN SQUARE
6 56620635 1 31324127
10 99779365 O 32346452

17 56400000

ANOVA SS F VALUE PR > F
1 02400000 3 17 O 0841
1 64072727 2 54 0 0340
3 90147908 6 03 O 0057

URE

F VALUE

4

06

10 S5 TUESDAY,

PR > F
O 0054
ROOT MSE

0 56873841

SEPTEMBER 27,

R-SQUARE

O 373845

1988 66

cv
19 4109
HMDCH MEAN

2 930CC000

891



DEPENMDENT VARIABLE
SOURCE
MODEL
ERROR

CORRECTED TOTAL

SOURCE

SEXC
GRADE
SEXC*GRADE

TOTHDASC
DF
S
34

39

DF

NN -

ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA
SUMMARY STATISTICS BASED ON RKNEW DATA
MEANS OF TEACHERS SUBSCALES PER CHILD

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE PROCEDURE

FATHERS TOTAL DYADIC ADJ SCALE

SUM OF SQUARES MEAN SQUARE F VALUE
1556 13928571 311 22785714 2 08
5079 83571429 149 40693277

6635 97500000

ANOVA SS F VALUE PR > F
483 02500000 3 23 O 0811
449 03127706 1 50 O 2368
624 08300866 2 09 O 1385

10 55 TUESDAY,

PR > F

0 0817

ROOT MSE

12 22321287

SEPTEMBER 27, 1988 87

R-SQUARE cv
0 234500 11 0843
TOTHDASC MEAN

110 27500000

691



DEPENDENT VARIABLE
SOURCE
MODEL
ERROR

CORRECTED TOTAL

SOURCE

SEXC
GRADE
SEXC*GRADE

wMDC

DF

35

40

DF

[SENIE

ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA

SUMMARY STATISTICS BASED ON RKNEW DATA
MEANS OF TEACHERS SUBSCALES PER CHILD

SUM OF SQUARES
201 16125629
1236 59484127

1437 75609756

ANOVA SS

105 05371661
0 25609756
95 85144212

MOT DYADIC CONCENSUS SUBSCALE
—

MEAN SQUARE

40 23225126

35 33128118

F VALUE

2 97
O o0
1 36

PR > F

0 0835
O 9964
0 2708

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE PROCEDURE

F VALUE

1 14

10 55 TUESDAY

PR > F
O 3585
ROOT MSE

S 94401221

SIPTEMBER 27

R-SQUARE

0 139913

. 1988 18

cv
12 0348
WMDC MEAN

49 39024380

0L1



DEPENDENT VARIABLE
SOURCE
MODEL
ERROR

CORRECTED TOTAL

SOURCE

SEXC
GRADE
SEXC*GRADE

WMAE

DF

35

40

DF

NN -

ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA

SUMMARY STATISTICS BASED ON RKNEW DATA
MEANS OF TEACHERS SUBSCALES PER CHILD

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE PROCED
MOT AFFECTIONAL EXPRESSION SUBSCALE

SUM OF SQUARES MEAN SQUARE
32 20862369 6 44172474
119 30357143 3 40867347

151 51219512

ANOVA SS F VALUE PR > F
17 31219512 5 08 O 0306
8 18362369 1 20 0 3132
6 71280488 O 98 O 3837

URE

F VALUE

1

89

10 S5 TUESDAY,

PR > F
0 1212
ROOT MSE

1 84625232

SEPTEMBER 27,

R-SQUARE

0 212581

1988 19

cv

19 7127

WMAE MEAN

9 36585366

L1



ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA 10 55 TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 27, 1988 20
SUMMARY STATISTICS BASED ON RKNEW DATA
MEANS OF TEACHERS SUBSCALES PER CHILD

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE PROCEDURE

DEPENDENT VARIABLE WMDS MOT DYADIC SATISFACTION SUBSCALE

SOURCE DF SUM OF SQUARES — MEAN SQUARE F VALUE PR > F R-SQUARE cv
MODEL S 275 28465931 55 05693186 3 41 O 0130 O 327548 9 9971
ERROR 35 565 15436508 . 16 14726757 ROOT MSE WMDS MEAN
CORRECTED TOTAL 40 840 43902439 4 01836628 40 19512185
SOURCE DOF ANOVA SS F VALUE PR > F

SEXC 1 147 73664344 9 15 O 0046

GRADE 2 31 68188153 0 88 0 3850

SEXC*GRADE 2 95 B6613434 2 97 O 0644

TL1



DEPENDENT VARIABLE
SOURCE
MODEL
ERROR

CORRECTED TOTAL

SOURCE

SEXC
GRADE
SEXC*GRADE

WMDCH

DF

35

40

OF

NN -

ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA

SUMMARY STATISTICS BASED ON RKNEW DATA

MEANS OF TEACHERS SUBSCALES PER

CHILD

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE PROCEDURE

MOT DYADIC COHESION SUBSCALE

SUM OF SQUARES MEAN SQUARE
50 67542586 10 13508517
363 27579365 10 37930839

413 95121951

ANOVA SS F VALUE PR > F

22 828979094 2 20 O 1470
7 18407666 0 35 0 70985

20 65155827 0 98 O 3800

F VALUE

O 88

10 S5 TUESDAY,

PR > F
O 4457
ROOT MSE

3 22169340

SEPTEMBER 27,

R-SQUARE

0 122419

1988 21

cv
22 3502
WMDCH MEAN

14 41463415

€L1



DEPENDENT VARIABLE TOTWDASC

SOURCE OF
M@DEL S
ERROR - 35
CORRECTED TOTAL 40
SOURCE OF
SEXC 1
GRADE 2
SEXC*GRADE 2

ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA

SUMMARY STATISTICS BASED _ON RKNEW DATA
MEANS OF TEACHERS SUBSCALES PER CHILD

WIFES TOTAL DYADIC ADJ

SUM OF SQUARES

1680 90902052

4768 60317460

6449 51219512

ANOVA SS

982.39076655
90 48362369
608 03463027

SCALE
MEAN SQUARE
336 18180410

136G 24580499

F VALUE PR > F
7 21 0 0110
0 33 0 7197
2 23 O 1224

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE PROCEDURE

F VALUE

2

47

10 55 TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 27, 1988 22

PR > F
0 0513
ROOT MSE

11 67243783

R-SQUARE cv
0 260626 10 2963
TOTWDASC MEAN

113 36585366

LT
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ANECDOTAL REMARKS

Self-Perception Profile for Chiildren

The children’s comments were given freely as they
silently read and answered the guestions. Responses are
from the children who were verbal during the testing, five

girls and four bovs.

Question Number 1: "Some kids feel that thev are very good
thelir school work but other kids worcy about whether
they zan do the school work assioned to them.®

",..don't know If work is easv or a

problem, but if I don’t understand I ask
the teacher. Homework is hard."

o make frisnds

o
o

Jue=stion Number 2: "Soms kide find it har

but other kids find it“s pretty sasy to make friends."
f.o.went to TJC thing (summer sclence and
craft classes for kids? and I made friends
all that davy."

"Not many kids my age around here."

Que=tion Number 3: '"Some kids do very well at all kinds of
sports Hut other kids don it feel that thesvy are very

good when it comes to sports.*
"1 can’t do soccer very well.®

"LTm owing i ogood at 311 sportslt



177

Ouestion Number 4: "Some kKidse are happv with the wav thev
look but other kids are not happy with the way they
look."

"Sometimes I get mad at my hair."

Question HNumber 5: "Some kids often do not like the way

they behave but other kids usually like the way they

pehave.®
"It’s both most of the time. I‘m fine."
Question Number &: "Some kids are often unhappyv with

themselves but other kids are pretty pleased with

themselves."

"My friends are coming over today."

Question Number 7: "Some kids feel like they are Jjust as

smart as other kids their age but other kids aren’t
so sure and wonder if they are as smart.”

"I think I‘'m just as smart as other people'

Question Number 8: "Some kids have a _lot of friends but
other kids don’t have very many friends."

"I have friends from my brother and sister
friends.”

"That’s really true for me. I don’t have
many frienas."

"Depends on neighborhood. We Jjust moved
here. I had a lot of friends back home in
California."

Question Number [0: "Some kids are happy
with their height and weight but other kids
wish their height or weight were
different.”



"] wish I was a littlie skinner.®

"Sometimes ] want to be a litte taller.®

Question Number 16: "Some kids wish their body was

different but other kids like body the way it is."

"Wish I was taller.”

Question Number 20: "Some kidsg are alwavs doing things

with a _lot of kids but other kids usually do things by

themselves. "

"2t school I have a lot of friends to play
with, like football and soccer, but at home
I have lots of friends but they live far
away or are busy."

Question Number 22: " Some kids wish their phvsical

appearance (how thev look) was different but other

kids like their physical appearance the wav it is."

"Bovs like me."
"l don’t care how I lock." (The child said
the same thing for questions 29 and 34).
Question Number 28: "Some kids wish something about their
face or hair looked different but other kids like
their face and hair the way they are."

"I just got a new halircut.”

Question Number 29: "Some kids do things they know they

shouldn’t do hut other kids hardly sver do things thevy

know they shouldn’t do.*

"Part of both sometimes.”



* 1 don’t care how I look.?

Quesilon Number 32: " Same kids are popular with other

their age pbut other kids are pnot verv popular.®

"Popular in a bad wav. I plaved hooky once
and I°11 never do it again., I didn’'t kRnow
I hurt Mom =0 much.®

"T/m not vervy popular but I have lots of
friends=s."

Question Mumber 33: '"Some kids don’t do well at new
ocutdoor games but other kids do good at new games
right away."

"Sort of both., If I knew I have to know
the rules then I plav good, not great but
good . "

s

Question Number 34: "Some kids think that thev are cood

looring but othsr kKids think that they are not very

good looking.”
1 think I look fine.?

"I have 3 boyfriends.
"My Dag =ays I'm good looking ang waen hs
savs that then I think I am. If someone
else savys I‘m not so good leoking then 1
don‘t think I am. When no one =savs
anvthinog I look in the mirror, I don’t
think anvthing, one way or the cther. It~
just me I see 1lke any other person. but
think I7m pretty good looking.®

-t

ot

=
o
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