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PREFACE 

This thesis represents a deviation from the usual 

Graduate Col lege style. Embedded within the thesis is, in 

effect, a complete manuscript prepared for submission to a 

techn~cal Jouc~al in accordance with the Publication Manua1 

of the American Psycho1ogica1 Association <Third Edition). 

The manuscript forms the body of the thesist 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. A thesis often contains 

information, data and materials that typically 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 authors, and ultimately to 

';:he discipline ~,,Jithout any cocresponding omission of the 

traditional components of a thesis. 

This research was supported in part by funds from the 

Co11ege of Home Economics, Oklahoma State University, 

Sti i lwate!". Ok1a.homa. I t•Joula 1 ike to exter:d my 

appreciation to my committee members; De. David G. Fournier 

who provided assistance with the Dyadic AdJustment Scale 
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and. Dr. Arlene M. Fulton who provded information and 

material on Time Use which was invaluable to my study. To 

Dr. John C. McCullers, my graduate advisor, I express my 

heartfelt gratitude. The years of learning from Dr. 

McCu11ers/s wise teaching have enriched my life. Iris L. 

McPherson~ senior systems analyst for Oklahoma State 

University computer center, pecfocmed the statistical 

analysis. \.-•hich greatly facilitated the completion of the 

study. 

While this study investigated the effects of parental 

availability on children's perceptions of self adequacy. 

primary interest centered upon father availability. To 

collect pertinent information concerning the factors that 

affect a child/s Judgments of his or her own competence and 

adequacy requires information from parents. teachers~ and 

the children themselves. 

I a.m great 1 y 1 ndebt ed to Reverend .J .:un.es D. ',•lh it e, 

Pastor of Saint Bernard of Clairvaux Catholic Church. His 

personal endorsement of the research from the pulpit 

greatly facilitated the process of getting families to 

participate ln the research. A special thank you 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) Public Schools. I would like to thank Mrs. 

Lynda Shuttlesworth, Assistant Principal of Third Grade at 
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Jenks East Campus, for allowing teachers and students to 

participate in the pilot study. Special gratitude is 

extended to Dr. Gene A. Bulnger, 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 (0k.1ahom.s.) Public Schoo1 District or Hal Iaac!. 

Hal 1, 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 my parents James and 

Carmen Hayden. whose financial and emotional support were 

my sustenance. Pursuing this research created many moments 

when I was not available for my family, so 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 deeply 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 beyond my daily struggles while 

trying to Juggle ~ark. family and study. Thelc 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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of this paper and strengthen me through my tears of 

frustration. Xy graduate years have been a marathon 

experience. Through it all I feel enriched by the 

friendship of my professors and friends and grace~ b1 God. 

These gi~ts to ~Y heart and soul are the treasures~ will 

carry for the rest of my life and are invisibly written 

into every word of my thesis. 

vi 



TABLE OF CONTENTS 

Page 
MANUSCRIPT FOR PUBLICATION ..•.......•.................... 1 

C:::i"Jer· Page~ ~ ., 'l" , " •• , .. , \' .... "' ,.. .., , .. 'It .. , " " 1! , " .. ,. ..... , " .. " , " , 'It " 'I! ,. ., 1 
Abstract .. ., 'lJ 'ft o .............. 'II' ... 'ft .., ..... 'C' ••• ~ ... , ........... w ~ "' ......... 2 
I n t r o duct i on . .. . ... . . . . . .. , .. . . . . . . . . "' . ... . . . . . . . ~ . + • • .. • • • • • 3 
Me thad . ........... ~ .................... 9 • -» "' ••••• "" • tt ..... 6 

Sub .j e c t s . . . . . . .. . . . . . . .. .. . . . -=- ... • • • • • " • .. • • • • • • • .. .. • • .. 6 
The F ina 1 Samp 1 e . ., . " ......... ,. ......... ~ ......... " .. '& • 7 
Demographic Characteristics of the Famllles ..... B 
The Tea.cher Samp 1 e .....•.... , ................... 9 

Demogr a ph i c Data ...........•••..........•...... 1 0 
Dyadic Adjustment Scale CDAS) .................. 10 
Family use of Time in the Home .........•....... 10 
Self-Perception Profile for Children ........... 11 
Procedure . ................... .,. . ~ ........ '6> • 'ii' ~ •• 1)> ••• 12 

Re su 1 t s ................. "' . ~ ......... <; ........... " ~ ~ •••••• 1 4 
Dyadic Adjustment Scale ...••...••...•.......... 14 
Family Use of Time in the Home ................. 16 

Self-Perception Profile for Children ...... 17 
Ch i 1 dr en/ s Data ....... ., ................ ~ . ~ 1 7 
Teacher's Data .................•.......... 17 

Relations among tvleasures ....................... 18 
DAS and Availablllty ...................... 18 
DAS and Children's Self-Perception ........ 19 
Availability and Children's 

Se1f-Perceptions ........................ 20 
Discuss i on .............................•............ 21 
Ref e t-· en c e s ...... ~ ......... ,. ......... '8 ••• "' ••• ., .............. ., ••••• 24 

.~PPEND ICES .............................................. 38 

APPENDIX A- REVIEW OF LITERATURE .........••••...... 39 

Mar ita 1 Adjustment ............................. 39 
Dyadic Adjustment Scale <DAS> ...•.••...... 41 

Ch i 1 d.c- en ' s Comp e ten c e . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4 2 
Harter' Self-Perception Profi1e ........... 44 

Use of Time in the Home and Avai1ablllty ....... 44 
Use of Time in the Home •..........•....... 47 

The Present Study .............................. 47 
Refet"""ences.,. ... ~ . 'II' ........ " .......... " ............ tt ............. "" ~ •• 49 

vi i 



APPENDIX B-INSTRUMENTS .............................. 55 

Explanatory Note ............................... 56 

Appendix B-1: Demographic Data <Pilot) .... 57 
Appendix B-2: Demographic Data 

(Pi lot Revised) ......................... 58 
Appendix B-3: Demographic Data 

<Final Version) ......................... 60 
Appendix B-4: Dyadic Adjustment Scale 

<DAS) .............. ~····················61 
Appendix B-5: Family Use of Time in 

the Home <Prelimary Version) ............ 67 
Appendix B-6: Family use of Time in 

the Home <Final Version) ................ 71 
Appendix B-7: Self-Perception Profile 

f or Ch i 1 dr e n . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7 3 

APPENDIX C- CORRESPONDENCE ......................... 81 

pi 1 0 t study ......... " ...... " .. .., ..... " ~ .... " ....... " .. 82 

Appendix C-1: Human Subject Form .......... 82 
Appendix C-2: Letter to Assistant 

Pr' i n c i p a 1 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 84 
Appendix C-3: Proprosal for Research ...... 85 
Appendix C-4: Introduction for the 

Teachers to Read ........................ 87 
Appendix C-5: Initial Letter to 

Parents and Consent Form ................ 88 
Appendix C-6: Acknowledgement and 

Information Note to parents ............. 90 
Appendix C-7: April 22, 1987 Follow-up 

Letter and Consent Form for Parents ..... 91 

Main Study .. ~ .... 'II' ...................... '0 ....... .,. ....... .,. ••• ,..,. ~ .. '¥' .. 92 

Appendix C-8: Letter to Pacents ........... 92 
Appendix C-9: Letter to Superintendent 

of Schools and Proposal ................. 93 
Appendix C-10: Memorandum of 

September 18, 1987 ...................... 98 
Appendix C-11: Superintendent/s Letter 

to Jenk/s Staff ......................... 99 
Appendix C-12: Memorandum of 

October' 7, 1987 ........................ 100 
Appendix C-13: Letter to the Teachers .... 101 

APPENDIX D- PILOT STUDY ........................... 103 

~1e t t1 r)d 'r" '!!' ~ 'IP ~ 'I' 'IP 't 1l' 'IP 'IP 'I' T 'I' T 'II' 'I' 'l!' 'll' 'I' 'll' 'I!' T 'II' '!!' 'IP 'II' 'l!' 7 'I' 'il' 'I' '!' 'I' 'I!' Y ..,. "I 'I' '!:' 1 [) 4 
Sub j e c t s . . .o. il e • • • • • ... • • • • • • • • • • • • "' • .. • • • .. • • • • • oft • • 1 0 4 

v i i i 



Instruments . ~ ~ ..... 8 • -8 ........ .., ............................. 1 0 5 
Demographic Data .......••..........••.•.. 105 
Dyadic Adjustment Scale .................. 106 
Family Use of Time in the Home ......•.... 106 
Self-Perception Profile for Children ..... 106 

Ch i 1 dr en / s . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... 1 0 7 
Teacher/ s ........................... 107 

Procedures •................•....................... 1 07 
R e su 1 t s * • • • • • ~ • • • • • • .. • • • • • • • • • • 9 ... • • • • • • • • .;. • • 4 .. • • • • oi 1 0 9 

Demographic Data .......•...•..••...•....• 109 
Dyadic Adjustment Scale Data ............. 109 
Family Use of Time in the Home ....••..•.. 110 
Self-Perception for Children ............. 110 

Discussion ...... ~ ........................... * •• ~ •••••••• 110 
References ...... ~ ........................... e ••••• 9 •• ~ 112 
Tab 1 e s . • . .••. * • • .. • • • ~ • • • • • • • ~ • • & • • * • .. ~ • • • • • • • * • • • ... • 113 

APPENDIX E - RAW DATlL ............................ 116 

Pilot Study ..•...........................•.... 117 
Appendix E-1: Dyadic Adjustment Scale .... 117 
Appendix E-2: Family Use of Time 

in the Ho1ne ............................ 122 
Appendix E-3: Harter/s Self-Perception 

Prof i 1 e . .... " "' ..... ~ .. "' .. oe ....................... 124 
111J.ain Study .•........•...•..................••. 132 

l>.ppendlx E-4: Definitions ................ 132 
Appendix E-5: Demogr.apic Data ...........• 137 
Appendix E-6: Dyadic Adjustment Scale .... 141 
Appendix E-7: Family Use of Time 

in the Horr1e •••.••. " .................... 143 
Appendix E-8: Harter./s Self-Perception 

Profile Definitions .................... l46 
Appendix E-9: Harter/s Self-Perception 

Profile Data ........................... 148 

APPENDIX F- SELECTED STATISTICAL ANALYSIS .....•... 154 

Exp 1 ana tory Note .............................. 155 
Appendix F-1: Selected Pearson 

Cor r e 1 at i on s ................ ., .. ~ ........ ,. .... 156 
Appendix F-2: Selected Analyses of 

V a r i an c e . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ~ . . .. . & • • .. • 4 .. 1 65 

APPENDIX G- ANECDOTAL REMARKS of CHILDREN ......... 175 

ix 



LIST OF MANUSCRIPT TABLES 

Table Page 

1. Dyadic AdJustment Scale <DAS) Scores of 
of Husbands and Wives on each Subscale 
and Tot a 1 DAS .............................. 29 

2. Intercorrelations Among Subscale Scores 
of Husbands and Wives on the DAS ........... 30 

3. Mean Hours per Week Spent in Home 
Activities by Family Members ................ 31 

4. The Childrenrs Performance on the Harter 
Self-Perception Profile .................... 32 

5. Intercorrelations Among Children,s 
Subscale Scores on the Harter Self-
Perception Prof i 1 e ......................... 33 

6. The Teachers/ Scores on the Harter 
Self-Perception Profile .................... 34 

7. Intercorrelatlon Among Teachers' 
Subscale Scores on the Harter 
Self-Perception Profile .................... 35 

8. Relationship between Scores of Teachers 
and Children on the Harter 
Self-Perception Profile •................... 36 

9. Fathers· DAS Scores in Relation to 
Father Availabllity ........................ 37 

X 



Re!atlonship of Paternal hvallaoillty and Marital 

Satisfaction to Chi1dcen·s Se!~ Peccep~ions of 

Compete~ce and hdequacy 

Rita A. Kukura and John C. McCullers 

~epartment of Family Relations and Chijd Development 

Oklahoma Sr~te Unlverslt~ 

Tnls paper is based on the mester·s thesis research of 

the £lrst author co;;duc-ced under the direc:tion cf the 

second. This research was suppported in part by funds from 

the College of Home Econcmics, Oklahcrrla. State Un,iersity, 

Dr. Arlene M. Fu1ton for their contributions to this study, 

and Re~erena James D ~hlte. pastor o£ St. Becn~cd of 

Clalcvaux Catholic Church. and the officials and teachers 

of Jenks and Union Public Schools and Holland Hall for 

assistance and cooperation in making subjects available. 

Requests for repri~ts may be een~ to either authcr at the 

~bove address. Stillwater, Oklahoma 74078-0337. 



2 

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 Dyadic Adjustment Scale CDAS) was 

used to assess marital satisfaction; Harter/s 

Self-Perception Profile was used to assess the chlld/s 

self-perceptions; and a survey of time use in the home 

measured availability. 

Mothers of boys had significantly higher DAS scores 

than mothers of girls. The same tendency, though 

nonsignificant, was found for fathers. Mothers were much 

more available than fathers to help other family members. 

Means for boys were a. blt 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 availability proved to be better predictors of the 

child/s self-perceptions than father/s scores. The data 

seem to argue for a "second-order effect~ CBronfenbrenner, 

1974). 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-Perceptions 

of Competence and Adequacy 

The role of fathers has changed in recent years as 

3 

various changes in society have occurred <Nye. 1988; 

Robinson & Barret, 1986). Women's employment outside the 

home has resulted in both a shift away from the traditional 

eex-role division of labor in the home. and an increase in 

paternal participation in child rearing <Nock & Kingston. 

1988). The importance of father's contribution seems to be 

ce 1 a ted to the extent ::.o which he h.:..s been active 1 y 

involved in child rearing CLamb, 1981). Historically, 

mother has been more involved in child rearing than father. 

and more available to the child. Thus. the question arises 

as to what impact father's availability and marital 

satisfaction may have on child outcomes. 

Barnett and Baruch <1987) examined determinants of 

father participation in child care and household chores. 

The amount of time fathers interacted was related to the 

age and sex of the child. Fathers spent more time 

interacting and performed more child-care tasks when thE 

child was male <Lackey, 1989). Father-child relationships 

and paternal availability have been found to affect family 

cohesiveness (Cooper. Holrna.n. & Bra.ithwaite, 1983; Lamb, 



1981. p. 287), the perce i vee! se 1 f-vJOrth and competence of 

children. and other aspects of development CAmato. 1986: 
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Lamb, 1982: Pedersen. 1980). The quality of marital 

relationships and their influences on children's 

de·-'elopment both within the home and '!..Jithin the school have 

been recent 1 y examl ned. Be 1 sky 0979) showed tha.t measures 

of child development were related to parent-child and 

husband-wife relational systems. Harmonious spousal dyad 

relations seem to promote parental. and especial Jy 

paternal. involvement in the family. which aids the 

development of child competence <Pittma.r1 & Ortner, 1988). 

Spousal harmony was found to motivate fathers to interact 

;;_.;lth theic inf.:tnts via high levels of stimulation and 

physical contact during play. This paternal behavior 

fostered Infant competence in exploratory skills and 

vigorous motion in play. Other studies have reported 

influences of marital satisfaction on the chlld/s school 

achievernent and behavior at school and home <Bredehoft & 

Hey. 1985: Connell & Hardl. 1987). 

As cohesive family members reinfor-ce children's mastery 

efforts. gratification and self-motivation develop <Amato & 

Ochiltree. 1986; Cooper, et al., 1983), and the quality of 

self-esteem increases <Bredehoft & Hey, 1985; Pelham & 

Swann. 1989). The development of socla.1 competency o.nd 

eelf-esteem in boys h6s been found to be associated with 

paternal \.Jarmth and father-son relationships <Coopersmith, 

1967)_ Radin (1981) studied the relationship of the warmth 
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of the father-child relation to the child 1 s academic 

performance. Paternal nurturance was more closely 

associ a ted \vi th the cognitive competence of boys than 

girls. Additional research is needed to clarify the 

father 1 s role in the child's cognitive growth. Research on 

paternal presence and chi1dren 1 s competence has shown that 

fathers ace significant in giving quality experiences. 

serving as sa1lent role models and provl~lng nurturance. 

Oppoctunltles for children to observe and imitate their 

fathers help to develop overall competence, if fathers are 

:::ompeten-c and accese:ib1e. and provide a nucturant 

relationship <Biller. 1973). 

Hartup <1979) has urged researchers to recognize and 

study fathec-child relationships within the context of 

child and fa~iJy interaction. Locke C1951) discussed 

affect marital adJustment. Sears, Maccoby. and Levin, 

<1957) found that the mother 1 s attitude is related to her 

esteem for her husband, to her satisfaction with her life 

in the present situation and in her ability to feel and to 

express warmth toward her ch!ldren. Bowlby <1951) stated 

that fathers provide emotional and economic support to the 

mother and this enhances the mother-infant relationship. as 

well as the child's development even ~lth limited 

opportunities foe direct father-child interactions. These 

family triad allow the father to provide and benefit from 



emotional support given by and to his wife. These 

influences and interrelations may be affected by stress. 

conflict and change O~mato, 1986; ,~mato et c.1 .. 1986~ 

Ba.rry, 1970) . 

The main goal of thi9 study was to investlgat~ the 

relation of father availability and father's marital 

satisfaction to the child' self-perceptions of adequacy. 

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

6 

perception of the child's competence. The maJor hypothe9is 

was that there would be significant positive correlations 

between the child's perceived self-adequacy and teacher's 

rating of the chi 1 d's competence, and bet~.veen these 

measures and both paternal availability and paternal 

marital satisfaction. 

Method 

SubJects 

?, pi iot s"!:ud:~ csee f>,ppendix D) \-las co:1duc!:ed in the 

Jenk9 (Oklahoma) School System. as a prel imlnary test of 

t~e research methodology. By the time the pilot study was 

completed, these schools were closed for the sumner. 

Therefore. St. Bernard of C1alrvaux Catholic Church was 

contacted. and permission was obtained for the parishioners 

to participate in the regearch. Selection of this church 

was based on its pr."OX imi ty to Jenks East Campus and 1 arge 

congregation. The pastor. Fr. James D. White. provided 

verbal support for the research proJect o~ anno~nclng lt 

from the pulpit at al 1 Sunday masses. 
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The parish directory contained the names of 704 

families, of which 115 were two-parent families with a 

child born in 1977 or 1978. These years were selected. 

based on the pi1ot study with third grade children. aged 

nine and ten years, so as to yield families with a nine-or 

ten-year-old child at the time the data were collected in 

1987. The children ranged in age from older eight-year-o1ds 

to early ten-year-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 cal led because 

the researcher already had the necessary number of 

participants: 3 had participated in the pilot study; 11 

could not be reached by phone; 3 could not be scheduled 

because of vacation conflict; 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 family did not speak English. 

The Final Sample. A total of 39 families agreed to 

participate. Two families were eliminated from the study 

because in one case the father ¥7as unemp 1 oyed and in the 

other there was a death in the family, after the study 

began. Of the 37 families that remained, four had two 

children in the target years. One had two daughters. one 

had two sons and two families each had a daughter and a 

son. Thus, there were 37 fami 1 i es w 1 th a tota.1 of 20 
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daughters and 21 sons born in the target years. Because two 

families had both a son and a daughter, there were 19 

families with daughters and 20 families with sons. 

Demoaraphic Characteristics of the Families. Of the 19 

fami 1 ies with daughters, one had one child, 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 years; 

the mothers ranged in age from 36 to 46 years, v:J i th a mean 

age of 40 years. Of 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 years, 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 6 months 

to 16 years. 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 ~vrhich the fami 1 ies wer.e typically we11-to--do, 

upper-middle class. Occupations of the parents var.led. For 

the 20 families with sons. 12 mothers were not employed 

outside the home. and the mothers who did work had 
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traditional female Jobs. For the 19 families with 

daughters, eight mothers did not work outside the home. 

though one mother worked part time. The mothers •..vho did work 

had various jobs, ranging from the traditional female type 

to 2 pediatricians and one owner of a cosmetic company. Ali 

husbands had high-level professional occupations, including 

one father who was an intern in medical school. 

The length of marriage of the parents varied from seven 

to 27 years with a mean of 17 years. 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 

had attended graduate school. Six fathers had some college, 

eight completed col lege and six attended graduate school. 

With the daughters, three mothers had completed high 

school. three had some col 1ege education, seven had col lege 

degrees, and six attended graduate school. Three fathers 

had college education, six completed and ten attended 

gt-adua te schoo 1 . 

The Teacher Sample. In addition to the families, there 

were 36 teachers who participated in the research. i'\ 11 

taught self-contained classes and were from three different 

school systems: 23 were from the Jenks School system <19 

fcom the East Campus, three from the West Campus. and one 

from the Cen tt-a 1 Campus), 11. were from Darnaby Schoo 1 , in 

the Union <Tulsa .. Oklahoma) School system, and two were 

from a private school. Holland Hall, in Tulsa. 
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Instr-uments 

nemoor-aphic nata. The questionnaire used in the pilot 

study Csee Appendix B) was modified foe the final research. 

resulting in a 12-item instr-ument. The items relating to 

educational level and religious preference folloved the 

format of PREPARE COlson, Fournier. & Druckman, 1982). 

Dvadic AdJustment Scale CDAS). The 32-item DAS, 

CSpanlec, 1976) was used to measure the couple's evaluation 

of the quality of their marital adjustment. The DAS 

consists of four subsca1es: Dyadic Consensus, agreement on 

matters of importance~ Affectiona1 Expression, satisfaction 

w!th expression of affection and sex; Dyadic Satisfaction. 

the degree of satisfaction with the relationship: and 

Dyadic Cohesion. mutuality of interests and activities. The 

DAS has been used extensively to measure adJustment in a 

dyaaic relatlcnshlp (Spanier & Thompson. 1982). Val ldity 

has been demonstrated, as compared with other measures of 

marital adJustment CSchumm et al .• 1986). The DAS is 

presented in Appendix B. 

the ;..!:)ff.e -

this acale was developed from a modification of an 

11-States NE 113 ProJect: Interstate Urban-Rural Comparison 

of Families' 'Time Use (1981), and then used in the pilot 

study. Based on feedback from the parents. a revision was 

prepared for use in the final study, resulting in a shorter 

and moce easily understood form. The scale consists of 

eight maJor categories designed to assess 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. Participants 

recorded their use of time in the home by estimating the 

time spent in each activity during a week. Estimates were 

recorded in tenths of an hour Csix-minute units). The 

Family fJ:::;e of Time in the Home in::::t:cument is included in 

Appendix B. 

Self-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 

self-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 scale measures five specific areas: 

Scholastic Competence, Social 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-class fami 1 ies who were 90% Caucasian. The six 

subscales have internal consistency reliabilites (based on 

Ct-onbach/s Alpha) of .82 foe Scholastic Competence .. 75 for 

Social Acceptance, .81 for Athletic Competence •. 76 for 

Physical Appearance, .73 for Behavioral Conduct, and .78 

for Global Se1f-Wortht for the third-grade children. 
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The teacher scale parailels the 3elf-perceptlon profile 

for children. Teachers rate the chi1d/s actual behavior in 

each a~ea. exciuaing global self-worth. Three items per 

subscale have been found to yield reliable measures. 

resulting in a 15-item rating scale listed in the same 

order as on the children's form. Both scales are presented 

in Appendix B. 

Se,;eral £ami 1 ies were con"!:actec{ at a time to -:..llow 

scheduling and data collection to occur within a reasonable 

time span. ~ letter was first sent to the family and this 

was followed by a telephone call to explain the project and 

ffiake appointments for interviews. Parents and children were 

interviewed in their homes at the same time in all but two 

cases. With those t-vm fami 1 ies. the reseat-cher ceturned the 

same evening to interview the fathers. After the researcher 

were sepa~ated but remained within eye contact of the 

researcher. No one was allowed to share answers or discuss 

questions with other family members. 

Parente: independently first completed the demographic 

quest i anna ire and then comp 1 eted the Dyadic Adju~:tment 

Sca1e. Whi 1e the p.:tcen"!:s completed the DAS. the :ceseacc:her 

orally administered the Harter Self-Pecceptlon Profile to 

the ch! 1 c1r·er1. The name of the chi 1 d's c 1 asscoorn t.ea.c:her- was 

obtained fr-om the demographic information that parents 

~~o~i~ed. ~eac:hecs wece contacted by telephone. gl~en an 



explanation of the cesearch and then wece mailed the 

Teacher Sca.le from the Harter instrument. Most of the data 

were collected during ,July and August while school was out 

but a few teachers were contacted in late August when they 

year. Each teacher typically evaluated one child; however. 

three evaluated two children each, and one evaluated three 

chi idcen. Teachers completed the sca.1e a.nd mailed ! t back 

to the researchers. 

One second gcade teacher from the Jenks East. School 

system obJected to the study and notified the assistant 

principal. who had authorized the pilot study. The 

assistant principal asked the researchers to discuss the 

prcJect with the superintendent of the school system. The 

researchers visited with the superintendent of Jenks School 

system, who later provided formal approval for teacher 

participation. A school memo to a11 second thcough fourth 

grade teachers was included with the teacher scale mailed 

to the teachers <Correspondence is presented in 

Appendix C). 

The Family Use of Time in the Heme instrument was 

family members. A sheet containing definitions of household 

tasks was given to each participant for reference CSee 

~ppendix B). While observing tne parents. the researcher 

orally read each task and assisted the children in adding 

the accumulated time for each activity within the 
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catego~ies. The children/s spontaneous comments were also 

recorded and are presented in Appendix G. 

Results 

The SAS C1988) 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: 

4). Round the resulting value to the nearest integer; 5). 

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 sectio~. 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. 

Dyadic AQJ.ustment Scale 

The means and standard deviations of the DAS scores for 

both husbands and wives are presented in Table 1. Total 

Insert Table 1 about here 

dyadic adjustment scores, and scores for each subscale are 
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presented separately. Mean total DAS scores for mothers 

(113.27) were about 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 

CQ < .0001) with their scores on each of the four 

subscales: Dyadic Consensus C£ = .89), Affectlonal 

Expression (£ = .71). Dyadic Satisfaction (£ = .87), and 

Dyadic Cohesion (£ = .66). Vecy similar correlations Ce 

<.0001) were obtained foe mothers: Dyadic Consensus (£ 

=.87). Af£ectiona1 Expression (£ = .79), Dyacic 

Satisfaction (£ = .89), and Dyadic Cohesion CL = .62). 

The scores for husbands and wives were significantly 

cocrelated with each other on all subscales except two. 

These were husband's Dyadic Consensus and wife's Dyadic 

Cohesion, and husband's Dyadic Cohesion and wife's 

Affectional Expression. The correlation matrix is presented 

in Table 2. 

Insert Table 2 about here 

When DAS scores were analyzed in terms of the sex and 

grade of the child, mothers of boys had significantly 

higher Dyadic Satisfaction scores, £<1. 36) = 7.81. ~ = 

-0088, ana Total Dyadic AaJuatmefit scores, itl. 36~ = 5.46, 

Q = .0261. than mothers of girls. The same tendency, though 

nonsignificant, was found foe fathers. The DAS scores 

showed no significant effects of the chi~d's grade level 
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for either parent. However, there was one Sex x Grade 

inte~action in the fathers/ DAS scores, Dyadic Cohesion, ~ 

<2, 35) = 5.41, ~ = .0099, which was significant and one 

Sex of the Child interaction with father/s Affectional 

Expression~ <2, 34) = 3.93, ~ = .0571, which was also 

significant. Both of these interactions were due to fathers 

of boys 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 

Means and standacd deviations are pcesented for each 

family member and each activity in Table 3. 

Insert Table 3 about here 

As may be seen in Table 3, fathers spent more 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). 

Three items <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 = 5.46 hours/wk) helping other family members. 
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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 any 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 Scholastic 

Competence, Social Acceptance, Physical Appearance, and 

G 1 oba 1 Se 1 £-Worth. Behav i ora 1 Conduct \vas simi 1 ar to the 

norms. as was Athletic Competence Cscores for boys were a 

bit lower than the norms for boys). 

The children's subscale scores were significantly 

correlated with each other in all but four cases. Table 5 

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

Insert Table 5 about here 

three of the four nonsignificant correlations involved 

Physical Appearance. 

Teacher's Data. The teachers means and standard 

oevlatlons on the flve subscales are presented in Table 6. 
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Insert Table 6 about here 

A 1 though the chi 1 dren' s scores were genera 1 l y high. the 

teachers' scores were even higher, indicating that the 

teachers' perceptions of the children were higher than the 

chi 1 d~~en / s oHn se 1 £-perceptions. 

Hov;ever, :...~:11 i k.e the c-esul ts f:::;:r chi i !::!':.~en. ::he:::.-e wa.s 

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 

Surprisingly. there was no significant relationship ~et~een 

the teachers' and children's scores on the Self-Perception 

Profile. for any of the five variables, as may be seen in 

the correlation matrix. presented in Table 8. 

In3ert Table 8 about here 

~elati~ns Arnone Mea~ure~ 

DAS and Availabilltv. With availability defined as the 

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

were obtained between father avallabllitv and father 1 s DAS 

availability and father's Dyadic Satisfaction approached 
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significance, (£ = .30, ~ = .0763). Father8 wece separated 

by means of a median split into two groups based on 

availabll lty; an availability of 28 hours or more per week 

was classified as High Availability and anything less than 

28 hours as Low Availability. As may be seen in Table 9, 

fathers in the High Avatlability group had 

Insert Table 9 about here 

uniformily higher DAS scores than fathers in the Low 

Availability gcoup. However, when analyzed by means of 

analyses of variance~ none of these differences reached 

statistical significance. Differences approached 

significance in the case of Dyadic Satisfaction, F(l, 34) = 

3.34, £ = .0763 and Affectional Expression. fCl, 34) = 

3.03, £ = .0910. 

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

significant correlations between mother,.s DAS scores and 

the child's Harter scores. The child,s perceived Scholastic 

Competence correlated significantly with mother/s Dyadic 

Consensus (£ = .30, g = .0534) and mother's Total DAS (£ = 

foe Scholastic Competence to correlate with mother's Dyadic 

Satisfaction (£ = .27, g = .0896). 

Physical Appearance scores correlated significantly 

with mothe~s Dyadic Consensus (£ = .47, g = .0019), 

Affectlcn~1 Expcesslon <£ = .34. ~ = .03). and Total DAS (£ 
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= 42, Q = .0066). A nonsignificant correlation was also 

found between Physical hppearance and Dyadic Satisfaction 

(£ = 30. and Q = .0599). 

There were few correlations. on the other hand. between 

father's DAS scores and the child's Harter scores. Physical 

Appearance was significantly correlated with father·s 

Dyadic Consensus (£ = .38. P = .0153) and Total DAS CL = 

.31, Q = .0539). Global Self-Worth was significantly 

correlated with fathe~'s Dyadic Cons~Gses (£ = .32. ~ = 

.C472l. App~naix G contains the correlation matrix for all 

DAS subscales and Harter Self-Perception Profile subscales, 

separately foe mothecs and fathers. 

Availabllltv and Children 1 s Self-Perceotions. Children 

of the more avaliaD!e fathers had higher mean scores on all 

Harter subscales except Behavorial Conduct. than children 

these differences were not significant. Means and standard 

deviations are presented in Appendix G. 

None of the three items used to measure father 

a~allabl11ty coccelated elgnlficantly with subscale scores 

ot the Harter instrument. Hm.Je-,Jer there \-lece sever a i 

correlations between measures of mother availability and 

;::c:::--celated vlith both ii,th1etic Competence <i: = . .:::0. Q. = 

.0091) and Physical Appearance (£ = .35~ 2 = .0231). 

Chiidren's use of Lei9uce time also corcelated with their 

self-perceptions of Physical Appeacance <L = .36. e = 
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.0199). 

Discussion 

It is important to remember that the pa.rt icipa.nts in 

thls study were two-parent families in which there was a 

strong co1nmitment to the family. Both fathers and mothers 

made time available to be with the family and scheduled 

fami 1 y time on weekends and ho 1 i days. The chi 1 dren had 

higher than average self-perceptions and the teachers/ 

perceptions were higher than children/sown 

self-perceptions. 

In terms of marital satisfaction. both fathers and 

mothers felt that they had satisfying marriages. Their 

levels of total dyadic satisfaction were similar to each 

other, and to the norms. Parents, especially mothers, of 

b:::Jys had higher ievels of satisfaction than parents of 

girls. 

Availability proved to be related to DAS scores. with 

fathers \.Jho 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 parents in 

this sample may have spent more than \vould have been 

expected in the general population. For example. these 

fami 1 ies often m·med sec:Jnd homes at la.ke resorts, i,Jhere 

they spent weekends together, which would have increased 

the totai family availability. 

Fathers who were more available had children whose 
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self-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 resources for a 

comfortable and enjoyable 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. 

~~thers often had fulltlme. out of home Jobs or other 

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 self -perceptions were significantly related to 

mother's availability and mother's scores on several DAS 

3ubsca1es. If fathers had been as available as mothers, 

then fathers might have had a greater impact on children/s 

self-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 m2y not have felt comfortable evaluating the 

children for fear that confiden~laltly would be broken. The 

procedure of selecting the children through the church 

directory resulted in a need for a specific teacher to 



evalu&te only one or two children, and this may have 

influenced the teachers' responses also. Asking the teacher 

to evaluate all of the students in her class might have 

made her fee 1 more comfortab 1 e a.bou t cespondi ng to the 

questions on the Harter instrument. Teacher's perceptions 

may have been influenced by the child's social acceptance 

and physical appearance. That is. children may be seen as 

especially good students when they are well-groomed. 

physically attractive. and well-accepted by their peers. 

Children's physical appearance was correlated with parents' 

~acltal satisfaction as we11. 

Thla study h7POtheslzec that paternal ava!labi!it7 

would dlcectly affect children's self-perceptions of 

competency and adequacy, but this was not found to be the 

c&se. Mothers appear to be the maJor direct influence in 

children's self-perceptions. Fathers may. however. 

influence mothers' marital satisfaction, and indirectly 

affect the chlidren's self-perceptlcGs, as a "second order 

effect 11 (Bronfenbcennec. 1974). 
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Table 1 

Dyadic Adiustment Scale <DAS) Scores of Husbands and Wives 

on each Subscale and Total DAS 

Subscale 

Dyadic 
Consensus 

Affectional 
Expression 

Dyadic 
Satisfaction 

Dyadic 
Cohesion 

Total 
DAS Scores 

M 
SD. 

tl 
SD 

M 
SD 

M 
SD 

tl 
SD 

Husbands Wives 
<N=36) <N=37) 

46.33 49.49 
6.56 6.09 

8.86 9.30 
2.11 1.98 

40.25 39.97 
4.63 4.69 

14.56 14.51 
3.44 3.13 

110.00 113.27 
13.69 12.97 

Note: The higher the score, the higher the level of dyadic 
adjustment for each subscale and total DAS. M = Mean; SD = 
Standard Deviation. 



30 

Table 2 

Intercorrelations Among Subscale Scores of Husbands and 

Wives on the DAS 

Subscale 

Dyadic 
Consensus <DC) 

Affectional 
Expression <AE) 

Dyadic 
Satisfaction <DS) 

Dyadic 
Cohesion <DCH) 

Total DAS 

Husbands' 
Scores 

DC 

0.5405 
.0007 

36 

0.4265 
.0106 

35 

0.5411 
.0007 

36 

0.4646 
.0043 

36 

0.6010 
.0001 

36 

AE 

0.4046 
.0159 

35 

0.5104 
.0020 

34 

0.4277 
.0104 

35 

0.3323 
.0511 

35 

0.4930 
.0026 

35 

Wives 1 

Scores 

DS 

0.5223 
.0011 

36 

0.5331 
.0010 

35 

0.7397 
.0001 

36 

0.5133 
.0014 

36 

0.7089 
.0001 

36 

DCH 

0.3280 
.0508 

36 

0.4264 
. 0110 

35 

0.4686 
.0039 

36 

0.3304 
.0490 

36 

0.4601 
.0047 

36 

TOTDAS 

0.5672 
.0003 

36 

0.5285 
. 0011 

35 

0.6723 
.0001 

36 

0.5377 
.0007 

36 

0.7033 
.0001 

36 

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

t<lean Hours pee Week Spent in Home Activities by Fami 1 v 

l'1embees 

Fa thee Mother Chi 1 d 
Activity <N= 39) <N=39) <N=41) 

1a. Cooking M= 2.94 17.71 1.3 
etc SD= 2.72 11.66 1.88 

b. Housecleaning M= 1.43 10.22 2.49 
SD= 1.56 7.53 3.54 

c. 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 SD== 1 . 71 7.62 1.49 

e. Financial .M= 3.80 1.52 . 02 
Activities SD= 5.53 1. 30 . 10 

2. Personal M= 7.59 8.06 2.77 
caee (bathing. etc) SD= 5.67 3. 05 1.90 

3. Sleeping M= 49.92 49.46 71.88 
SD= 12.93 8.87 7.67 

4. Eating M= 9.40 8.27 5.86 
SD= 8.03 3.77 2.94 

5. Leisure/ 1'1= 14.88 12.15 41.98 
Recreational SD= 11.62 7.86 25.81 

6. Care/Help M= 5.46 13.15 2.27 
of other Membees SD= 4.47 14.04 4.48 

7. Week/School M= 4.12 5.05 1.59 
SD= 6.38 7.19 2.80 



Table 4 

The Children/s Performance on the Harter Self-Perception 

Profile 

<N=41) M. SD 

Scholastic Competence 3. 08 0.65 

Social Acceptance 3. 09 0.55 

Athletic Competence 2.90 0.64 

Physical Appeacance 3.25 0.52 

Behavior-al Conduct 3.15 0.56 

Global Self-Worth 3.48 0.48 

32 
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Tabie 5 

Intercorrelations Amana 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 
CompetenceCSC).OOO 0.000 0.005 0.004 0.001 0.000 

Social 0.538 1.000 0.446 0.241 0.350 0.278 
Acceptance(Sl\).0003 0.000 0.003 0.128 0.024 0.078 

Athletic 0,427 0.446 1.000 0.240 0.348 0.346 
CompetenceCAC).005 0.003 0.000 0.130 0.025 0.026 

Physical 0.431 0.241 0.240 1.000 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- .549 0.278 0.346 0.583 0.447 1.000 
WorthCGSW) .0002 0.078 0.026 0.000 0.003 0.000 

Note: The first row of numbers represents Pearson 
Correlation Coefficients, and the second row represents 
the Prob > (RJ Under HO:RHO=O. 
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Table 6 

The Teachers/ Scores on the Harter Self-Perception Profile 

Sut)sca 1 e N M. .s.u 

Scholastic 
Competence 33 3.63 0.49 

Social 
Acceptance 33 3.48 0.69 

Athletic 
Competence 27 3.30 0. 71 

Physical 
Appearance 33 3~84 0.34 

Behavioral 
Conduct 33 3.58 0.77 



Table 7 

Intercorrelatlons Amana Teachers' Subsca1e Scores on the 

Harter Self-Perception Profile 

Subscale 

Scholastic 
Competence CSC) 

Social 
,Z\cceptance (SA) 

Athletic 
Competence<AC) 

Physical 
Appearance<PA) 

Behavioral 
Conduct< BC) 

SC SA AC PA BC 

1.000 0.501 0.267 0.452 0.175 
. 000 . 003 . 178 . 008 . 331 

0.501 1.000 0.317 0.384 0.343 
.003 .000 .106 .027 .050 

0.267 0.318 1.000 0.332 -0.110 
. 178 . 10 6 . 0 0 0 . 0 91 . 586 

0.452 0.384 0.332 1.000 0.021 
. 008 . 027 . 091 . 000 . 905 

0.175 0.343 -0.109 0.021 1.000 
.331 .050 .586 .905 .000 

35. 

Note: The first row of numbers represents Perason 
Correlation Coefficients, the second row represents the 
Prob > (R1 Under HO:RHO=O. and the Number of Observations 
are: 27 for AC, and 33 for all other subscales. 
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Table 8 

Relationship between Scores of Teachers and Children on the 

Harter Self-Perception Profile 

Teacher Scores Chi 1 d Scores 
Subscale 

sc SA AC P/l, 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 .912 

Physical -0.199 -0.214 -0. 174 -0.366 -0 .170 
Appearance<PA) .268 .242 .333 .830 .343 

Behavioral 0.178 -0.024 -0.099 -0.087 0.115 
Conduct<BC) .320 .893 .583 .629 .524 

Note: The first row of numbers represents Pearson 
Correlation Coefficients, the second row represents the 
Prob > [RJ Under HO:RHO=O. A 11 child and teacher scores are 
based on N=33, except teacher/s Athletic Competence scores. 
where N=27. 
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Table 9 

Fathers/ DAS Scores in Relation to Father Availability 

Total Ava i 1 ab i 1 i t v 

Fathers High Low 
Subscale 

<N=40) <N=20) <N=20) 

Dyadic N 46.75 47.55 45.95 

Consensus SD 5.64 4.57 6.57 

Affectiona1 tl 9. 05 9.65 8.42 

Expression SD 1.93 1. 73 1.98 

Dyadic !1 40.70 42.10 39.30 

Satisfaction SD 4.27 3.08 4.88 

Dyadic Cohesion M 14.65 15.05 14.25 

SD 3.35 3.58 3.16 

Total DAS M 111.27 114.45 108.10 

SD 12.32 8.82 14.58 

Note: For' Affectional Expr'ession, the total number of 
fathers was 39, 20 high and 19 low in a v a i l ab i l i t y • 
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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 

becomes a sensitive and important factor in the child/s 

development. Family members influence each other's 

perceptior.s 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 

inf1uences children's self-perceptions. This review of 

literature will focus on parental Cmainly paternal) 

availability and it 1 S relationship to marital satisfaction 

and chi1dren's self-perceptions. 

Marital Ad.iustment 

A definition of marital adjustment encompasses an 

individual's perceived satisfaction of theic dyadic 

relationship <Creamer & Campbell, 1988). Components of 

marital adJustment include the importance p1a.ced on spousal 

agreement on important matters. being satisfied with the 

relationship, and perceptions of affectiona1 expression 

~Gabb~cd. Me~nlnger. & Coyne. 1987). Wlt~ln the 3~ages of a 

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 



40 

that can have direct effects on marital adJustment 

<Steinberg & Silverberg, 1987). Indirect effects also 

influence marital relationships. Locke C1951) 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 

toward her children. Bowlby (1951,1969) states that fathers 

provide emotional and economic support to the mother and 

this enhances the mother-infant relationship, and so may 

sffect the child's development despite limited 

opportunities for direct interaction between father and 

child. These 11 second-order effects" <Bronfenbrennert 1974) 

vlii::hin ti1e family tciad a11ow the father to benefit from 

emotional support given by his wife and thus increase the 

awareness of the varied sides between spousal and 

parent-child relationships. These influences and 

interrelations are affected by stress, conflict, and change 

(Amato. 1986; Amato, & Ochiltreet 1986; Barry, 1970). 

Within the spousal relationships, perceived marital role 

expect at i on;3 a.ffect fami 1 y st:cucture a.nd fami 1 y 

integrations which affect family attitudes and expectations 

<Coleman & Ganong~ 1984). " •.. the husband-wife and 

pare~~-ch11o e7stems are not independent, but rather reside 

within a more inclusive ecological unit-the family system<~ 

<Belsky, 1979, p. 7). Family cohesiveness was shown to 
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reinforce chlldren/s mastecy effort, gratification and 

self-motlvatlon CCoopec, Holman & araith~alte, 1983) as 

well as increasing the quality of self-esteem <Bredehoft & 

Hey. 1985). 11 Patecna1 cedisco·Jery" <Lamb, 1982) sho>.¥ fathers 

as significant in giving quality experiences, serving ae 

salient cole models, and providing nurturance to cnlldren-

The father-child relationship affects the father/s 

relationship with his wife which affects the wlfe/s 

~~lat1onstip with her husband and her child C Rollins & 

Gal 1 i gan ; 1 978) . 

Amato. Ochi1tree and Gay, C1986) also examined family 

resources such as f~mlly lnccme, pacental occupational 

status. and parental aspirations and expectations in 

celation to children's competence in reading, self-esteem, 

sveryday ski1 ls and social competence. Results showed that 

some s.cea.e: of chlldce:~'s corT:petence a.ce etcon.g1y c:::::a.-ced to 

aepects of family structure, such as parental income, 

education and occupations. Father/s influence on children's 

self-esteem wece also examined in this s~uay. 

Dvadic AdJustment Seal~ CDAS). The Dyadic AdJustment 

Scale CDAS) provides an overall measure of dyadic 

adJustn.1ent. Spanier C1976) states 11 dyadic aaJustment is 

a process o£ movement &long a continuum wh!ch can be 

evaluated ln terms of proximity to good or poor adJustment" 

Cp. 17). This scale a3sess the quality of macrlage with th& 

used as subscales (dyadic satisfaction, dyadic cohesion, 
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dyadic consensus and affectlonal expression). The 

reiiabllities for each subsca1e are: Dyadic Consensus, .90~ 

Dyadic Satisfaction .. 94; Dyadic Cohesion, .86; Affectional 

Expression, .73; Dyadic AdJustment Scale, .96. 

Chi ldren/s Competence 

White <1959) defined competency as a motivational 

concept with the feeling of efficacy as an urge towards 

competence. He also studied 11 sense of competence" <White, 

1960. p. 103). 'tlhich 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-concE:pt from experiencee, 

;,vith many basic changes occurring in middle childhood 

through adolescence, and continuing throughout life. Family 

experiences are predictive of the development of social 

competency CPettit, Dodge and Brown. 1988). 

Young children may be aware of their abilities in 

specific skili areas, but that awareness may not affect 

their Judgement in thelc overal 1 competence. As children 

get older, perceived competence may be caused by genera1 

changes in cognitive processing abilities and widespread 

changes in the children's environment. CStipek & Maciver. 

1989). Parental influence and their perceptions of their 

children's competence infiuence chi1dren/s oeveioping 

3el £-perceptions of academic competence (Phi 11 ips, 1987). 

Vecoff C1959) etcesses the effect pacental influences have 



on a chi1d's stage of self-esteem. Coopersmith C1967) 

states antecedents of self-esteem Yith three conditions: 
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parental acceptance of their children, defined limitations 

enforced, and respect for the chlldren/s unique desires and 

actions attained within the defined limitations. As 

cohesive family members reinforce children's mastery 

efforts, gratification and self-motivation develop < Amato 

and Ochiltree, 1986; Cooper, Holman, & Braithwaite, 1983>, 

and the quality of self-esteem increases <Bredehoft and 

Hey, 1985). 

The research of Gottman, et al (1975) included the 

teacher's perceptions of the child. Teacher's ratings of 

their perceptions of boys who were popular had fathers and 

activities and elicit laughter during play, mothers who 

were verbally stimulated and fathers who did not issue 

commands to their children, and were physically playful. 

Ratings of popular girls had fathers who did not issue 

commands. had fathers that physically played w!th their 

children and made their children laugh while playing and 

had mothers 'VJho i s::::u.ed commands to their ch ll dt~en, These 

teacher ranking of popularity also related to a harmonious 

interaction with peers. Significance was shown in the 

different styles of fathers and mothers. and how the 

differences related to popularity rating and peer 

interactions patterns of boys and girls. For boys verbally 

active mothers correlated with peer popularity. Maternal, 
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&.nd not p.:;:: e- c no. i • l ssu i ng cf cornm-3.nd i.vo s pos i t. i v r=:: y 

associated with popularity. 

Harter's Self-Perceptior. Profile. Susan Harter combined 

teacher observations of children to the children's 

perceptions of their self-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 Seif-Perception Profile for Children <1985) 

investigates children/s perceptions of themselves across 

various domains of their 1 ives \.Jhich reflect the effect of 

family, self and society upon children's self-concept. Six 

separate subscales measure five specific domains. with 

o~e-third of the six subscales dlrr=.:ctl'l involving 

competence o.nd the remaining subscales referring to various 

forms of self adequacy. This self adequacy does not 

necessarily involve competence in the form of actual 

skills. Global Self-Worth is a separate subscale directly 

tapping a ch!id's global perception of their worth as a 

person. The reliabillties of each subscale are: Scholastic 

Competence? .82; Social Acceptance~ .75; Athletic 

Competence~ .81~ Physical Appearance, .76: Behavorial 

Conduct, .73; G1oba1 Self-Worth, .78. 

Use of Time in the Home and Availabilitv 

The avallabillty of parents to the child ln the home is 

related to the general issue of allocation and use of time 



in the nome. The a11ocatlo~ of responsibll!ty and time for 

affect marital satisfaction C Madden, 1987). and family 

interaction. Research on the allocation of time CBecker, 

1965l and lt's a~sociation with househo!d production gained 

new importance as technologies shortened housework, eased 

physical labor of tasks. and provided alternative 

activities foe the family. The effects of leisure time. 

iess househcid tasks, and variety of the heme activities 

upon marital satisfaction and family life have been 

examined <Holman & Jacquart. 1988: Rexroat & Shehan. 1987; 

Scanzonl, 1983). Leisure time was an Important variable as 

it related to marital satisfaction (Smith. Snyder, Trull, & 

Monsma, 1988). Though the participants were unmarried to 

of 1 e i sure activity showed that perception of marl ta 1 

satisfaction was related to Joint spousal leisure 

activities and to affectlonal behaviors. 

mother-child and father-child !nteractlons whlch presents 

the question as to what impact father availability and 

marital satisfaction may have on children. Some evidence 

suggested the necessity to integrate marital affects on 

father.ing <Grossman. Pollack, & Golding, 1988). While 

"Jaci.ous 3.ctiuities in the home affect macita.l satisfaction. 

paternal actl~lties also affe~t the cnlldren. Research hss 

inve-stigated the roie of fathers in light of current 



societal demands including the study of father's 

participation in child care tasks and household chores. 

These studlee c~eated new insight !nto the i~fl~ence 

parents have with each other and thelc children <Barnett 

and Baruch, 1987; Coleman. 1988: Yogev & Brett, 1985). The 

middie =hildhoo~ years Yere researched b~ Gottman. Gonsc 

and Rasmussen <1975) with third and fourth gcaders fro~ 

ffi!ddle-3nd low-income schools. Social interaction and 

~:ocla.1 corupeten::::e and its reiationship to friendships ;.;ece 

studied with cesults showing a significance in social class 

and grade level interaction among children in middle income 

schools with verbal celnfoccemente accounting for most of 

the uarlances in the relationships of reinforcements gi~en 

to friendships in middle income schools. A predecessor to 

this critical stage was a study by MacDonald and Parke 

C1084l on p~es=hocl chiidce~ uhlcn described the 

interrelationships between father and mother play 

interaction anc! peer competence which are common to 

succeseful social interaction in later ~chool age peer 

set~!ngs. The :~o P5re~t faBllies uere middle clas~ 3na 

well educated. ~1are a.nd Tzong C1989) addressed the impact 

of the vario~e ages of fathers on thelr relationships with 

their sons. Patters spent more time lnte~actlng alone and 

performed more child-care tasks when the child was male. 

Invest i ga.t ions . ' / 1n-co men s involvement in household coles. 

chores. and activities are 1 imlted. Research that crosses 

disciplines and concepts are needed (Hanson, Bozett & 



Fredrick, 1985; Lewis & 0/Brlen, 1987). 

Use of Time In the Home. The use of time was 

systematically studied with detailed data collected dally 

from research conducted by U.S. Department of Agriculture 

Northeast Regional Project 113 (1978>. Definitions of 

&ctivlties of time used by the family were adapted to the 

present s~udy, ana affiong ~hells~ was cecceatlonal~!elsuce 

time. Unique to the present study presented here is a 

concept of fathers as being available ln the home. The 

&~o~nt oi time fathers interact. Including tiQe without the 

mothers being home. are effected by the chlld 1 s age and sex 

of the chi lcL 

A deflnltion of availability is a presence ln 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 

and care/help of other family members. 

The Present Studv 

The aim of the present st~dY ls to investigate the relatloa 

ln~estlgate the relation of fathe~ avaiiaDl!lty and 

father's marital satisfaction to the child/s 

se 1 £-percept~ ons of a.dequacy. competency. and g 1 oba.1 

self-wo~th. and to the tea=hec's perception of the chlld'3 

competence. 

The thesis stud~ presented here continues the 

lnvestiga.tlon vlith perceptions of competence as vie'VJed b:,.· 
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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 chi1dren 1 s self perceptions during the 

middle childhood year.s Cages eight, nine~ and ten) when 

they fluctuate their. personal 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 1980's. Further. work 

is needed to fully understand the role of father., 

especially fathers with school age children, and father 

effects on te child's self concepts and global development. 
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·J\.pproxiwa te lncome ~------------------------
"' 

Years Narried =--------------------------------

Previous lbrlt.al Status: __________ ~------------------

Education Level: ______________________________ _ 

Hcligion: _________________________ _ 

1.!: thnlc .B:l.c kg round=----------------------------------

fnthcr: 

lllrLh Date: _______________________________ __ 

~urrent Occupation: ________ ~---------------------
,.(' 

.Approx.lwa I; e., Inc owe=-------------------------

Years i•Jarrlcd =-----------------------------------

, Previous Harltal Status=----------------------

~ducat1onal Level=------------------------
flellgion: ___________________________________ __ 

Ethnic DaclcGround; _________________________________ ~---------

Nuwbar or Chlld 1 s Siblings=-----------------------

Age of Siblln~s: __________________________________ ___ 
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Address: ______________________ __ 

Phone No·------------------------

Years at current address ______ __ 

__ _____________ Code No. 

Date of 
--------~1-n~t-e-r-view 

Time of 
--------~i~n~t~e~rv1ew 

Name of Child ______________________ Child's Age ____________________ ___ 

Child's Birth Date: ________________ Child's Birth Place ____________ __ 

Sex and Ages of Child's Siblings ____________________________________ __ 

hother's Name ________________________________________________________________________ _ 

Birth Date _____________ __ 

Current Occupation. ________________________________________________________ ~-

Year's l•arried ______________________________________________________________ _ 

If appliciable, state previous marital status __________________________ ___ 

Education Level·------------------------------------------------------
Religion, ________________________________________________________ ___ 

Ethnic Background·--------------------------------------------------
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Address: _Code 1\o. 

Phone No. Date of 
interview 

Years at current address T1:te of 
interv1e.o~ 

Name of Child _____________________ Child's Age 

Child's Birth Date: _______________ Ch1ld's E1rth Place ___________ ___ 

Sex and Ages of Child's Siblings ________________________________ _ 

Father's Name-------------------------------------------------------
Birth Date ___________ ___ 

Current Occupat1o~--------------------------------------------------
Year 's l•arr i ed ____________________________________________ _ 

If appliciable, state previous marital status ________________ __ 

Education Level ________________________________________ _ 

Religion'-----------------------------------------------------
Ethn1c Background ______________________________________________ _ 



Co4o No. ___________ _ 

~to or Intorv1ow ________________ ___ 

Longth or rca14onoo at current &d4roas ________________________ ___ 

Ch1ld'a Birth Du.to. ___________________ _ 

Ch1ld's B1rth P~oo ________________________________________ _ 

l~mo ot Child's Sohool and Qrado L&ut ~ttonded __________________ _ 

l~mo ot Ch114 1s Classroom ~oaohor ~h1s Past Sohool Yuar ________ __ 

It Your Ch1ld Attondod Sunday Sohool. Ploaso lnd1oatu the Toaohcr 1s 
~IIWIIo ar~duu .A.t.tul\11cul •nd t.kUI Ctl~.l'l)h. l.t not !!I.. bu.rll£lrd 'u 

Fathor 1a B1rth ~tc. ____________ _ ••othor • s B1rth Du. tc _______ _ 

P&thor 1u Currant i'iothor 1a Curront 
Ooo~put~on, ______________________ _ 

Ooo~putl
.on ________________ _ 

Pathor 1a Eduoat1on Mothcr 1o Eduoat1on ~vel ______________ _ 

~V~l---------------------
Fathor•a Rol1s1on ______________ __ Mothor1o Rcl1e;1on ______ _ 

Pathor•a EthA1o Hothor•o £thn1o 

~0~.1'0~-----------------------
~o~round __________________ _ 

¥•~r• t~rr~u~~------------------------------------------------~ 

60 



-----~-

DYADIC ADJUSTMENT SCALE 

Most people have disagreements in their relationships. Please indicate below the 
approximate extent of agreement or disagreement between you and your partner for 
each item on the following list. 

. Almost ucca- r're- Almas~ 

Always Always sionally quently Always 
Arr:ree A~~:ree Di-;err:ree Disa_J:;ree Disarr:ree 

1· handling family finances 

2. hatters o"i recreation 

J. rtellgious matters 

4. IJemons tra t ions ol arrection 

5· Friends 

6. ::>ex relations 

7· Conventionality (correct or 
proper behavior) , 

B. l'hllosophy of life 

9· ways ot aealln.a; Wll:h parents 
or in-laws 

10. Alms, goal.s. and things 
believed important 

]1. AmOUnt 01 tlme spent together 
. 

12. t•.aking major aecisions 

lJ. household taSKS 

]4. Leisure time interests and 
activities . 

15· Career deo1s1ons 

Always 
Diaarr:ree 



16. 

17· 

18. 

19· 

20. 

21. 

22. 

2). 

24. 

-2-

l'1ore ucca- I All Most of often lsi on 
the time the time than not ~ll.v Rarel.v Never 

how often do you discuss or have 
you consijered divorce, s epa ra t 1 on , 
or terminatin~ your relationship? 

t!OW often do you or your mate 
leave the house after a fi•?;ht? 

In general, how often do you think 
that thin><;s between you and your 1 ' 
partner are p;oin.a; well? 

Do you confide in your rna te? 

Do you ever re~ret that you 
married' 

How often do you and your . 
partner quarrel? 

H. ow often do you and your mate 
get on each other's nerves') 

XXX <X <X!C · XXA.XXXXX XX ,.{XXXXXXX"XXf XXXXXXXX.A uuxxx>: XXXXXXXXD X 
Almost Occa-

Every every sion 
da.v day allv Harely Never 

Do you kiss your mate? 

Do you and your mate enp;age in -
outside interests together? 



-J-
How often would you say the followin~~; events occur b·-"':.ween you and your mate? 

Less j 
than Once or 

once a twice a 
I Once or 

twice a Once a More 

25. 

26. 

27. 

28. 

Have a stiumlAting 
exchange of ideas·J 

Lau~h together 

Calmly discuss somethinp; 1 

work to.:1;ether on a project? 

Never month month week day 

There are some things about whicb couples sometimes a~ree and sometime disagree. 
Indicate if either item below caused differences of opinions or were problems in 
your relationship during the past few weeks. (Check yes or no). 

29. 

JO. 

Yes No 

uein~ too tired for sex. 

Not showing love. 

often 

)1. 'fhe dots on the followinp; line represent different degrees of happiness in your 
relationship. 'l'he middle point, "happy", represents the degree of happiness of 
most relationships. Please circle the dot which best describes the degree of 
happiness, all things considered, of your relationship. 

0 

Extremely 
Jd.nhappy 

1 

Fairly 
!!,nhappy 

2 

A little 
!!,nhappy 

J 

Happy 

4 

IJery 
Happy 

5 

Extremely 
Happy 

6 

Perfect 



-4-

J2. which of the following statements best describes how you feel about the 
future of your relationship? 

-----------·~! want desperately for my relationship to succeed, and would go to almost any 
length to see that it does. 

-----------=I want very much for my relationship to succeed, and will do all I can to 
see that it does. 

__________ __.:::.! 1orant very much for my relationship to succeed, and will do my fair share to 
see that it does. 

----------~It would be nice if my relationship succeeded, but I can't do muoh more than 
doing now to help it succeed. 

----------~It would be nice if it succeeded, but I refuse to do any more than I am doing 
~ to keep the relationship going. ~ 

________ ..... _My relationship can never succeed, and there is no more that I oan do to keep 
the relationship going. 



RELABILITY ESTIMATES FOR THE DYADIC ADJUSTMENT 

SCALE AND ITS COMPONENT SUBSCALES 

65 

Scale Reliability No. of Items 

Dyadic Consensus Subscale 
Dyadic Satisfaction Subscale 
Dyadic CohesionSubscale 
Affectional Expression Subscale 
DYADIC ADJUSTMENT SCALE 

.90 
-94 
.86 
-73 
·96 

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

(Spanier, 1976 p. 24). 

13 
10 

5 
4 

32 



SUM~UffiY SCORES AND STANDARD DEVIATIONS FOR THE 

DYADIC ADJUSTMENT SCALE AND .ITS SUBSCALES, BY MARITAL 

STATUS 

Dyadic Consensus Subscale 
Dyadic Satisfaction Subscale 
Dyadic Cohesion Subscale 
Affeotional Expression Subscale 
DYADIC ADJUST~NT SCALE 

Dyadic Consensus Subscale 
Dyadic Satisfaction Subscale 
Dyadic Cohesion Subscale 
Affectional Expression Subscale 
DYADIC ADJUSTI•iENT SCALE 

I~a.rried 

Mean SD 
57-9 8.5 
40.5 7. 2. 
13.4 4:-~~ 
9!0 2.3 

114.8 17.8 
N= 218 

Divorced 

Mean 
41.1 
22.2 
8.0 
5·1 

70-7 
N= 

.rotal 

Mean 

94 

SD 
11.1 
10.3 
4.9 
2.8 

23.8 

Dyadic Consensus Subscale 52.8 
Dyadic Satisfaction Subscale 35.0 
Dyadic Cohesion Subscale 11.8 
Affectional Expression Subscale 7.8 
DYADIC A.DJUS·r.:-1ENT SCALE . 101.5 

SD 
12.1 
11.8 
5·1 
3.0 

28.J 
312 N= 

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

Home Activities 

Household maintenance !',other Father Child -
food preparation, dishwashing, Total: housecleaning, maintenance of 
home, yard, car,pets, and care , 
and construction of clothini alone 
and household linens, financial -----
activities (paying bills, etc.) With spouse 

with child(not spouse) 

• with faoily(spouse & child) 

l'ersonal maintenance (self) Total: 

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

With spouse 

with child (not spouse) 

with family(spouse & child; 

Eating Total: 
meals and snacks 

alone 
-
with spouse 

, 

with child (not spouse) 

with family(spouse & child) 
~ 



l. ~eisure/recreational 
social & recreational 
activities for personal 
enjoyment 

Care/help of other family 
members 

physical, nonphysical r.are 
and help 

'Work/school related (self} 
work or study done at home 
to meet school/work 
responsibilities 

Other 
telephoning 

-

Total: 

alone 

with spouse 

with child (not spouse} 

With family(spouse & child) 

Total: 

alone 

With spouse 

with child (not spouse) 

with family(spouse & child) 

Total: 
-

alone 

With spouse 

with child(not spouse} 

with familv(soouse & child) 
-

Total: 

Ialone 

with spouse 

with child (not spouse) 

with family(spouse & child) 

Use of Time 

2 

l'1other Father Child 

~ 

I 

Q'\ 
00 



DEFINITION OF TIME-USE ACTIVITIES 
OF FA!'tliLY MEMBERS 

Home Activities 

Household Maintenance 

69 

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_·a baby's formula, 
barbecuing, canning or freezing-food, outdoor docking, 
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, shampooing rug, wash~ng 
windows or walls, cleaning the oven, defrosting and cleaning 
the refrigerator or freezer, making or changing beds,, 
putting rooms in order. 

~aintenance of Home, Yard, Car, and Pets: Any repair and 
upkeep of home~ appliances, -and furnishings such as 
painting, wall papering,, 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 
ordryer, 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. 

/ 



Making clothing and household accessories(draperies, 
slipcovers, napkins,etc.), and alterations or mending. 
Include such activities as sewing by hand and machine, 
knitting, crocheting, macrame, embroidering, 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 Members 
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All 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 oaper, writing school work, work brought home 
to meet responsibilities. 

Other 

Any home activity not classified elsewhere. Telephoning. 



I .L 

USE OF TIME AT HOf1E 

Home Activities 

Using the last 2 to J 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 activities 

als9, please indicate the amount of time they spent. 
1. Household Maintenance Dad Mom Child 

a) Cooking and cleaning up 

b) Housecleaning 

c) Maintenance of home, yard 
car, and pets 

d) Care and construction of 
clothing and household 
linens 

e) Financial activities 

2. Personal maintenance 

a) Personal care{bathing 
dressing, grooming) 

3· Sleeeing 

4. Eating 

5· LeisureLRecreational 

a) Social and recreational 
activities for personal 
e_njoyment 

b) Other 

6. Care/Help of other family members 

a) Physical, nonphysical -
care and help 

b) Other 
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Date•------------ Code: __________ __ 

USE OP TIME AT HOME 

Home Act1v1t1es 

Dad Mom Child 
.! • - - -. Work~Sohool related (self) 

I 

7 

a) Work or study done at 
home to meet school/ 
work respons1b1lltles 

b) Other 

8 • .Q!h!u: 



What I Am Like 

Name---------------Age ___ Birthday-..,..,.--:-:----=--- Group __ _ 
Monlh Day 

Boy or G1rl (Circle whiCh) 

(a) 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

Really 
True 

for me 

Sort of 
True 

for me 

DO 

D D 

D D 

D D 

D D 

D D 

D D 

D D 

D D 

SAMPLE SENTENCE 

Some k1ds would rather 
play outdoors m the1r 
spare t1me 

Some kids feel that they 
are very good at the1r 
school work 

Some kids fmd 11 hard to 
make fnends 

Some k1ds do very well 
at all kmds of sports 

Some k1ds are happy 
w1th the way they look 

Some k1ds often do not 
like the way they behave 

Some k1ds are often 
unhappy w1th themselves 

Some k1ds feel like they 
are JUSt as smart as 
as other kids the1r age 

Some k1ds have alot of 
fnends 

Other k1ds would rather 
BUT watch TV. 

Other k1ds worry about 
BUT whether they can do the 

school work ass1gned to 
them. 

Other k1ds fmd 1t's pretty 
BUT easy to make fnends 

Other k1ds don't feel that 
BUT they are very good when 

11 comes to sports 

Other k1ds are not happy 
BUT w1th the way they look. 

Other kids usually ltke 
BUT the way they behave 

Other k1ds are pretty 
BUT pleased w1th themselves. 

Other kids aren't so sure 
BUT and wonder 1f they are 

as smart 

Other k1ds don't have 
BUT very many fnends. 

Sort of 
True , 

for me 

Really 
True 

lor me 

DO 

D D 

D D 

D D 

D D 

D D 

D D 

D D 

D D 
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Really Sort ol Sort of Really 
True True True True 

lor me lor ma lor me lor me 

9. 

D D 
Some krds wish they Other kids feel they are 
could be alot better at BUT good enough at sports D D sports 

10. 

D D 
Some kids are happy Other kids wish their 

D wrth !herr height and BUT herght or werght were D weight different. 

11 .. 

D D 
Some krds usually do Other kids often don't 

D D the nght thing BUT do the nght thmg. 

12. 

D D 
Some kids don't like the Other krds do like the 

D D way they are leadmg BUT way they are Jeadmg 
!herr life their l1fe. 

13. 

D D 
Some krds are pretty Other kids can do the1r 

D D slow 1n fmishing their BUT school work qu1ckly 
school work 

14. 

D D 
Some kids would like to Other kids have as many 

D D have alot more fnends BUT fnends as they want 

15. 

D D 
Some k1ds think they Other kids are afra1d 

D D could do well at JUSt BUT they m1ght not do well at 
about any new sports sports they haven't ever 
actlv1ty they haven't tried. 
tned before 

16. 

D D 
Some k1ds w1sh their Other k1ds ltke their 

D D body was different BUT body the way It is. 

17. 

D D 
Some k1ds usually act Other k1ds often don't 

D D the way they know they BUT act the way they are 
are supposed to supposed to. 

18. 

D D 
Some k1ds are happy with Other kids are often not 

D D themselves as a person BUT happy w1th themselves. 

19. 

D D 
Some kids often forget Other kids can 

D D what they learn BUT remember things eastly. 

20. 

D D 
Some kids are always Other k1ds usually do 

D D dorng thrngs w1th alot BUT thmgs by themselves. 
ol k1ds 
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Really Sort of Sort of Really 
True True True True 

lor me lor me lor me lor me 

21. 

D D 
Some kids feel that they Other k1ds don'tleel 

D D are better than others BUT they can play as well. 
their age at sports 

22. 

D D 
Some ktds w1sh their Other kids ltke their 

D D phystcal appearance (how BUT phystcal appearance the 
they look) was dtllerent way ll IS. 

23. 

D D 
Some ktds usually get Other kids usually don 'I 

D 0 1n trouble because of BUT do thmgs that get them 
thmgs they do In trouble. 

24. 

D D 
Some ktds ltke the kind Other ktds often wish 

D D of person they are BUT they were someone 
else 

25 

D D 
Some ktds do very well Other ktds don't do 

D D at their classwork BUT very well at thetr 
classwork 

26. 

D D 
Some k1ds w1sh that Other kids feel that most 

D D more people their age BUT people the1r age do like 
liked them them 

27. 

D D 
In games and sports Other k1ds usually play 

D D some kids usually watch BUT rather than JUSt watch. 
Instead of play 

28. 

D D 
Some kids wtsh Other kids ltke their lace 

D D something about their BUT and hair the way they 
face or hatr looked are. 
dtllerenl 

I 29. 

D D 
Some kids do things Other kids hardly ever 

D D they know they BUT do lhtngs they know 
shouldn't do they shouldn't do. 

30. 

D D 
Some ktds are very Other kids wish they 

D D happy bemg the way BUT were dtllerent 
they are 

31. 

D D 
Some ktds have trouble Other ktds almost 

D D flgunng out the answers BUT always can figure out 
m school the answers 

32. 

D D 
Some k1ds are popular Other ktds are not very 

D D w1th others thetr age BUT popular 

3 
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Really Sort of Sort ol Really 
True True True True 

for me for me for me for me 

33 

D D 
Some kids don't do well Other k1ds are good at 

D D at new outdoor games BUT new games nghl away 

34. 

D D 
Some kids th1nk that Other kids think that 

D D they are good looking BUT they are not very 
good looking 

35 

D D D D Some kids behave Other kids often find It 
themselves very well BUT hard to behave 

themselves 

36. 

D D D D Some k1ds are not very Other k1ds think the way 
happy w1th the way they BUT they do things is fme 
do alot of things 

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

4 
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TEACHER'S RATING SCALE OF CHILD'S ACTUAL BEHAVIOR 
(Parallels the st>lf percep11on prollle lor ch1ldrenl 

Child's name Class/grade/group Rater 

For each child, please md1cate what you feel to be h1s/her actual competence on each questoon. on your opmoon F1rst 
dec1de what kond of ch1ld he or she os like, the one descrobed on the left or roght. and then md1cate whether th1s IS Just sort 
of true or really true for that md1v1dual Thus. for each otem, check one of four boxes 

Really Sort of Sort of Really 
True True True True 

1. D D Thos child IS really OR Thos child can't do D D good at hos/her the school work 
school work ass1gned 

2. D 0 Th1s ch1ld fmds It OR For thiS chdd II'S 0 '0 
hard to make froends pretty easy 

3. D D Th1s chold does OR ThiS chdd ISn't D D 
really well at all very good "'hen ot 
l..onds of sports comes to sports 

4. D 0 Thos chdd os OR Thos chdd os not 0 0 
good·lookmg very good-lookmg 

5. D 0 Thos chold IS usually OR Thos chdd os often 0 D 
well-behaved not well behaved 

6. 0 0 Thos child otten OR Thos child can 0 0 'forgets what s,he remember th1ngs 
learns OR 

easdy 

7. 0 0 Thos chold has alot Thos child doesn't 0 0 
of fnends have many froends 

p. 0 0 Thos chold IS better OR Thos chold can't play 0 0 than others h1s;her as well 
age at sports 

9. 0 0 Thos chold has a noce OR Thos chold doesn't 0 0 
physocal appearance have such a noce 

physocal appearance 

10. 0 0 Thos chold usually OR Th1s chold would be 0 0 
acts approproately better of s'he acted 

dofferently 

11. 0 0 Th1s child has OR Thos chdd almost 0 0 
trouble f ogurong out always can fogure out 
the answers m the answers 
school 

12. 0 0 Th1s chold IS popular OR Th1s chdd IS not very 0 0 
w1th others h1s/her popular 
age 

13. 0 0 Thos chtld doesn't OR Thos chdd os good at 0 0 
do well at new new games roght 
outdoor games away 

14. 0 0 Thos chold osn't OR Thos chold os pretty 0 0 
very good look ong good-lookong 

15. 0 0 Thos chtld often gets OR Thos chdd usually 0 0 
m trouble becaus~ doesn't do thongs 
of thmgs he/she does that get hom;her 

m trouble 



Table 2. Subscale Reliabilities for the four Samples 

Scholastic Social Athletic Physical Behavioral Global 
Competence Acceptance Competence Appearance Conduct Self-Worth 

Sample A .80 80 .84 .81 .75 .84 

Sample B .85 .80 .86 .82 .77 .80 

Sample C .82 .75 81 .76 .73 .78 

SampleD 80 .75 .80 .80 .71 .78 



Scholastic 
A 
B 
c 
0 

Social 
A 

B 
c 
D 

AthletiC 
A 
8 
c 
0 

Appearance 
A 
B 
c 
0 

Conduct 
A 
B 
c 
0 

Self Worth 
A 
B 
c 
0 

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

Th1rd Grade Fourth Grade F1fth Grade Sixth Grade Seventh Grade 
G1rls Boys G1rls Boys G1rls Boys Girls Boys Girls Boys 

- - - - - - 2 94 2 94 2 80 2 78 
- - - - - - 2 88 3 10 2 93 2 85 

2 80 2 87 2 74 2 76 2 83 2 78 2 80 2 99 
277 2 63 2 95 2 61 2 75 2 91 

- - - - - - 2 98 3 06 2 96 3 00 
- - - - - - 2 87 2 95 3 09 2 96 

2 80 2 87 2 84 2 97 2 80 2 88 2 86 2 98 
2 71 2 65 2 56 2 86 2 86 3 00 

- - - ~- - - 2 80 3 15 2 54 3 11 
- - - - - - 2 58 3 14 2 56 3 15 
2 84 3 21 2 84 3 13 2 62 3 15 2 40 2 95 
2 47 2 86 2 63 2 87 2 52 3 05 

- - - - - - 2 68 2 98 2 50 2 93 
- - - - - - 2 58 3 10 2 49 2 93 

2 99 3 16 2 86 3 13 2 62 3 15 2 40 2 95 
2 78 2 72 2 95 2 75 2 70 2 99 

- - - - - - 3 06 2 92 2 96 2 83 
- - - - - - 3 07 2 98 3 14 2.82 

3 16 3 14 3 11 2 75 3 32 2 84 3 34 2 65 
2 80 2 86 3 06 2 76 3 02 2 82 

- - - - - - 3 10 3 20 2 97 3 20 
- - - - - - 3 01 3 20 3 00 3 24 

3 01 3 14 3 13 2 89 3 04 3 14 3 08 2 97 
2 76 2 82 3 13 2 80 2 66 3 24 

Eighth Grade 
Girls Boys 

2 69 2 77 

3 14 3 05 

2 56 3 18 

2 62 2 86 

2 96 2 88 

2 91 2 99 

...... 
\0 



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

Ttmd Grade Fourth Grade Fifth Grade S1xth Grade Seventh Grade Eighth 
G1rls Boys G1rls Boys Guls Boys G1rls Boys Girls Boys G1rls 

Scholastic 
A 64 62 61 .55 
B .75 .65 .54 .61 68 
c .86 80 69 .74 58 69 .64 60 
0 .70 73 76 56 65 63 

Social 
A .69 63 57 .61 
B 79 76 .60 .61 .63 
c 84 73 92 .77 77 71 .71 50 
0 60 61 .78 .78 66 47 

Athletic 
A 69 ' 61 .70 .62 
B .81 .74 .72 .61 .74 
c 79 54 .69 .75 85 72 .74 61 
0 .64 69 .70 88 72 69 

Appearance 
A .75 .68 .68 .62 
B .79 .72 69 .64 69 
c 94 67 .78 79 83 72 .65 56 
0 66 77 .64 68 77 58 

Conduct 
A .56 60 .62 .51 
B .65 63 51 .64 .55 
c 58 63 67 46 53 56 .57 43 
0 .54 72 .61 63 34 48 

Self-Worth 
A .65 .61 .~2 .52 
B .68 .67 .55 .52 .64 
c 85 .70 .73 .80 72 .69 .58 .60 
0 .56 76 .56 .68 71 44 

Grade 
Boys 

.72 

.64 

.59 

64 

.59 

.63 

co 
0 
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APPENDIX 

CORRESPONDENCE 



Review of Graduate Student Projects Involving Human Subjects 
College of Home Economics 
Oklahoma State University 
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Date April J, 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 participat~" are to ac
company this form. (Proposal will be returned.) 

3. Two copies of form to be completed a'nd 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 faculty research project, indicate project title 
and director: 

III. Statement of submitter~ 

A. Way{s) in which human subjects will be involved. __________ _ 

B. Subjects caul d be at "risk" ------- or 

Subjects not judged to be 11 at risk" ------

C. Explanation of answer under B -------------------

Note: Submitter is responsi b 1 e for fi 1 i ng a review form if project 
plans change in any way that might affect final decision. 



IV. Reconunendat1on of reviewers (one reviewer to be a graduate faculty mem
ber appointed by major advisor who is not a member of the student's 
conunittee; second, the department head). 

Approve Disapprove 

Signature, Faculty Reviewer Date 

Signature, Department Head Date 

If elther disapproves, or has further questions, the following reconunen
dation is made: 

Subm1t 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." Reco11111endation: 

Associate Dean for Research 

Date 

6/11/86 
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Ms Linda Shuttlesworth 
Assistant Principal 
Jenks Public Schools 
1st and B Streets 
Jenks, OK 74037 

Dear Ms Shuttlesworth: 

3720 East 43rd Street 
Tulsa, OK 74135 

February 20, l98S 

84 

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 OSU by calling 405-624-
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 
teacher's perception of the child. 

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. 
l~rter's Teacher Rating Scale of Child's Actual Behavior will be u~~d 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 

i:lajor investigator: 
Dr. John C. McCullers 
Oklahoma State University, 341 HEW 
Stillwater, Ok 74078-0337 

Research assistant: 
Rita A. Kukura 
3720 E. 43rd Street 
Tulsa, Ok. 74135 

Starting date: 

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? 

(405) 624-5061 

(918) 745-0404 

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. 

u 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 perceptions 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 ." 



Oklahorna State UniveTsity 
Ofi'ARTMENT OF FAMILY RELATIONS 

AND CHILO DEVELOPMENT 
COLLEC£ OF HOME ECONOMICS 

Dear Parents: 

I STIUWATfll, OKLAHOMA 74078-0JJT 
241 HOME ECONOMIC~ WfST 
I~USi 624-.SIU7 

April 2, 1987 

We are presently conducting research on the family's use of 
time at home, the extent to which 1nother and father agfee with 
each other on various fam~ly matters, and the relation of these to 
the teacher's perception of the child and the child's own self
perceptions. At th~s time, we wish to see two-parent f~nilies and 
the~r third-grade child. Parents should be living together with 
the child, but need not be the natural parents. 'l'ho 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 ch~ld 
will be collected both at home and at school. Information taken 
at home can usually be collected in about 30 minutes. The child 
l.nformation 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 publ~c in any way. 
Any family member would have the right to withdraw at any time. 
However, we do not foresee problems connected with particl.pat~on, 
and expect all family members to find the study to be l.nteresting 
and enJoyable. If you are a two-parent fa1nily l~v~ng together, we 
hope that you will participate ~n th~s pro)cct. 

The project is being sponsored by the Department of Family 
Relatl.ons and Child Development at Oklahoma State Un~vcrsl.ty, and 
has been rcvl.ewed and dpprovcd by school officials at Jenks East 
Campus. Ms Rl.ta Kukura will attempt to telephone you w~thl.n the 
next few days to determine your willingness to part~cl.pate. At 
that time, she will answer any questl.ons you may havo and make 
art·angements to v~sl.t Wl.th you. 'l'hc results of tho study would be 
aval.lable to share w~th you at tho complet~on of the proJect. 
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Parents 
Apn.l 2, 1987 
Pil.ge 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 (4051 624-5061. We 
thank you for your cooperat1on. 

Very truly yours, 

John c. McCullers 
Pro]ect Director 

Rita A. Kukura 
Ues.earcher 

PARENTAL CONSENT FORM 

we would like to participate in the family project described 
in the letter from Dr. McCullers and Ms Kukur~. I g1ve pcrm1ss1on 
for my child, , to part1cipatc in 
the proJect, and we consent to being part1c1pants ourselves. I 
acknowledge that we have rece1vcd information about the re~earch, 
and unders.tand that we are free t.o contact the researchers. or 
w1thdraw trom the research at any t1me. 

I would be interested in receiving the results of the study 
when the research 1S completed. Yes No 

Name: 

Signature: __________________________________________________ ____ 

Date: 
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Thank you f.or responding to the 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 ________________________________________________ __ 

~ost convenient time to call ______________________________ __ 

Thank you very muchll 

B.ita A. Kukura 



April 22, 1987 

Last week a letter and consent form was given to your 
child requesting family participation in a project sponsored by 
Oklahoma State University which was approved by Jenks East 
school officials. We would very much like to have your family 
participate in this project, but we have not received your consent 
form yet. 

If you would like to participate, then please slgn and 
return the consent form so I can start the project. Please add 
your telephone number to the consent form so I can 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 be~ng part1cipants ourselves. ''r 
acknowledge that we have received information about the research, 
and understand that we are free to contact the researchers or 
w~thdraw 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 participating 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 _____________________________________ __ 

lf ynll .. tl'<><>•l.Y lril"l-l ,Vtl\1 will 1111~ ho <>lila 1-rJ l•.,rl\11\l•<\l>a 
please write your name below so I know you made your deoiston and 
I will not trouble you further. 

Name of parPnts ______________________________________ __ 

Name of child ____________________________________ _ 

Thank you very much, 
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Oklahoma State University 
DEPARTMENT OF FIIMIL Y RELII TIONS 

AND CHILO OfllfLOPMENT 
COLLEGE Of HOME ECONOMICS 

I STILLIVATER, OKLAHOMA 740711·0JJ7 
241 HOME £CONOMICS IVEST 

I40SJ 62.J.5057 

August 4,1987 

I am writing to request your cooperation and participat~on ~n 
a research proJect. I am a teacher and mother of two ch~ldr~n and 
th~s proJect is my thes~s for the Master's degree in Fam~ly 
Relations and Child Development at Oklahoma State Un~vers~ty. My 
aim is to study the fam~ly's use of t~me at home, the extent to 
which mother and father agree with each other on various family 
matters, and how these relate to the ch~ld's sclf-percept~on. 

Th~s project has been reviewed and approved by the Department 
of Fam~ly Relat~ons and Ch~ld Development at Oklahoma State 
Un~vers~ty, and by school officials at Jenks East Campus, where 
some of the work was done. In addit~on, the pro]ect has been 
approved by your church, where I obta~ned your name and address. 

The plan ~s to ~nterview both parents and the~r nine- or ten
year-old child ~n the horne. The ~nterv~ew w~ll be scheduled at 
your conven~ence, and usually takes about 30 to 45 minutes. To 
ensure conf~dent~al~ty, names w~ll not appear on the data forms, 
or be mdde public ~n any way. Any part~c~pant has the r~ght to 
w~thdraw at any t~me. However, I do not expect that to happen; 
all family members should f~nd the study to be interest~ng and 
enjoyable. The results of the study w~ll be made ava~lable at the 
cornplet~on of the proJect. 

I look forward to working with your family. I will attempt 
to call you w~th~n the next few days to determ~ne your will~ngness 
to participate. At that time, I'll try to answer any quest~ons 
you may have and make arrangements to v~s~t w~th you. 

Sincerely, 

Rita A. Kukura 
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Oklahorna State Un1"versity 
DEPARTMENT Of fAMILY RELATIONS 

AND CHILD DEVELOPMENT 
COLLECE Of HOME ECONOMICS 

Dr. Gene Buinger, superintendent 
Jenks Public Schools 
Adm~n~strative Off~ces 
F~rst & B Streets 
Jenks, OK 74037 

Dear Dr. Buinger: 

I STILLWATER. OKLAHOMA 1401/J-OJJl 
241 HOME ECONOMICS WtsT 

{405J 624-5057 

September 4, 1987 

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 wh~ch mother and 
father agree w~th each other on various family matters, and how 
these rel4te to the child's self-percept~ons and the teacher's 
percept~ons 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 cons~derations pr~or to contact~ng schools or famil~es. 

After discuss~ng the pro)ect 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 v~a the children. Several 
families volunteered for the study but because we were not able to 
contact the parents d~rectly we were not able to obtain an 
adequate sample. Cop~es of the in~tial 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 ~etting liite in the seme:..tcr, we dec~dcd 
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 contdcting approp.r~ate 
families, and Father White WdS kind enough to endor~e the study 
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Dr. Buinger 
September 4, 1987 
l?age 2 

from the pulpit, which greatly facilitated our gaining the 
cooperation and participation of the families we contacted. A 
copy of the 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 c~nplete 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 teache'rs of the Jenks Public 
Schools identified on the attached list. Most teachers would 
co1nplete 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. I want to emphasize th~t all of 
our contacts with the Jenks Public Schools have been good ones. 
Everyone we have dealt with has been courteous, cooperatlve, and 
profess1onally responsible. We would be happy to meet with the 
research committee, and the teachers and pr1ncipals involved. The 
results of the study will be made available to your office at the 
completion of the proJect to share with lnterestcd staff. If 
there lS any further 1nformat1on thdt you may W.l.sh to have, please 
let me know. 

Enclosures 

copy to: 
Mrs. Rita Kukura 

Best wishes, ~ 

JohYtll:r~ :h. D. 
Professor of Frun.1.ly Relations 

and Child Development; 
Professor of Psychology 
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Dr. Buinger 
septenwer 4, 1987 
Page 3 

Jenks Public Schools Teachers 

Central Elementar~ 

Rubey, Kathy 

West Elementar~ 

Wolff, Rose 
Bauer, RaJ.nelle 
PJ.ttman, Janice 

East Elementar~ 

Coffelt, Nancy 
Cotton, Joan 
Knowlton, Donna 
Laster I Beth 
Lundin, Karen 
Reynolds, Jan 
StrozJ.er, Sandra 
Clark, Kelly 

:Raper,Joyce 
Reece,Sandra 
Sml.th, Rosemary 
Starr, Joyce 
Webb, Brenda 
Jjarrow, V.lrginia 

·Brodsky, I<teryl 
Claussen, Joanne 

·DeVrJ.es, Andrea 
Langston, Kathryn 
Whitney, Mary sue 

3rd grade 

2nd grade 
3rd grade 
4th grade 

2nd grade 
2nd grade 
2nd grade 
2nd grade 
2nd grade 
2nd grade 
2nd grade 
3rd grade 
3l"d grade 
3rd grade 
3rd grade 
3rd grade 
3rd grade 
4th grade 
4th grade 
4th grade 
4th grade 
4th grade 
4th grade 

(now Mrs. Schmidt, 4th grade) 

2 evaluation forms 

3 evaluat.lon forms 

2 evaluation forms 
2 ~valuation 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 
teacher's perception of the child. 

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 



97 

Equipment and material to be used: 

No special equipment. 
Harter's Teacher Rating Scale of Child's Actual Behavior ~.,ill 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 

dajor investigator: 
Dr. John C. McCullers 
Oklahoma State University, 341 hD~ 
Stillwater, Ok 74078-0337 

Research assistant: 
Rita A. Kukura 
3720 E. 43rd Street 
Tulsa, Ok. 74135 

Starting date: 

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? 

(405) 624-5061 

(918) 745-0404 

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. 



TO: jerry Hill 

MEMORANDUM 
September 18, 1987 

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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F1rst and 8 Streets. Jenks, Oklahoma 74037. (918) 299-4411 

October 6, 1987 

Jenks Staff Members, 

99 . 

Earlier this school year, a research project, being 
undertaken by Rita Kukura, was broug'ht to my attention. Mrs. 
Kukura had, inadvertently, failed to seek the approval of the 
d i s t r i c t i n c a r r y i n g o u t a r e s e a r c h p r o j e c t f o r he r rna s t e r ' s 
degree from OSU, and the project was suspended pendi~g a review 
by school administration. 

I am happy ~nform 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. is 
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 bein~ asked to rate on the questionnaire. 

Based upon 
by my office 
participate. 

these 
and 

assurances, the project has been approved 
I ',would encourage faculty members to 

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

Si:~:_~ 
ne Buinger 
perintendent of Schools 
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MEMORANDUM 
October 7, 1987 

TO: Gene B uinger 
FROM: Cathy Burden 

CONCERNING: Kukura Research Proposal 

The packet prepared by Ms. Kukura satisfies the concerns noted 
9-18-87. 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 
Barrow, Virginia 
Brodsky, Meryl 
Claussen, Joanne 
De Vries, Andrea 

P.O. Box 3514 Tulsa, Oklahoma 74101 
3637 E. 67 St. Tulsa, Oklahoma 74135 
5917 S. Indianapolis Tulsa, Oklahoma 74135 
9719 S. Joplin Ave. Tulsa, Oklahoma 74137 
9728 S. Darlington Tulsa, Oklahoma 74137 
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OklahoJna Stale Urtivers·ity 

Dear 

DEPARTMENT OF FAMILY RELATIONS 
AND CliiLD DEVELOPMENT 

COLLEGE OF HOME ECONOMICS 

I STILLWATER, OKLAHOMA 7~078-0JJl 
2~1 HOME ECONOMICS WLH 
1~05) 624-5057 

October 15, 1987 

We are writing to request your cooperation and participation 
in a research project to study the f~ni1y'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 ~n Family Relations and Ch~ld Development at 
Oklahoma State Un~vers~ty. It has been rev~ewed and approved by 
her thesis committee, by the Department of Family Reldt~ons and 
Child Development, and the College of Home Econom~cs hwnan 
subjects committee at Oklahoma State Univers~ty, by Father James 
D. White of St. Bernard's Parish, the Cdtholic church where we 
recru~ted our families, and by Dr. Buinger, Super~ntendent, and 
the research comm~ttee of Jenks Publ~c Schools. F~nally, the 
families themselves have all approved the proJect and have 
provided us WJ.th s~gned consent forms. 

We have now completed our interview of the families, both 
parents and one ch~ld who was in the second, third, or fourth 
grade last year. As indicated above, we have collected the 
ch~ld's self perception~. Our reason for contacting teachers is 
ma~nly to get a more ob)ect~ve assessment of the ch~ld than we 
would expect to get fro1n parents, or the ch~ldren themselves. 

A one-page form is enclosed for you to rate a child that you 
taught last year. Th~s form was taken from a standard~zed test 
~nstrument, Dr. Susan Harter's Manual for the Self Perception 
Profile for Ch~ldren, and lt can usudlly be completed ~n dbout five 
lnl.nutes. We request that you rate the child n~ncd on the form and 
return the completed form 1n the st~nped, addressed envelope 
provided. 
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Octooer 15, 1987 
Page 2 

Your participation is of course voluntary, but because it is 
so 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 publl.c in any way. There l.s no 
place on the form for your name and we ask that you not sl.gn 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 indl.cated l.n the second 
paragraph above. Because of this confusl.on, Dr. Bul.nger nas 
kindly offered to provide a memo indicatl.ng tho.t 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 hdve about the project. Dr. McCullers' number at OSU l.S 
405-624-5061 and Ms. Kukura's number l.n Tulsa l.S 745-0404. We 
thank you for your assistance. The results of the study will be 
made aval.lo.ble at the completion of the proJect. 

John c. McCullers, Ph.D. 
Faculty advisor 

enclosures (2) 

Sincerely, 

Rl.ta A. Kukura 
Investigator 
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APPENDIX D 

PILOT STUDY 
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Pi lot Studv 

The purpose of the pilot study was to resolve any 

unforeseen methodical problems, to test instruments and 

procedures for their effectiveness. to determine the 

feasibility 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 obtain an adequate sample size at one 

1ocation. 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 to 

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 size would be adequate for the purposes of the 

pi1ot study. 

\Vlethod 

Sub.iects 

Each of four self-contained third-grade classes had 

approximately 30 academically average children. The final 
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sam9le consisted of 11 children, 6 boys and 5 girls. 

re~cu!ted b% means of ina:vi~uci1J addreasec !ettecs ~a8sed 

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 eleven families. the parents/ occupations 

included high-level. professional positions. such as 

Judges. doctors. accountants and managers. Only one mother 

of the male children in the study was employed outside the 

home, while ali mothers of female children worked outside 

tte home except one. 

The average age of the husbands was approximately 40 

years, and wi~es were about one year youngec. appLoximately 

39 yeaLs on the average. Length of marriage ranged from 12 

to 15 years. The religious affiliations of the families 

with male chiidcen varied among several protestant 

denominations: families with female children weLe ei~her 

Baptist or Catholic. Family size varied from two to four 

children. and the age of the children in the study was 

e~enly divided between nine and ten-yeaL-olds. The children 

were born in various states, and the average length of 

residence of the families in the Tulsa area was 

approximately 4 to 5 years. 

Instruments 

DemograPhic Data. A questionnai~e was designed by the 

researchers to obtain personal and family information 



pert!n~nt to th~ study. The items for two top1cs on the 

questionnaire, ecl.uca ti on a.na re 1 i gi ous prefETence. were 

to.ken fcom Prepare. Premarital Fersonal a.nd Rela.ticnship 

Evaluation tPrepare-Enrlch, 1982). The lnltial version of 

tne questionnaire developed for this stud~ was first tested 

with two families whose children attended a school that was 

not included in the study. Parents answered the questions 

separately Vlhile in the sa.me room. The questionnaire is 

presented in Appendix B. 

Dyadic AdJustment Scale. Spanler/s C1976) Dyadic 

AdJustment Scale CDAS) was used to measure marital 

adjustment and sa.tlsfaction. This instrument was completea 

b7 each pa~en: lnaependentl'i. A copy of ~he D~S is 

presented in Appendix B. 

F~mll; Use of Time in rhe Home. A ilse of Time at Home 

scale was aaaptea from a 1981 study cNortheast Regional 

Research ProJect NE 113. "An Interstate Urban/Rural 

Compar i s;:;n. of Pami 11 es' T lme Use 11 1 and used to mea.sure time 

tJSe !n tne home and .:tvai labi 1 iti of family members. After-

the initial version had been presented to the two 

preliminary families. lt was revised in format and written 

instructions were p~ovlded for greater claclty before uaing 

!t in the pilot study. Both forms are presented in 

Appendix B. 

Self-Perception Profile for Children. This instrument 

cHa~ter, 1°86) consists of t~o scales, cne to measure the 

chlldren/s self-perceptions and one to measure teacher's 
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perceptions of the children. 

Children's Scale. This 36-ltem scale was used to 

measure the children's domain-specific judgments of their 

perceived competence and adequacy. Three subscales involve 

self-perceptions of competence. two sv.bscales involve 

perceptions of adequacy and one subscale measures global 

self-worth. The instrument has acceptable interna1 

consistency 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 as 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 assistant principal, followed by a letter of 

confirmation. The letter is presented in Appendix C. After 

the assistant principal discussed the project with a11 

third grade teachers. four teachers volunteered to 

partlc!pate. These teachers bciefly 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 

classroom teachers~ who returned the forms to the 

researcher 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. ?, second 1 et ter ,,,as sent home vi a 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 ciassroom was 

used 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 horne 

interviews were completed after the school day. The parent 

and children were in view of the researcher at al 1 times, 

and seated so as to prevent any family member from seeing 

another/s responses. The directions and definitions for the 
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Use of Time Instrument wece read to the participants by the 

researcher. The researcher sat with and assisted the child 

to complete the time use survey while the parents 

independently responded to each instrument. Parents first 

completed the demographic questionnaire, then the DAS, and 

then the time use survey. 

Results 

Demo or· a phi c Data 

The demographic data at-e summarized and reported in the 

description of the subjects, in the Method section. Other 

cesults will be presented for each instrument separately 

and then in combination. The DAS results will be presented 

ficst. followed by those for Fami 1y Use of Time, and then 

the findings obtained with children and teachers on the 

Seif-Pecception Profile. 

Dyadic AdJustment Scale 

Means, standard deviations, and Pearson correlations of 

husband/s and wive/s scores were measur-ed 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 ali 

subsca1es and on Total Dyadic AdJustment. Also. there were 

moderate or higher correlations between husbands and wives 

ecores on each subscale and Total DAS. 
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Family 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 ali 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, tl = 3.04 for 

Scholastic Competence and Behavioral Conduct. With the 

teacherst Behavorial Conduct was the highest mean. M = 

3.48, and Athletic Competence as the lowest mean. N = 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 

Al 1 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 

useful and reasonable which led to the conclusion that 

there were no special or methodical problems or any need 
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foe revisions. Based on pc.r-en t and/or t ea.chec input. 

certain changes were made befoce doing the main study. The 

streamlined before being used in the main study. 
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Table 1 

Dvadic AdJustment Sca1e <DAS) Scores of Husbands and 

Wives on each Subscale and Total DAS 

Subsca.l e Husba.nds (f'l=l1) 

Dyad:c tl 45.32 50.65 

Consensus SD 6.53 8.76 

r .61 

Affectional M 8, 03 8.94 

Expression SD 7.67 7.10 

r .90 

Dyadic l1 38.81 40.51 

Satisfaction SD 5.79 5.73 

r .81 

D-:,• cj.cJ 1 (: 1\.1 14.45 15. 72 L!. 

Cohesion SD 2.34 2.19 

r -c::.. • t>._. 

ToL:d DAS l1 106.62 115.83 

Scores 5.D. 15-46 16.69 

r .84 
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Table 2 

Total Hours per week Spent in Home Activities bv 

Familv Members 

Activity CN = 11) Father Mother Chi 1 d 

1a. Cooking etc. 2 21 0 

b. Housecleaning 1 14 0 

c. Maintenance of 
home. etc. 6 5 0 

d. Care of clothing. etc. 0 6 0 

e. Financial activities 2 1 0 

2. Personal care 
(bathing, etc.) 5 9 2 

3. Sleeping 48 51 65 

4. Eating 9 10 3 

5. Leisure/Recreational 12 8 17 

6. Care/Help of 
other Fami 1 y Members 6 7 1 

7. Work/School 2 A 0 -., 



Table 3 

Chi1dren~s and Teachers/ Scores on the Harter Self

Perception Profile 

Subscale N = 11 Chi 1 dren Teachers 

Scholastic !1 3. 04 3.39 

Competence SD 1.11 .80 

Socia1 M 3.44 3.21 

Acceptance SD .67 .64 

Athletic tl 3. 10 3. 15 

Competence SD .92 .20 

Physical M 3.26 3.39 

Appearance SD .69 .60 

Behavioral .t1 3. 04 3.48 

Conduct SD 1.10 .61 

Global M 3.53 

Se 1 f-itlorth SD .49 

115 
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RAvl DATA 



DYADIC CONCENSUS D~ADIC COHESION 

Rec t FATHERS MOTHERS ---
1 47 53 
2 45.5 57.2 
3 57 59 
4 37 so 
5 49 63 
6 37 34 
7 55 51 
8 40 40 
9 45 56 

10 42 42 
11 44 52 

DYADIC SATISFACTION 

Rec t FA'rHERS MO'.rBERS 
== 

1 36 34 
2 44 45.6 
3 47 45 
4 28 35 
5 43 47 
6 32 30 
7 42 44 
8 38 37 
9 43 46 

10 40 40 
11 34 42 

~FFECTIONAL EXPRESSION 

Rec f FA:rHERS MOTHERS 
= 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 

6 
9.3 
12 

5 
10 

2 
10 

8 
9 
9 
8 

8 
12 
12 

6 
9.3 

3 
10 

8 
10 

9 
11 

Rec t FA'l'HERS MO'l'HERS 
= 

1 14 18 
2 16 17 
3 16 17 
4 10 12 
5 14 16 
6 13 14 
7 13 15 
8 13 17 
9 19 18 

10 16 17 
11 15 12 

TOTAL DAS 

Rec # FA'l'HERS MOTHERS 
= ------

1 103 113 
2 114.8 131.8 
3 132 133 
4 80 103 
5 116 135.3 
6 84 81 
7 120 120 
8 99 102 
9 116 130 

10 107 108 
11 101 117 
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SAMPLE/VARIABLE 

FATHERS 
MOTHERS 

SAMPLE/VARIABLE 

FATHERS 
MOTHERS 

SAMPLE/VARIABLE 

FATHERS 
MOTHERS 

118 

DESCRIPTIVE STATISTICS 

VARIANCE STD DEV. NUMBER 

11 
11 

MEAN 

14.455 
15.727 

MEDIAN 

14.000 
17.000 

====== 

D~ADIC COHESION 

5.473 
4.818 

DESCRIPTIVE STATISTICS 

NUMBER 

11 
11 

MEAN 

45.318 
50.655 

MEDIAN 

45.000 
52.000 

DYADIC CONCENSUS 

VARIANCE 

42.614 
76.713 

DESCRIPTIVE STATISTICS 

NUMBER 

11 
11 

MEAN 

38.818 
40.509 

MEDIAN 

40.000 
42.000 

DYADIC SATISFACTION 

VARIANCE 
==== 

33.564 
32.851 

2.339 
2.195 

STD DEV. 

6.528 
8.759 

STD DEV. 

5.793 
5.732 



DESCRIPTIVE STATISTICS 

SAMPLE/VARIABLE NUMBER MEAN MEDIAN VARIANCE STD DEV. 
===========================================----====================-~---------======= 
FATHERS 
MOTHERS 

11 
11 

8.027 
8.936 

9.000 
9.300 

7.668 
7.105 

AFFECTIONAL EXPRESSION 

SAMPLE/VARIABLE 

FATHERS 
MOTHERS 

DESCRIPTIVE STATISTICS 

NUMBER 

11 
11 

MEAN 

106.62 
> 115.83 

TOTAL DAS 

MEDIAN VARIANCE 

107.00 
117 .oo 

:=== 
238.92 
278.68 

2.769 
2.665 

STD DEV. 
- --=--===· 

15.457 
16.694 
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· "CALCULATE PEARSON'S R 
Enter Names of Samples vou want to Com~are: Sample Name Mean var~ance 

~~~~ 1~:~~7 i:~is 

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

t = 2.314 
Two-tailed p = 0.046 df = 9 

D~ADIC COHESION 

-- ---CALCULATE PEARSON'S R 

Samp~gt§~~ames of SamplM~aKou want to Com~~?rince 

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

t = 4.146 . . 
Two-ta~led p = 0.0024986 

df = 9 

DYADIC SATISFACTION 

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

t = 6• 239 Two-tailed p = 0.0001516 
df = 9 

AFFECTIONAL EXPRESSION 

120 
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Correlation Coefficient, r = 0.842 
Enter r Value under the null hypothesis: 0 

t = 4.686 
Two-tailed p = 0.0011420 df = 9 

TOTAL DAS 

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

t = 2.635 Two-tailed p = 0.027 
df = 9 

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

(Rev1s1on of the Perce1ved Competence Scale tor Children) 

Susan Harter, Ph 0, Untversily of Denver, 1985 
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' 8 
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DATA CODING SHEET FOR SELF-PERCEPTION PROFILE FOR CHILDREN 

(ReVISIOn of the Perceived Competence Scale for Children) 

-~-- ---··-- . 
Susan Harten Ph D, Untverstty of Denver, 1985 -
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INDIVIDUAL PUPIL PROFILE FORM 

SELF-PERCEPTION PROFILE FOR CHILDREN 
(Revision ol I he Perceived Compellnce Sc•le lor Children) 

Susan llllftf!t Ph 0 UnnllrJI/y Of O~~nver IQB$ 

Co7SG3 
Nam• 

OATC 

High 

"" a: 
0 
:;: 
~ Medium 

~ 
"' ::> 

"' 

Low 

Name 

DATE 

High 

"" a: 
0 
u 
"' "" Medium 
..J 
< :;: 
"' :> 

"' 

Low 

r-'f 
T~ 

-y_,. 

' " ' 

SCIIOl,,IIC 
COMPETEHCI 

:1..3 

l"i' '10 

•- -

SCttOLASTIC 
COMPETENC! 

~s 

y,o 

Grade 3 Age 10 Gonder F 

Pupil a rating •- _________ -• Teacher a rallng 

- - -· 
' / 

/ 

SOCIAL AllllfiiC rru'"ICIII\ lltiiAVIOft,\l Ol0tl"l 
AccrrtANCf. COMl'tUHCt: Af'PU.nANCII: CONDUCT lll,'III'OIUH 

3b ')..l? 3.D 2. (, 3.1 

J,O .3 () ~ 0 '/.0 

Grade 3 Gonder f= 

Pupil' r.a11ng •- __________ -• Teact,er 1 rating 

- • /· - - .. 
/ 

....,, 

SOCIAL J>HYSICAl IEHAVIOII.Al CLOII.&l 

ACCEPTANCE COMrETEHCt A'I'IEAFUINCI CONDUCT SElf WOP.fH 

'). 8 :./.0 '3.1 .l.o 3.o 

'1.0 J, "] L/, () 'f,o 
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OAT.E 
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w 
a: 
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Ill 

~ 
Medium 
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l;l .. 
::> 
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Low 

INDIVIDUAL PUPIL PROFILE FORM 

SELF-PERCEPTION PROFILE FOR CHILDREN 

.. 

(ReyJ~Ion ollhe Ptrcelwed Comptlenct Scale lot Chlld1en} 

Suun Hart~r. Ph D. Unlvtfrsily of Dtfnver 1985 

·~ 

\ 

\ 

ICIIOLASTIC 

\ 

Grade .J Age Cf Gender F 

Pupil a rating •- _________ -• Teacher 1 Tilting 

\ 

\ • 

SOCIAl 

"t.o 

2..3 

·-- - - j 

ATHLETIC l'llYSICAl l!lfHAVIOAAI. CILOIIAI. 
COMPETfNC( AI"PEAAANCI COHOVCT lf.lf WOIUH 

.3,b <J,o J.j,{J 'io 

0 ~0 S.o 

Grade '3 Age 9 Gender F 

Pupil a rating •- ________ --• Teacher'arallng 

- - ... 

/ 

' 
' / 

SOCIAl ATHLETIC ,.HYSICAL •EHA~IOAAL 

COM,.ETENC£ COMPfTEHCI APP'f:AfiANCl CONDUCl 

p..l) 31 3 0 3.o ..:< ~ 30 ::l.S' 

1-) 3(, 4.o 3.o 4,0 .., 0 
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INDIVIDUAL PUPIL PROFILE FORM 

SELF-PERCEPTION PROFILE FOR CHILDREN 

Name 

DATE 

w 
a: 

§ 

High 

~ Medium 
<( 
u 
::l 
::> 

"' 

Low 

Name 

('-. 

1-=t 

(Revision ollh• Ptlctlved Compeltnc• Scale lor Children) 

Susan Hsrler Ph 0, Umverslly ot Dttnv•r 198S 

' ' 

SCHOLA$1/C 
COMPETIENCI! 

? ? 
,; 0 

Grade .3 Aoe '1 Gender !11 

Pupil a ra!lng •- _________ -• Teachet s ruling 

\ 

SOCIAL 
ACCE"fANC! 

lo 
2 0 

\ / 
/ 

\ I 

ATHLUIC 
COMPIETIENCf 

~ 
;, 

~" 

I 
I 

,.HYSICAL 
A,(AJU,NCI! 

'1 ,, 
2.0 

Gtade _,3 

IIEH ... VIOAAL GLO!I.I.l 
CONDUCT lt:l,WOAlH 

:l ~ :: r' 
2.1> 

Aoe '7 Gander i= 

0>-------------. Pupll a rallng •- _________ -• Teacher 1 rallng 

DATE 

w 
a: 
0 
f;l 
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~ Medium 
<( 

f;l .. 
::> ., 

Low 

P-?> 
-r.=,. 
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SCHOlASIIC 
COMP£T[NC[ 

2. (., 

1.1.> 

__ ._ __ ..~.-

'OCIAl AtHlUIC PHYSICAL lf~AVIORAL GLOIAl 
ACCEPTANt'( COMPUE .. CI A,U,AANC( CONDUCT .Elfl~ WORTH 

2 {; 4,0 .3 I :!>.5 ~-i 

3.o .a.o ~.o 3.) 
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Name 

OAT£ 
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w 
a: 
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~ 
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Medium 

< u 
"' "' ::> 

"' 

low 

Nil 

DATE 

High 

w 
a: g 
~ Medium 

~ 
"' " ., 
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INDIVIDUAL PUPIL PROFILE FORM 

SELF-PERCEPTION PROFILE FOR CHILDREN 
{Rtvblon ollh• Perc•lved Compelence Scale lor Children) 

Susan Har/ru, Ph 0, Unlversllr of Denver '985 

OrBde 3 Age Gender tr} 

Pupils rallng Teacher a. rating 

__, 
/ 

/ 
/ 

/ .... __ 
-#' 

SCHOLASfiC SOCIAL ATHlETIC PHYSICAL IEH~VIOAAL CLO!IAL 
COMPETENCE ACCEPU.NC! C:OMPlUNCE API'(AIUNC( CONDUCT SELfWORJH 

-p_, :J,,I 3.-, ;),ft, .:l..l' :t.~ ,3.5 

'T-'1 3.? 3 0 3.0 3.3 '-/.0 

, C/131?'7 Gr~de 3 Age 9 O•nder tl1 

Pupil 1 rallng ·----- ------· Teacher 1 rallng 

' 

SCHOLASTIC SOCIAL ATHlETIC HtYSICAL IEttAY!OitAl ClOeAL 
C:OI!!Pt:TEHCE ACCEI'IANCI! C:OMI'[T[HCI AI'PlAI'IANCE CONQUCT lt:lfWORTH 

i'')> ) ~ .?(, 3 ~ 3.5 :z.,g :>.lf 
,..~ 'I o 33 3 ~ 

~ 'I :J "3 



INDIVIDUAL PUPIL PROFILE FORM 

SELF-PERCEPTION PROFILE FOR CHILDREN 

DATE 

High 

w 
a: 
0 
u ., 
w Medium ... 
o( 
u ., .. 
::0 ., 

Low 

Nome 

DATE 

w 
a: 
8 ., 

High 

w Medium 

g 
iil 

Low 

p~ 

T~ 

(Revision al the Perc•lved Compelence Scale lor Chlldrenl 

Suun Harrer Ph D Umver~lly ol Denver 1985 

SCIIOLASIIC 
COMPET!NCI 

f~ 3 3 

~~ 3 ~ 

.-' 

SCHOLASTIC 
COMPETINCI 

3 I 

'.l.o 

Grade .:J Age q Gender rTl 

Pupils rating •-_________ -• Teacher 1 rallng 

SOCIAl ATHUliC PII\'SICAl IEHAVIOAAL OLOIAL 

ACCIPTANCI COMPIU:NCI AI"PE.t.fiiANCI CONDUCf II!LPWOIUH 

} s 3 I 3 1 4.o JG. 

3(. 3.0 3.0 Yo 

8~r II rno• 
Grode 3 Age f/ Gender Y'n 

Pupil 1 r111ng •- _________ -• Teachers raUng 

~
/ 

SOCIAL 
ACCEPU.NCI 

'-/.0 

3.0 

ATHLETIC PHYSICAL 

COMPETENCI APPEARANCE 

3. 3 l/.0 

3,0 .3," 

'-. 

IEHAVIDRAL GLOIAL 
CONoucr sn•woiiTM 

3.; J,(p 

3 0 
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Nam 

DATE 

w 
a: 
8 
"' w Medium _, 
<( 
u 
"' m 
:::> 

"' 

Low 
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INDIVIDUAL PUPIL PROFILE FORM 

SELF-PERCEPTION PROFILE FOR CHILDREN 
{Revision of lhe Perceived Compelence Scale lor Chlldrenl 

Susan Harter Ph D, Umversrty of Denver, 1985 

Grade 3 Age Gender yY\ 

Pupil's rallng •- _________ -• Teacher's ral~ng 

----4--- - , __ __.__ -- -t 

__. --,._ ____ ___ 
3 

2 

SCHOLASTIC SOCIAL ATHLETIC PHYSICAL BEHAVIORAL GLOBAL 
COMPETENCE ACCEPTANCE COMPETENCE APPEARANCE CONDUCT SELF WORTH 

P-7 3 ~ ~ '3 .. _; 'B _:'\ ~ 'o d.' b 3 ':.(.) 0.., 

T~ LJo LJ 0 4 0 4.0 ".J ~ 4 II 



Demographic Data 

Definitions 

Card Numbers 1-4 contain the following information: 

132 

Spaces 2-4 contains the I.D. number of the child. 

Space 5 contains the sequenlcal 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. 

Spac~ 14 contains information on the mother's 

work status: 

1 = No. The mother does not work. 

2 = Part time. Mother works outside 

the home parttime. 

3 = Fu1 1 tim~. Mother works outside 

the home. 

Spaces 15-16 contains the age of the mother. 

Spaces 17-18 contains the age of the father. 

Spaces 19-20 contains mother's occupation: 

AA=Administrative DR=Pediatrlcian 

HW=Housewife 

OB=Owner of Busln~ss 

TE=Teacher 

RE=R~ceptionlst 

NU=Nurse 

TC=Trave1 Consultant 

RS=Real Estate 

BT=Bank Teller 



Spaces 21=22 contains the father's occupations: 

LB=Left Blank EN=Engineer 

BA=Banker CA=Computer lmalyst 

SG=Sa1es Manager PS=Productiou Supt. 

,'\A=Adm In . Asst . VP=Vlce President 

ST=Student OM=Operation Manager 

AC=Accountant 

DI=Director SM=Sales Marketing 

SA=Salesman PC=President of a Co. 

EC=Economist OB=Owner of Business 

l"1A=Mana.ger FM-Flna~cla! Manaaec 

CI1=Comptro 1 l er RE=Real Estate Sales 

HG=MGr<JT Staff BP=Business Planner 

Space 23 contains the mother's educational level: 

1=Graduate/Professiona1 5=Some High School 

2=Four Year College 6=Finished Elementary 

3=Some College/Technical 7=Some Elementary 

4=Finlshed High School 

Space 24 contains the father/s educational level: 

(Catagories are the same as the mother's levels) 

Space 25 contains tne mothec·s ceJlglous affiliations: 

1=B.3.pt i st 6=Lut!iera.n 

2=Cathol ic ?=Methodist 

~j=Cht- i st i .:..n B=Other Protestant 

4=Episcopal 9=None 

5=Jewlsh O=Agnostic 
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Space 26 contains tne father's religious affiliations: 

tCategorles are the same as the mother 1 S). 

Space 27 contains the mother/s ethnic background: 

G=German C=Caucaslan 

N=East Indian 

S=Spanish 

R=Icish 

!=Italian 

K=Greek 

Z=Czech. 

T=Scottish 

Y=Yugoslavian 

P=Polynesian 

E=English/Anglo Saxon 

H=Hungarian F=French 

M=Mexlcan O=Pol!eh 

A=Adopted B=Blank 

Space 28 contains the father's ethnic backgroundS: 

tCategories are the same as the mother's). 

Space 29-30 contains the number of years the parents 

were married. 

Space 31-32 contal~s the number of years the family 

has lived at their residence. 

Spaces 33-34 contains the state which their child 

was born: 

AR=Arkansas PA=Pennsylvania 

IN=Indiana MO=Missouri 

Al=Alaska CO=Colorado 

CA=Callfornla KA=Kansas 

F1=Florida DE=Delware 

Ml=Mlssissippi NE=Nebraska 

OK=Ok1ahoma 

SA=Saudla Arabia 

LA=Loulsana 

CT=Conneticut 

IR=Iran 

TX=Texas 

NY=New York 

IL=I11inois 

LB=Left Blank 

IR=Ican 

Space 36 contains the sex of the oldest sibling. 



Spaces 37-38 contains the age of the oldest sibling. 

Space 39 contains the sex of the next to the 

oldest sibling. 

Spaces 40-41 contains the age of the next to the 

oldest sibling. 

Space 42 contains the sex of the next to the 

youngest sibling. 

Spaces 43-44 contains the age of the next to 
youngest sibling. CN=No sibling) 

Space 45 contains the sex of the ycungeat sibling. 

Spaces 46-47 contains the age of the youngest sibling. 

Space 72 contains the name of the card. 

Card Number 2 contains: 

Spaces 9-10 contalns ~he age of the chlld-

Space 11 contains the name of the school the 

child attended. 

W=Jenk s ~.'lest E==.Jenks Ea:3t 

C=Jenks Central H==Ho 1 1 and Hal 1 

D=Dacnaby 

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 chlld/s responses from 

Harter's Se!f-Perceptlon Profile. 

Spaces 53-67 contains the teacher's responses to the 

Harter/s Self-Perception Profile. 
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Spaces 10-41 contains the wlves responses to the 

Dyadic AdJustment Scale CDAS). 

Card Number 4 contains: 

Spaces 10-41 contains the husband/s responses to the 

Dyadic AdJustment Scale (DAS). 

Card Numbers 5 & 6 contains: 

Space 1 contains the sex of the child. 

Spaces 2-4 contains the I.D. number of the child. 

Card Number 5 contains: 

Spaces 5-37 contains the Dad/s responses to the Family 

Use of T~me ln the Home. 

Spaces 38-71 contains the mother/s responses to 

the Family Use of Time in the Home. 

Note: Time was measured by 10th of an hour, 

- every 6 minutes is 0,1 houc; 

- 12 minutes = 002 hr. etc. 

Card Number 6 contains: 

Spaces 5-37 contains child's responses to 

Family Use of Time in the Home. 
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1 111G:7 4444434445554454445S3443~5331054 3DOOOUOC 
· · U•,~ ~ 44 S5~4 344 ')444 ~i4 4 •,4 4 •,a4 4 ··s r,Li., • 1' 4 ~!llfi()Oti" 

(,' 1 oo 2 005004 0031lO 1 o o 3 04 2 on J u 1 gr1 u J CJ o 3050G00500 200~· U04ll u 7l•4 >1 o o 7 o 0'•0 r:•.r' C:3 55 ll OUOIIu o-
G 11 003500'101200500004577007331200000() 600(1~1'1111 

1 16G42 082334646DREC1 122Pl 1806SA G15G14G09 100000Du 
116G42 10EAD4 342434442134442334333332443323232333 423443234432144 20000000 
1 1 6G42 4333443324242344544533422331 i 044 3JOOLI00f 
1 1 6G42 435434333434214!'44Sc,:i442'nt::;:>1 1t;4 4CIODUn(lf' 

G' 1 60 100 1 007 00211, 4'] 1 (JU4900U4 2 5li0 701 CJ05 1 CJO [l'i0(' 300 1:)(1 • ll[l-:'[14 '1 :J04 (10(-,CJU30C'CO",OOOOCJUL1r 

G 1 1600001 BOODCJ 1 :<00(>(144 7(1(1114 7 , 7 300(1(11 r, , 6ll00110ll' 
118G50 08241424LHWVP'128G[17';7'C• 1000000(• 
118G5C 10HL83 444444444344434444444434444444444444 444444444444444 2000000[ 
1 18G5CJ 43534324S4':!L13353443•,:n i 1 13200023 30001Jilfl<_ 
1 18G50 33434333543434444445334233430144 40000U(Ili 

G11801500504000501007050004008007003052500700700400000904900B0210160050500000005 
G118105026027015000091840140695000070 GUOOOOOO 

122G59 072914448HWAC2272 S2511AL G24822B09 1000UIJUG 
122G59 11EKL4 323424313434213424333324342234223334 44444444444444a 2000(1000 
122G59 34454555444543555555454215211154 1DOOUCJUI 
122G59 343344434a3434455445344235511154 aooooroo 

G1220100000500000600505601400700800005150120000020020090560070150010000500uG0005 
G122013070000006000007770044630000000 60000000 

126815 072914448HWAC2272 S2510IR G24B22G11 10000000 
126815 10EJS3 344314244434313424432432343434233434 34 4444 4444 44 20000000 
126815 34454555444543555555454215211154 30000000 
126815 34334443443434455445344235511154 40000000 

81260100000500000600505601400700800005150120000020020090560070150010000500000005 
8126012016000006000018770037175000000 60000000 

128838 082434041RESG4322RR1802NY B16G11 10000000 
128838 10EV84 442444443444422444434444414444443444 431444314443144 20000000 
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128838 45354535354555555555444235521154 30000000 
128838 44353554444433455555444245431154 40000000 

81280000001200001001004002500400400005070320030240010200480210090400120500000005 
8128023013017006000022700093850140000 60000000 

129809 0701 13434HWEN 1 1 21 1 201 OK G07B05 10000000 
129809 10DCR3 244342444123112233343323344323233323 44 434414443442 20000000 
129809 24343423333224444444334233421144 30000000 
129809 4333333333344344443434323343 44 40000000 

81290300100800100200Y04300800B00700205210070035070010070560070070070030500000005 
8'29017140010018006023630063490012000 6000000~ 

131G52 081914142HWRA1 122 M1500IN G12809G01 10000000 
131G52 10DSB4 4433444341344412444332'i333414L43~34~ 44344443444434~ 2000000r 
121\,'i~ 444434,i,i4-l44~'4<l44Lic,53342"43;'1 '5L 30U[1(1(10(• 
1 :i 1<;:,;: 4444334443443'iL14<144~.~242 1 <1420, 44 40Df•C•OUl 

G131020010D4000003006049U100040100U505200UB0010080U1006Ub50060lJ30500000bOODOOOU~ 
G1?1U1805300001200001;:7Q0023170201035 60000000 

183G28 082114042NU8A3228GT17170~ 813G07 10000000 
183G28 10DJHLI 23333233223333232333333733322323233~ 313323333222332 2000000[1 
183G28 34435344 4433343444433~224331044 30000000 
183G28 33443434334433355445444224421154 40000000 

G183010010020000U200804201400700200205"40120010120010090560030100180030500000005 
G 1830170700060 120000r,877002b4SB 1 fJ5U4: 6000nOOC. 

208858 082214:i4SHWMI>Cl122\L1'J()4NE G17' •">Gi: 1000000ll 
208858 10EMB4 43444444424434424434444 -4L1434144444 20000000 
2D8858 3454 44 5 454455445544433541' 44 3000DOOr 
208858 24444444444434544454332334321144 400rJOOOC; 

8208020000100000010050500070210000000507014000021002007056007010000000050000000~ 

8208000040007002000028840041142000000 60000000 
210813 080424744TEEN3228 1907DE B15B09 10000000 
210813 11DAS4 444444444144334344313244444443444444 444434444344443 20000000 
210813 43344444444544554445334345441154 30000000 
210813 43243534344433454555334345431154 40000000 

82100400201200000201004501002200700605350080000300010070420070200210080500000005 
8210006005010005000016700037052000005 60000000 

253832 081814040HWFM31221G1401NJ 10000000 
253832 10E8W3 444444444444444444444444444444444444 3333444~3434334 2000000(• 

._1 S :"i 8 i - ~ ~ 1 ) LJ ="i 4 i] :1 >") .t1 ("I Lj L1 :, ,....\ C"l 4 r-1 :, ~ ,__, ) 1 w Li ~ • 1 1 t'"l _.: Lll J ~I( Ill( J If 

B25::!0500707500:iOD30 1005601 (10~' 1 0000(1305 1 DU07U(I1 00..!0025Ub(I4[1U(I40,i5ufi'JOOOQ50U(IfllJUU'' 
82S301902g0090000000057CJOU4778ROOOOOb 600UODOD 

2b8B27 081713434HW 332BCC1301FL 10000000 
268827 09ESS2 334444244434343434324434444444333443 424414244132441 20000000 
:·GBB::'7 44555555553444'>'>55453343444311 SLI 30000001• 
2bHE'?' 43553554 33443444445')4 4234321155 4Ull000(lf, 

B_680400101G000D03007056fl07016007000051700000150500CI010050004520U4200205000noon• 
e Lt:.·E' oo 1 oo 3009 oo 2 o o oo3" 7 7 o o 52 59 A oo 5o oo; 50 o u m1~1' 

27t;B'4 080424744TEFN3?2!:' 19l·7DE 81581C 1DCJO:Iclc•• 
:::'7'",914 09D,II<2 42432:'14272:: ,2?14243~13:?44324!:04:::-4< 4444444344444aL 20:•r,rclf_,· 
~758 14 43344444444:)44554445334 i4~·4Ll ~ 1 5<: -~•ILIUO,I\1\ 

27SB14 43243534344433454555334145431'5<: 4UUOUOG: 
8275040020120000U201004501002:?0070060535008000030D010070420070200210080500000DOS 
8275006005010070000014630n311930DOOO~ 6UOOOODr 



VARIABLE N 

WMDC 37 
WMAE 36 
WMDS 37 
WMDCH 37 
TOTWDASC 37 

ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA 11 49 THURSDAY, 

MEAN STD DEV SUM MINIMUM 

50 05405405 5 98584416 1852 00000000 30 00000000 
9 44444444 1 91899445 340 00000000 4 00000000 

40 10810811 4 78878194 1484 00000000 25 00000000 
14 51351351 3 13246106 537 00000000 7 00000000 

114 29729730 13 07003542 4229 00000000 71 00000000 

PEARSON CORRELATION COEFFICIENTS I PROS > !Ri UNDER HO RHO=O I NUMBER OF OBSERVATIONS 

TOTWDASC 
WIFES TOTAL DYADIC AOJ SCALE 

WMDC 

0 88956 
0 0001 

37 

WMAE 

0 78822 
0 0001 

36 

WMOS 

0 88753 
0 0001 

37 

WMDCH 

0 61630 
0 0001 

37 

JANUARY 18. 1990 4 

MAXIMUM 

60 00000000 
12 00000000 
47 00000000 
20 00000000 

134 00000000 



VARIABLE N 

HMDC 36 
HMAE 35 
HMOS 36 
HMDCH 36 
TOTHDASC 36 

ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA 11 49 THURSDAY, 

MEAN STD oEv SUM MINI'IUM 

46 86111111 5 91440265 1687 00000000 27 00000000 
9 00000000 2 00000000 315 00000000 4 00000000 

40 55555556 4 44293625 1460 00000000 27 00000000 
14 55555556 3 44295923 524 00000000 5 00000000 

111 11111111 12 94113658 4000 00000000 63 00000000 

PEARSON CORRELATION COEFFICIENTS I PRDB > IRI UNDER HO RHO=O I NUMBER OF OBSERVATIONS 

TOTHDASC 
FATHERS TOTAL DYADIC ADJ 

HMOC 

0 86923 
SCALE 0 0001 

36 

HMAE 

0 74320 
0 0001 

35 

HMOS 

0 88491 
0 0001 

36 

HMOCH 

0 68087 
0 0001 

36 

JANUARY 18, 1990 5 

MAXIMUM 

57 00000000 
12 00000000 
47 00000000 
24 00000000 

129 00000000 



ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA 13 32 THURSDAY, JANUARY 18, 1990 5 
COMPARISON OF CHILO'S HARTER SCALES TO FATHER'S USE OF TIME 

VARIABLE N MEAN STO OEV SUM MINIMUM MAXIMUM 

SMSC1 41 3 07723577 0 65095823 126 16666667 1 66666667 4 00000000 
SMSC2 41 3 09349593 0 54524304 126 83333333 2 00000000 4 00000000 
SMSC3 41 2 89024390 0 64507725 118 50000000 1 66666667 4 00000000 
SMSC4 41 3 24796748- 0 51656175 133 16666667 2 00000000 4 00000000 
SMSC5 41 3 14634146 0 56173729 129 00000000 2 33333333 4 00000000 
SMSC6 41 3 48373984 0 47697670 142 83333333 2 33333333 4 00000000 
01A 41 2 93902439 2 71614415 120 50000000 0 00000000 12 00000000 
016 41 1 42682927 1 56349359 58 50000000 0 00000000 7 00000000 
01C 41 6 63414634 4 62469511 272 00000000 1 00000000 25 00000000 
010 41 0 70731707 1 71017400 29 00000000 0 00000000 10 00000000 
01E 41 3 79756098 5 52722751 155 70000000 0 00000000 30 00000000 
02 41 7 58536585 5 66557857 311 00000000 0 00000000 40 00000000 
03 41 49 92439024 12 92940023 2046 90000000 5 00000000 99 90000000 
04 41 9 39756098 8 03226269 385 30000000 0 00000000 50 00000000 
05 41 14 87804878 11 61506591 610 00000000 0 00000000 60 00000000 
06 41 5 46341463 4 47268130 224 00000000 0 00000000 24 00000000 
07 41 4 12195122 6 37650030 169 00000000 0 00000000 36 00000000 



ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA 13 32 THURSDAY, JANUARY 18, 1990 7 
COMPARISON OF CHILO'S HARTER SCALES TO MOTHER'S USE OF TIME 

VARIABLE N MEAN STD DEV SUM MINIMUM MAXIMUM 

SMSC1 41 3 07723577 0 65095823 126 16666667 1 66666667 4 00000000 
SMSC2 41 3 09349593 0 54524304 126 83333333 2 00000000 4 00000000 
SMSC3 41 2 89024390 0 64507725 118 50000000 1 66666667 4 00000000 
SMSC4 41 3 24796748 0 51656175 133 16666667 2 00000000 4 00000000 
SMSC5 41 3 14634146 0 56173729 129 00000000 2 33333333 4 00000000 
SMSC6 41 3 48373984 0 47697670 142 83333333 2 33333333 4 00000000 
M1A 41 17 70731707 11 65813858 726 00000000 5 00000000 60 00000000 
M18 41 10 21951220 7 53495917 419 00000000 0 00000000 32 00000000 
M1C 41 3 18292683 3 99805593 130 50000000 0 00000000 20 00000000 
M10 41 7 90243902 7 62169561 324 00000000 0 00000000 30 00000000 
M1E 41 1 52439024 1 29880339 62 50000000 0 00000000 5 00000000 
M2 41 8 06097561 3 04794013 330 50000000 2 50000000 20 00000000 
M3 41 49 46341463 8 87157698 2028 00000000 24 00000000 65 00000000 
M4 41 8 26829268 3 77176610 339 00000000 3 00000000 21 00000000 
M5 41 12 14634146 7 85990132 498 00000000 2 00000000 35 00000000 
M6 41 13 14634146 14 04557043 539 00000000 0 00000000 50 00000000 
M7 41 5 04878049 7 19444654 207 00000000 0 00000000 40 00000000 



ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA 13 32 THURSDAY, .JANUARY 18. 1990 3 
COMPARISON OF CHILO'S HARTER SCALES TO CHILD'S USE OF TIME 

VARIABLE N MEAN STD DEV SUM MINIMUM MAXIMUM 

SMSC1 41 3 07723577 0 65095823 126 16666667 1 66666667 4 00000000 
SMSC2 41 3 09349593 0 54524304 126 83333333 2 00000000 4 00000000 
SMSC3 41 2 89024390 0 64507725 118 50000000 1 66666667 4 00000000 
SMSC4 41 3 24796748 0 51656175 133 16666667 2 00000000 4 00000000 
SMSC5 41 3 14634146 0 56173729 129 00000000 2 33333333 4 00000000 
SMSC6 41 3 48373984 0 47697670 142 83333333 2 33333333 4 00000000 
C1A 41 1 38780488 1 88284295 56 90000000 0 00000000 10 50000000 
C1B 41 2 48780488 3 54275282 102 00000000 0 00000000 17 50000000 
C1C 41 1 77073171 3 37159042 72 60000000 0 00000000 21 00000000 
C1D 41 1 01463415 1 48804586 41 60000000 0 00000000 7 00000000 
C1E 41 0 02195122 0 09620861 0 90000000 0 00000000 0 60000000 
C2 41 2 76585366 1 89994865 113 40000000 0 20000000 9 10000000 
C3 41 71 87804878 7 67201122 2947 00000000 42 00000000 84 00000000 
C4 41 5 86341463 2 94123750 240 40000000 1 30000000 14 00000000 
C5 41 41 98292683 24 81307017 1721 30000000 5 20000000 99 00000000 
C6 41 2 26829268 4 48137473 93 00000000 0 00000000 20 10000000 
C7 41 1 59512195 2 80124537 65 40000000 0 00000000 14 00000000 



HARTER/S SELF-PERCEPTION PROFILE 

DEFINITIONS 

146 

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 ~hildren 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 
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the way one is leading one/s life, and is generally 

happy with the way one is. 
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ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA, 

OBS IO SMSC1 s 1 57 513 519 525 531 

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 
9 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 79 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 90 3 33333 ' 2 2 4 4 4 4 
25 92 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 1 1 8 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 
34 129 2.50000 2 4 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 



ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA 

OBS ID SMSC2 52 SB 514 520 526 532 

1 5 3 16667 3 3 4 3 3 3 
2 8 3 00000 3 2 4 3 4 2 
3 9 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 
9 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 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 2 2 3 3 3 
24 90 4 00000 4 4 4 4 4 4 
25 92 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 

OBS ID SMSC3 S3 S9 SIS 521 527 533 

I 5 3 00000 3 3 3 3 3 3 
2 8 2 33333 2 4 1 2 3 Q 

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 1 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 
1 1 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 79 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 88 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 13 1 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 
40 268 3 66667 4 4 3 4 4 3 
4 1 275 2 66667 4 2 1 3 4 2 
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ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA 

ass ID SMSC4 S4 s 10 S16 S22 S28 S34 

1 5 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 
1 1 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 4 
15 69 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 
29 116 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 1 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 

OBS 10 SMSC5 55 s 11 517 523 529 535 

5 2 33333 3 3 2 2 2 • 2 
2 8 3 83333 4 3 4 4 4 4 
3 <) 2 33333 2 1 3 2 3 ' 3 
4 34 3 83333 4 4 4 4 4 3 
5 35 3 00000 3 3 3 3 3 3 
6 38 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 
11 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 66667 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 
23 813 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 1 10 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 4 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 

4 1 275 2.50000 2 2 2 4 2 3 
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ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA 10 49 

OBS IO SMSCG 56 512 518 524 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 3' 
4 34 4 00000 4 4 4 4 4 4 
5 35 3 50000 4 3 3 4 4 3 
6 38 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 
1 1 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 83,333 4 4 4 3 4 4 
20 79 4 00000 4 4 4 4 4 4 
2 1 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 1 18 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 4 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 
4 1 275 3.00000 3 1 4 4 4 2 



APPENDIX F 

SELECTED STATISTICAL ANALYSES 



Explanatory Note 

Appendix F - 1 

Contains selected Pearson Correlations. 

Appendix F - 2 

Contains selected analysis of variances. 

Note: Def1n1tions of subscales are located in 

Appendix E. 
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VARIABLE N 

WMDC 37 
WMAE 36 
WMDS 37 
WMDCH 37 
TDTWDASC 37 

VARIABLE N 

HMDC 36 
HMAE 35 
HMOS 36 
HMOCH 36 
TOTHDASC 36 

ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA 11 49 THURSDAY, 

MEAN STD DEY SUM MINIMUM 

50 05405405 5 98584416 1852 00000000 30 00000000 
9 44444444 1 91899445 340 00000000 4 00000000 

40 10810811 4 78878194 1484 00000000 25 00000000 
14 51351351 3 13246106 537 00000000 7 00000000 

114 29729730 13 07003542 4229 00000000 71 00000000 

PEARSON CORRELATION COEFFICIENTS I PROB > jRj UNDER HO RHO=O I NUMBER OF OBSERVATIONS 

TDTWOASC 
WIFES TOTAL DYADIC ADJ SCALE 

ANALYSIS 

MEAN STD OEV 

46 86111111 5 91440265 
9 00000000 2 00000000 

40 55555556 4 44293625 
14 55555556 3 44295923 

111 11111111 12 94113658 

WMOC 

0 88956 
0 0001 

37 

WMAE 

0 78822 
0 0001 

36 

WMOS 

0 88753 
0 0001 

37 

FOR RITA KUKURA 

SUM 

1687 00000000 
315 00000000 

1460 00000000 
524 00000000 

4000 00000000 

WMDCH 

0 61630 
0 0001 

37 

11 49 

27 
4 

27 
5 

63 

THURSDAY. 

MINIMUM 

00000000 
00000000 
00000000 
00000000 
00000000 

PEARSON CORRELATION COEFFICIENTS I PROS > jRj UNDER HO RHO=O I NUMBER OF OBSERVATIONS 

TOTHOASC 
FATHERS TOTAL DYADIC ADJ SCALE 

HMOC 

0 86923 
0 0001 

36 

HMAE 

0 74320 
0 0001 

35 

HMOS 

0 88491 
0 0001 

36 

HMOCH 

0 68087 
0 0001 

36 

.JANUARY 18, 1990 4 

MAXIMUM 

60 00000000 
12 00000000 
47 00000000 
20 00000000 

134 00000000 

JANUARY 18, 1990 5 

MAXIMUM 

57 00000000 
12 00000000 
47 00000000 
24 00000000 

129 00000000 



ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA 13 48 THURSDAY, JANUARY 12. 1989 
COMPARISON OF HUSBAND AND WIFE'S DYADIC SCALES 

VARIABLE N MEAN STO DEV SUM MINIMUM MAXIMUM 

WMDC 41 49 39024390 5 99532338 2025 00000000 30 00000000 60 00000000 
WMAE 41 9 36585366 1 94622837 384 00000000 4 00000000 12 00000000 
'liMOS 41 40 19512195 4 58377308 1648 00000000 25 00000000 47 00000000 
WMOCH 41 14 41463415 3 21695205 591 00000000 7 00000000 20 00000000 
TOTWOASC 41 113 36585366 12 69794491 4648 00000000 71 00000000 134 00000000 
HMDC 40 3 59632284 0 43495557 143 85291375 2 07692308 4 38461538 
HMAE 40 2 27916667 0 49338574 91 16666667 1 00000000 3 00000000 
HMOS 40 4 07166667 0 42900497 162 86666667 2 70000000 4 70000000 
HMDCH 40 2 93000000 0 67108790 117 20000000 1 00000000 4 80000000 
TOTHOASC 40 110 27500000 13 04427864 4411 00000000 63 00000000 129 00000000 

PEARSON CORRELATION COEFFICIENTS I PROS > I Rl UNDER HO RHO=O I NUMBER OF OBSERVATIONS 

WMDC WMAE WMDS WMOCH TOTWOASC 

HMOC 0 47755 0 40359 0 56373 0 29050 0 56353 
HUS DYADIC CONCENSUS SUBSCALE 0 0018 0 0098 0 0002 0 0690 0 0002 

40 40 40 40 40 

HMAE 0 22239 0 48844 0 51248 0 41091 0 46776 
HUS AFFECTIONAL EXPRESSION SUBSCALE 0 1678 0 0014 0 0007 0 0084 0 0023 

40 40 40 40 40 

HMOS 0 52455 0 44529 0 74855 0 43128 0 69442 
HUS DYADIC SATISFACTION SUBSCALE 0 0005 0 0040 00001 0 0055 0 0001 

40 40 40 40 40 

HMOCH 0 44968 0 32391 0 52747 0 35648 0 54201 
HUS DYADIC COHESION SUBSCALE 0 0036 0 0415 0 0005 0 0240 0 0003 

40 40 40 40 40 

TOTHOASC 0 53842 0 49751 0 75164 0 42143 0 70745 
FATHEKS TOTAL DYADIC ADJ SCALE 0 0003 0 0011 0 0001 0 0068 0 0001 

40 40 40 40 40 



ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA 13 32 THURSDAY, JANUARY 18, 1990 22 
COMPARISON OF CHI(D'S HARTER SCALES WITH FATHER'S DYADIC 

BY TIME FATHER SPENT WITH FAMILY 

TIME=1 

VARIABLE N MEAN STD DEV SUM MINIMUM MAXIMUM 

SMSC1 21 2 96031746 0 66438100 62 16666667 66666667 4 00000000 
SMSC2 21 3 04761905 0 48632082 64 00000000 2 16666667 3 83333333 
SMSC3 21 2 81746032 0 56496008 59 16666667 2 16666667 4 00000000 
SMSC4 21 3 13492063 0 51537216 65 83333333 2 00000000 4 00000000 
SMSC5 21 3 18253968 0 52149561 66 83333333 2 50000000 3 83333333 
SMSC6 21 3 40476190 0 53377958 71 50000000 2 33333333 4 00000000 
HMDC 20 45 95000000 6 56525944 919 00000000 27 00000000 57 00000000 
HMAE 19 8 42105263 1 98090298 160 00000000 4 00000000 11 00000000 
HMOS 20 39 30000000 4 87852437 786 00000000 27 00000000 46 00000000 
HMDCH 20 14 25000000 3 16019653 285 00000000 5 00000000 20 00000000 
TDTHDASC 20 108 10000000 14 57792130 2162 00000000 63 00000000 125 00000000 

PEARSON CORReLATION COEFFICIENTS I PR08 > IRI UNDER HO RHO=O I NUMBER OF OBSERVATIONS 

SMSC1 SMSC2 SMSC3 SMSC4 sMsc5 SMSC6 

HMDC 0 24797 -0 12412 -o 10567 0 28405 0 15213 0 33177 
HUS DYADIC CONCENSUS SUBSCALE 0 2918 0 6021 0 6575 0 2249 0 5220 0 1530 

20 20 20 20 20 20 

HMAE -o 03718 -o 12641 0 09682 0 18199 -o 13918 0 06303 
HUS AFFECTIONAL EXPRESSION SUBSCALE 0 8799 0 6061 0 6933 0 4559 0 5699 0 7977 

19 19 19 19 19 19 

HMOS 0 16191 -0 17363 -0 19710 0 23746 0 04353 0 15715 
HUS DYADIC SATISFACTION SU8SCALE 0 4953 0 4641 0 4049 0 3134 0 8554 0 5082 

20 20 20 20 20 20 

HMDCH 0 38151 0 10744 0 07692 0 23750 -o 00525 0 10417 
HUS DYADIC COHESION SUBSCALE 0 0970 0 6521 0 7472 0 3133 0 9825 0 6621 

20 20 20 20 20 20 

TOTHDASC 0 23086 -o 10273 -0 07316 0 25841 0 04507 0 21345 
FATHERS TOTAL DYADIC ADJ SCALE 0 3215 0 6665 0 7592 0 2713 0 8503 0 3662 

20 20 20 20 20 20 
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ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA 
COMPARISON OF CHILD'S HARTER SCALES TO FATHER'S USE OF TIME 

PEARSON CORRELATION COEFFICIENTS I PROB > I R I UNDER HO:RHO=O I N 41 

SMSC1 SMSC2 SMSC3 SMSC4 SMSC5 SMSC6 

D1A 0.28316 0 09820 0.12450 0.02738 0.21764 0 07801 
0.0728 0.5413 0.4380 0.8651 0.1717 0.6278 

D1B -0.04753 0 02044 0.11371 0.06172 -0.06815 -0.25306 
0.7679 0.8990 0.4790 0.7015 0.6720 0. 1104 

D1C 0.10374 0.25846 0.34096 0.08427 0. 18632 -0.02732 
0.5186 0. 1028 0.0291 0.6004 0.2434 0.8654 

01D 0.04327 0.11498 -0.03740 -0.28604 o. 17799 -0. 11580 
0.7882 0.4741 0.8164 0.0698 0.2656 0.4709 

D1E 0.16843 -0.08371 -0.03186 -0. 14966 0.27724 0.13116 
0.2925 0.6028 0.8432 0.3503 0.0793 0.4137 

02 0.09137 0.00882 -0.10967 -0.29287 0.21331 0.00361 
0.5699 0.9564 0.4949 0.0631 0. 1806 0.9821 

03 0.15982 0.08224 0.23048 0.04499 0.06799 o. 17803 
0.3182 0.6092 0.1471 o. 7800 0.6727 0 2654 

04 o. 12467 -0.08272 0.05897 -0.11293 0.05660 0.00445 
0.4374 0.6071 0.7142 0.4821 0.7252 0.9780 

05 -0.22742 0.17554 -0.02241 0 02669 -0. 18495 -0.03722 
0. 1527 0.2723 0.8894 0.8684 0.2470 0.8173 

06 0.11763 -0.09851 -0.03825 -0.21148 0. 18295 0.00362 
0.4639 0.5400 0.8123 0.1844. 0.2522 0.9821 

07 0.11914 0.09012 0.00030 -0.15235 0.20079 0. 16232 
0.4581 0.5753 0.9985 0.3416 0.2081 0 3106 
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ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA 
COMPARISON OF CHILD'S HARTER SCALES TO MOTHER'S USE OF TIME 

PEARSON CORRELATION COEFFICIENTS I PROS > I R I UNDER HO:RHO=O / N 41 

SMSC1 SMSC2 SMSC3 SMSC4 SMSC5 SMSC6 

M1A 0 02611 -0 14373 0 13136 -0 05268 -0 14854 -0 00163 
0 8713 0 3700 0.4130 0.7436 0 3540 0 9919 

M1B 0 01005 -0 20289 0. 12852 0.11841 -0.13871 0 05203 
0.9503 0 2033 0 4232 0 4609 0.3871 0 7466 

M1C -0 14645 -o 05965 0.02171 0.05920 -0.12075 -0 00059 
0. 3609 0.7110 0.8928 0.7131 0.4520 0.997t 

M1D 0. 12501 -0 04889 0.28591 -0 03815 0.11534 0 01904 
0 4361 0 7615 0.0700 0 8128 0.4727 0 9060 

M1E 0 15788 -o oo624 -0 11111 0 18328 -0.05070 0 11500 
0 3242 0 9691 0.4892 0.2514 0.7529 0.4740 

M2 0 13197 0.17951 0 09355 0.34478 0.00318 0 05802 
0 4108 0.2614 0 5607 0.0273 0.9843 0.7186 

M3 -0.12179 0 01149 0.04770 -0.03388 0.14073 -0 03362 
0.4481 0.9431 0.7671 0 8334 0.3802 0.8347 

M4 0. 16105 -0. 10773 0. 10916 0.20987 0.09015 0.17850 
0.3144 0. 5026 0.4969 0.1879 0.5751 0.2641 

M5 0 10686 0. 10562 0.40264 0.35413 -0.06065 0 06289 
0.5061 0 5110 0.0091 0.0231 0.7064 0.6961 

M6 0. 14775 0.20655 0.05194 -0 04016 0.29454 0.03084 
0.3566 0.1951 0. 7471 0.8031 0.0616 0 8482 

M7 0.11039 -0.01606 -0.11194 -0.17487 0. 13016 -0.07687 
0 4920 0 9206 0.4859 0.2741 0 4173 0.6329 



161 

ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA 13:32 
COMPARISON OF CHILD'S HARTER SCALE~ TO CHILD'S USE OF TIME 

PEARSON CORRELATION COEFFICIENTS I PROB > IRI UNDER HO:RHO=O I N = 41 

SMSC1 SMSC2 SMSC3 SMSC4 SMSC5 SMSC6 

C1A 0. 13915 0.07825 0. 15908 0 12185 0 22746 0.22804 
0.3856 0.6267 0.3205 0.4479 0. 1526 0.1516 

C18 0.13086 0.06337 0.28163 -0.19753 -0.02567 0 07040 
0.4148 0.6938 0.0744 0.2157 0.8734 0.6618 

C1C 0.29456 0.12007 0.31478 0.07556 0. 15830 0.21993 
0.0616 0.4546 0.0450 0.6387 0.3229 0. 1671 

C10 0 02461 -0.08390 0.09938 -0.17125 -0.05646 -0.05601 
0.8786 0.6020 0.5364 0.2844 0.7259 0. 7280 

C1E -0 24730 0.07904 0.08007 -0 29671 -0.17657 -0.20086 
0. 1190 0.6233 0.6187 0.0596 0.2694 0.2079 

C2 0. 11707 0. 16042 -0.01265 -0.04762 0.07507 -0.08983 
0 4660 0.3164 0.9374 0. 7675 0 6409 0.5765 

C3 -0.21082 0.05459 0.03090 0. 11506 0.00231 0.00855 
0. 1858 0.7346 0.8479 0.4738 0.9886 0.9577 

C4 0.00282 0.05883 0. 12103 0.23676 -0.07460 0.02808 
0.9860 0.7149 o. 4510 0. 1361 0.6430 0.8617 

C5 0.07340 -0.03930 0.04083 0.36234 0.03038 0.20646 
0.6484 0.8073 0.7999 0.0199 0.8505 o. 1953 

C6 0.25196 0.08327 -0.00729 -o. 19415 0. 10004 -0.14723 
0. 1120 0.6048 0.9639 0.2239 0.5337 0 3583 

C7 -0.03315 -0.06189 -o. 10983 -0 14283 -0.03025 -0.35276 
0.8370 0.7007 0 4942 0.3730 0 8511 0.0237 



VARIABLE N 

TIME 37 
HMDC 40 
HMAE 39 
HMOS 40 
HMOCH 40 
TDTHOASC 40 

ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA 13 32 THURSDAY. 
COMPARISON OF FATHER'S DYADIC SCALES WITH AMOUNT OF TIME 

HE SPENT WITH FAMILY 

MEAN STO DEY SUM MINIMUM 

1 45945946 0 50522792 54 00000000 1 00000000 
46 75000000 5 64210363 1870 00000000 27 00000000 

9 05128205 1 93239309 353 00000000 4 00000000 
40 70000000 4 26794853 1628 00000000 27 00000000 
14 65000000 3 35543952 586 00000000 5 00000000 

111 27500000 12 32048014 4451 00000000 63 00000000 

PEARSON CORRELATION COEFFICIENTS I PROS > IRI UNDER HO RHD=O I NUMBER OF OBSERVATIONS 

TIME 

HMOC 0 18473 
HUS DYADIC CONCENSUS SUBSCALE• 0 2808 

36 

HMAE 0 29000 
HUS AFFECTIONAL EXPRESSION SUBSCALE 0 0910 

35 

HMOS 0 29918 
HUS DYADIC SATISFACTION SUBSCALE 0 0763 

36 

HMOCH 0 07467 
HUS DYADIC COHESION SUBSCALE 0 6652 

TDTHOASC 
FATHERS TOTAL DYADIC AOJ SCALE 

36 

0 24904 
0 1430 

36 

JANUARY 18. 1990 21 

MAXIMUM 

2 00000000 
57 00000000 
12 00000000 
47 00000000 
24 00000000 

129 00000000 



ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA 13 48 THURSDAY, JANUARY 12. 1989 2 
COMPARISON OF CHILDREN'S HARTER SCALES 

VARIABLE N MEAN STO OEV SUM MINIMUM MAXIMUM 

SMSC1 41 3 07723577 0 65095823 126 16666667 1 66666667 4 00000000 
SMSC2 41 3 09349593 0 54524304 126 83333333 2 00000000 4 00000000 
SMSC3 41 2 89024390 0 64507725 118 50000000 1 66666667 4 00000000 
SMSC4 41 3 24796748 0 51656175 133 16666667 2 ococoooo 4 00000000 
SMSC5 41 3 14634146 0 56173729 129 00000000 2 33333333 4 00000000 
SMSC6 41 3 48373984 0 47697670 142 83333333 2 33333333 4 00000000 

PEARSON CORRELATION COEFFICIENTS I PROS > I R I UNDER HO RHO=O I N = 41 

SMSC1 SMSC2 SMSC3 SMSC4 SMSC5 SMSC6 

SMSC1 1 00000 0 53872 0 42752 0 43107 0 48867 0 54987 
SCOLASTIC COMPETENCE SUBSCALE 0 0000 0 0003 0 0053 0 0049 0 0012 0 0002 

SMSC2 0 53872 1 00000 0 44650 0 24109 0 35099 0 27836 
SOCIAL ACCEPTENCE SUBSCALE 0 0003 0 0000 0 0034 0.1289 0 0244 0 0780 

SMSC3 0 42752 0 44650 1 00000 0 24002 0 34823 0 34614 
ATHLETIC COMPETENCE SUBSCALE 0 0053 0 0034 0 0000 0 1307 0 0257 0 0266 

SMSC4 0 43107 0 24109 0 24002 1 00000 0 02259 0 58329 
PHYSICAL APPEARENCE SUB SCALE 0 0049 0 1289 0 1307 0 0000 0 8885 0 0001 

SMSC5 0 48867 0 35099 0 34823 0 02259 1 00000 0 44712 
BEHAVIORAL CONDUCT SUBSCALE 0 0012 0 0244 0 0257 0 8885 0 0000 0 0034 

SMSC6 0 54987 0 27836 0 34614 0 58329 0 44712 1 00000 
GLOBAL SELF-WORTH SUBSCALE 0 0002 0 0780 0 0266 0 0001 0 0034 0 0000 



ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA 13 48 THURSDAY, ..JANUARY 12 1989 3 
COMPARISON OF TEACHER'S HARTER SCALES 

VARIABLE N MEAN STD OEV SUM MINIMUM MAXIMUM 

TMSC1 33 3 62626263 0 49129630 119 66666667 2 33333333 4 00000000 
TMSC2 33 3 48484848 0 68764347 115 00000000 2 00000000 4 00000000 
TMSC3 27 3 30246914 0 71017790 89 16666667 1 00000000 4 00000000 
TMSC4 33 3 83838384 0 34481489 126 66666667 3 00000000 4 00000000 
TMSCS 33 3 57575758 0 76500149 118 00000000 1 00000000 4 00000000 

PEARSON CORRELATION COEFFICIENTS / PROS > I Rl UNDER HO RHO=O / NUMBER OF OBSERVATIONS 

TMSC1 TMSC2 TMSC3 TMSC4 TMSCS 

TMSC1 1 00000 0 50174 0 26738 0 45216 0 17469 
SCDLASTIC COMPETENCE SUBSCALE 0 0000 0 0029 0 1776 0 0082 0 3309 

33 33 27 33 33 

TMSC2 0 50174 1 00000 0 31774 0 38474 0 34383 
SOCIAL ACCEPTENCE SUBSCALE 0 0029 0 0000 0 1063 0 0270 0 0501 

33 33 27 33 33 

TMSC3 0 26738 0 31774 1 00000 0 33195 -0 10980 
ATHLETIC COMPETENCE SU8SCALE 0 1776 0 1063 0 0000 0 0907 0 5856 

27 27 27 - 27 27 

TMSC4 0 45216 0 38474 0 33195 1 00000 0 02154 
PHYSICAL APPEARENCE SUBSCALE 0 0082 0 0270 0 0907 0 0000 0 9053 

- 33 33 27 33 33 

TMSC5 0 17469 0 34383 -0 10980 0 02154 1 00000 
BEHAVIORAL CONDUCT SUBSCALE 0 3309 0 0501 0 5856 0 9053 0 0000 

33 33 27 33 33 



DEPENDENT VARIABLE HMDC 

SOURCE OF 

MODEL 5 

ERROR 34 

CORRECTED TOTAL 39 

SOURCE OF 

SEXC 1 
GRADE 2 
SEXC*GRADE 2 

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

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE PROCEDURE 

HUS DYADIC CONCENSUS SUBSCALE 

SUM OF SQUARES MEAN SQUARE VALUE 

0 97245627 0 19449125 1 03 

6 40581134 0 18840622 

7 37826761 

ANOVA SS F VALUE PR > F 

0 12942377 0 69 0 4130 
0 53330095 1 42 0 2568 
0 30973156 0 82 0 4481 

10 55 TUESDAY. SEPTEMBER 27. 1988 63 

PR > F R-SQUARE c v 

0 4145 0 131800 12 0695 

ROOT MSE HMOC MEAN 

0 43405785 3 59632284 



DEPENDENT VARIABLE HMAE 

SOURCE OF 

MODEL 5 

ERROR 34 

CORRECTED TOTAL 39 

SOURCE OF 

SEXC 1 
GRADE 2 
SEXC"GRADE 2 

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

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE PROCEDURE 

HUS AFFECTIONAL EXPRESSION SUBSCALE 

SUM OF SQUARES MEAN SQUARE F VALUE 

07296627 0 41459325 1 90 

7 42078373 0 21825835 

9 49375000 

ANOVA SS F VALUE PR > F 

0 95069444 4 36 0 0445 
0 20791246 0 48 0 6252 
0 91435937 2 09 0 1387 

10 55 TUESDAY, S~PTEMBER 27. 1988 64 

PR > F R-SQUARE c v 

0 1203 0 218351 20 4979 

ROOT MSE HMAE MEAN 

0 46718128 2 27916667 



DEPENDENT VARIABLE HMOS 

SOURCE OF 

MODEL 5 

ERROR 34 

CORRECTED TOTAL 39 

SOURCE OF 

SEXC 1 
GRADE 2 
SEXC•GRADE 2 

ANALYSIS FOR RITA KUKURA 
SUMtiARY STATISTICS BASED ON RKNEW DATA 
t1EAtJS OF TEACHERS SUBSCALES PER CHILO 

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE PROCEDURE 

HUS DYADIC SATISFACTION SUBSCALE 

SUM OF SQUARES MEAN SQUARE F VALUE 

47407589 0 29481518 1 76 

5 70368955 0 16775557 

7 17776543 

ANOVA SS F VALUE PR > F 

0 53412346 3 18 0 0833 
0 57668671 1 72 0 1945 
0 36326572 1 08 0 3501 

10 55 TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 27, 1988 65 

PR > F R-SQUARE c v 

0 1483 0 205367 10 0593 

ROOT MSE HMOS MEAN 

0 40957975 4 07166667 



DEPENDENT VARIABLE HMDCH HUS DYADIC 

SOURCE OF SUM OF 

MODEL 5 6 

ERROR 34 10 

CORRECTED TOTAL 39 17 

SOURCE OF 

SEXC 1 1 
GRADE 2 1 
SEXC•GRAOE 2 3 

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

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE PROCEDURE 

COHESION SUB SCALE 

SQUARES MEAN SQUARE F VALUE 

56620635 31324127 4 06 

99779365 0 32346452 

56400000 

ANOVA SS VALUE PR > F 

02400000 3 17 0 0841 
64072727 2 54 0 0940 
90147908 6 03 0 0057 

10 55 TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 27. 1988 66 

PR .> F R-SOUARE c v 

0 0054 0 373845 19 4109 

ROOT MSE HMDCH ~lEAN 

0 56873941 2 93000000 



DEPENDENT VARIABLE TOTHDASC 

SOURCE OF 

MODEL 5 

ERROR 34 

CORRECTED TOTAL 39 

SOURCE DF 

SEXC 1 
GRADE 2 
SEXC•GRAOE 2 

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

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE PROCEDURE 

FATHERS TOTAL DYADIC AOJ SCALE 

SUM OF SQUARES MEAN SQUARE VALUE 

1556 13928571 311 22785714 2 08 

5079 83571429 149 40693277 

6635 97500000 

ANOVA SS VALUE PR > F 

483 02500000 3 23 0 0811 
449 03127706 1 50 0 2369 
624 08300866 2 09 0 1395 

10 55 TUESDAY, SEPTEI1BER 27, 1988 67 

PR > F R-SOUARE c v 

0 0917 0 234500 11 0843 

ROOT MSE TOTHDASC MEAN 

12 22321287 110 27500000 



DEPENDENT VARIABLE WMDC 

SOURCE OF 

MODEL 5 

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 

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE PROCEDURE 

MOT DYADIC CDNCENSUS SUBSCALE 

SUM OF SQUARES MEAN SQUARE F VALUE 

201 16125629 40 23225126 1 14 

1236 59484127 35 33128118 

1437 75609756 

ANOVA SS F VALUE PR > F 

105 05371661 2 97 0 0935 
0 25609756 0 00 0 9964 

95 85144212 1 36 0 2708 

10 55 TUESDAY S~'TEMBER 27. 1988 18 

PR > F R-SQUARE c v 

0 3585 0 139913 12 0348 

ROOT MSE WMDC MEAN 

5 94401221 49 39024390 



DEPENDENT VARIABLE WMAE 

SOURCE OF 

~IODEL 5 

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 

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE PROCEDURE 

MOT AFFECTIONAL EXPRESSION SUBSCALE 

SUM OF SQUARES MEAN SQUARE F VALUE 

32 20862369 6 44172474 1 89 

119 30357143 3 40867347 

151 51219512 

ANOVA SS F VALUE PR > F 

17 31219512 5 08 0 0306 
8 18362369 1 20 0 3132 
6 71280488 0 98 0 3837 

10 ~5 TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 27, 1988 19 

PR > F R-SOUARE c v 

0 1212 0 212581 19 7127 

ROOT MSE WMAE MEAN 

1 84625932 9 36585366 



DEPENDENT VARIABLE WMDS 

SOURCE OF 

MODEL 5 

ERROR 35 

CORRECTED TOTAL 40 

SOURCE OF 

~ SEXC I 
GRADE 2 
SEXC•GRADE 2 

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

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE PROCEDURE 

MOT DYADIC SATISFACTION SUBSCALE 

SUM OF SQUARES MEAN SQUARE F VALUE 
'-

275 28465931 55 05693186 3 41 

565 15436508 16 14726757 

840 43902439 

ANOVA SS F VALUE PR > F 

147 73664344 9 15 0 0046 
31 68188153 0 98 0 3850 
95 86613434 2 97 0 0644 

IQ 55 TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 27, 1988 20 

PR > F R-SOUARE c v 

0 0130 0 327549 9 9971 

ROOT MSE WMDS MEAN 

4 01836628 40 19512195 



DEPENDENT VARIABLE WMDCH 

SOURCE OF 

MODEL 5 

ERROR 35 

CORRECTED TOTAL 40 

SOURCE DF 

SEXC 1 
GRADE 2 
SEXC•GRAOE 2 

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 F VALUE 

50 67542586 10 135Q8517 0 98 

363 27579365 10 37930839 

413 95121951 

ANOVA SS F VALUE PR > F 

22 82979094 2 20 0 1470 
7 19407666 0 35 0 7095 

20 65155827 0 99 0 3800 

10 55 TUESDAY. SEPTEMBER 27. 1988 21 

PR > F R-SOUARE c v 

0 4457 0 122~19 22 3502 

ROOT MSE WMDCH MEAN 

3 22169340 14 41463415 



DEPENDENT VARIABLE TOTWDASC 

SOURCE OF 

MGIDEL 5 

ERROR 35 

CORRECTED TOTAL 40 

SOURCE OF 

SEXC 1 
GRADE 2 
SEXC•GRADE 2 

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

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE PROCEDURE 

WIFES TOTAL DYADIC ADJ SCAtE 

SUM OF SQUARES MEAN SQUARE F VALUE 

1680 90902052 336 18180410 2 47 

4768 60317460 136 24580499 

6449 51219512 

ANOVA SS F VALUE PR > F 

982.39076655 7 21 0 0110 
90 48362369 0 33 0 7197 

608 03463027 2 23 0 1224 

10 55 TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 27, 1988 22 

PR > F R-SQUARE c v 

0 0513 0 260626 10 2963 

ROOT MSE TOTWDASC MEAN 

11 67243783 113 36585366 
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P.,PPENDIX G 

ANECDOTAL REMARKS of CHILDREN 
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ANECDOTAL REMARKS 

Self-PercePtion Profile for Children 

The children/s corrrnents were given freely as they 

silently read and answered the questions. Responses are 

from the children who were verbal during the testing, five 

girls and four boys. 

Question Number 1: 11 Some kids feel that they are very oood 

thelr school work but other kids worr'l about whe~hec 

they can do the school work assigned to them." 

" ... don't know if work is easy or a 
problem, but if I don/t understand I ask 
the teacher. Homework is hard. 11 

but other kids find it/s pretty easy to make friends." 

11 ••• went to TJC thing (summer science and 
craft classes for kids) and I made friends 
a 1 l t hat da y • " 

"Not many kids my age around here." 

Ouest ion Nu;·Jbec 3: "Some kid:::: do •.ret-y \-1e11 at o.11 klnds at 

sports but other kids dcn·t feel tha~ they are very 

good when it comes to sports. 11 

11 I ca.n / t do soccer vecy vJe 11 . " 
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Question i·Jumbec 4: 11 Some kids are haPov with the way they 

look but other kids are not h3.ppy with the way they 

l oak. 11 

11 Sometlmes I get mad at my hair." 

Question Number 5: "Some kids of ten do not 1 ike the way 

they behave but other kids usua 1 l y U ke the way they 

oehave. 11 

"It's both most of the time. I'm fine." 

Question Number 6: "Some kids ar-e often unhappy_ v_>ith 

themselves but other kids are pr-etty pleased with 

themselves." 

11 i1y friends are coming over today.n 

Question Number 7: 11 Some kids feel like they are Just as 

smart as other kids their age but other kids aren't 

so sure and wonder if they are as smart." 

11 I think I'm just as smart as othec 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 fr i enas." 

11 Depends on neighborhood. VJe just moved 
here. I had a lot of friends back home in 
California." 

Question Number 10: "Some kids are happy 
with their height and weight but other kids 
wish their height or weight were 
dlfferent. 11 
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"I wish I was a little skinner." 

"Sometimes I 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." 

" W i sh I ~,.;as t a 1 1 e r . " 

Question Number 20: "Some kids are always doing things 

with a lot of kids but other kids usually do things bv 

themse 1 ves." 

"At 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. 11 

Question Number 22: H Some kids wish their physical 

appearance (how they look) was different but other 

kids like their physical appearance the way it is." 

11 Boys like me. 11 

"I don/t care how I look." <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 haircut." 

Question Number 29: 11 Some kids do things they know they 

shouldn/t do but other kids hardly ever do things they 

know they shouldn/t do. 11 

"Part of both sometimes. 11 
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~~I don't: care hov; I 1 ook." 

Question Numbec 32: " Some kids are gopular with othecs 

their· age but other kids are r10t very popula.r-. 11 

"Popular In a bad way. I played hooky once 
and I'll never do It again. I didn't know 
I huct Mom so much. 11 

"I'm not very popular but I have lots of 
friends. 11 

Question Nt;mber 33: 11 Sorne kids don't do wei 1 at new 

outdooc games but other kids do _m;od at ne\v games 

right away." 

11 Sort of both. If I knew I have to know 
the rules then I play good, not great but 
good. 11 

Question Numbec 34: "Some kids think that they are good 

looking but other kids think that they are not very 

good i ook i ng. '' 

"I think I look fine." 

"I have 3 boyfriends." 

''Hy :C>.;;;.o ~a.:r·e; I'lTl ;;co:J. 1ooklng .:mo l-J~:en he 
says that then I think I am. If someone 
else says I'm not so good looking then I 
don't think I am. When no one says 
anything I look in the mirror, I don't 
think anything. one way or the other. It's 
Just me I see like any other pecson. but I 
think I,m pretty good looking." 
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