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RELATTONSHIP WITH PARENTS AS AN INFLUENRCE
UPON VOCATIONAL CHOICE OF ABOLESCERTS:
AN TNVESTIGATIOK OF ROE'S THEORY

CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTIOR

Statement of the Problem

The purpose of this study was to investigate and analyre the
effect of parental imfluence wpon the vocaticral choice of adolescents,
(See Appemdix I for definitions,) The problem was to test a theory
first formulated by Roer to the effect that an individual is predis-
posed towards werk predeminately person orieated, or tewards werk pres
dominately nom-persem? oriented as a direct result of the paremt-child
relationship experienced within the family eavircament,

This study was an attempt to determine if a child who has

experienced a warm, loving, and preotecting family enviromment would

lAnne Roe, ¥Early Determinants of Vocational Choice,® Jourmal of

Counseling Psychology, IV, No. 3 (Fall, 1957), pp. 212-217,

zlon-person oriented swbjects would gravitate towards other
living things, inanimate things, or ideas rather than other persoms,

1
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gravitate towards an cccupation primarily imvelving pecple; and, if 2
child who has experienced a cold, rejecting, and neglecting famdily en-
vironment would gravitate towards an occupation not primarily involving
people. The extent to which the swbject was familiar with, or knew
the job titles in the world of work was not germane to the present
study, Neither was the subject'!s ultimate wocatioral choice as an
adult.

A measure of the parent-child relationship was derived from a
modification of the Roe-Siegelman Parent=Child Relations Questicmnaire’

(hereirafier referred to as the PCR), The vocaticnal cheiee of each
seventh grade chilid in the sample was specified at the time of the PCR
administration, Bach subjeci respended to the guesiion, "het Ki=d &f
vork would you most like to do if you had the oppoftmty and ability?"
These responses were then classified according to Roe's occupational
classification.? The degree to which the parent-child relationship

influenced this vocational choice was analyzed by appropriate statistdces,

Background of the Study

Roe's general hypothesis is that there exists a relationship

between early experiense and later attitudes, abilities, interesis, and

3unne Boe and Marvin Siegelman, A Parent-Child Relations Ques-
tionnaire (Cambridge, Massachusetts: Graduate Schocol of Edueation,
Harvard Gmiversity, 1962). See Appendix II for the modification used
in the present study.

Byrne Roe, The P ology of Occupations (New York: John Wiley
and Soms, 1956). Appeadix III for a brief description and same
examples of occmpaticns for each classification,
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other persenality factors which affect the ultimate vocational selection
of the individual,> Roe contended that this hypothesis is valid regard-
less of the differences between gross cultural subdivisions, Further
disenssion of this relationship will be contained in the review ef the
1i terature.

A critiecal point in Hoe's theory is that the patterning of special
ability development is largely centrolled by the directiors in which
pSychic energy is expended autematically and involuwmtarily, Further,
that these directions are determined by the patterning of early saiise
factions and frusirations of the individual's meeds. Haslow's® nier-
archieal classification of needs was used as a fosal point for Boels
hypothesis,

Maslow's theory states thal higher-order needs canmot appear
until lewer-order needs are at least relatively well satisfied, The
hierarchy of needs, as postulated by Maslow, is reproduced in Table 1,

BRoe is primarily concerned with the higher-order needs, The
relationship of needs to motivation of behavier, as abstracted from
Roe's theory7 is as follows:

le The intenaity of uwnconscious needs is the major deterw

minant of motivation expressed in accomplishment,

512::;:5, Journal of Couwnseling Psychology, IV, Ne. 3, pPpe 212-217,

6
A, B, Haslow, Motivation and Personality (New York: Harper
and Brothers, 195h), pp. 107-122,

7Roe, Journal of Counseling Psychology, IV, No. 3, p. 21k
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2. ¥zeds satisfied rowtinely do mot develop into unconscious
motivators,

3. Keeds for which mimimmm satisfaction is rarely achieved
will be expunged if of a higher order and if of a lower
order will prevent the appearance ef higher-order needs;
these rarely satisfied needs will become dominant and
restricting motivaters,

k. Needs will become wnconscious motivators when their satis-

faction is delayed but eventuzslly accemplished,

TAELE 18

BASIC NEEDS (MASLOW)

1, Physiolegical meeds (lowest order)

2. Safety needs

3o Need for belongingness and love

k. Need for importance, respect, self-esteem, independence
Se. Keed for information

6. ¥eed for wnderstanding

7. Need for beauty

8. Need for self-actualization™

*oe places this reed lower in the hierarchy, or considers it 2
more generzl nreed,

Roe contends that tke relationship existing between parent and
child, as it serves to satisfy er frusirate the child's basic reeds, will

BI.Did., p. aBO
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operate to pattern the direciion of psychic energy release and thus
influence his erientation tewards persons or non-persons. The tersi-
nology ™cowards persons or non-persans® is used intentionally by Roe
to obviate the implication of defenziveness derived from the tem
%away from persons.® Basically, the individual is oriemted towards
non-persons, ro sSo much away from persens. It is mot the shumning
of persons per se¢ that brings satisfaction of needs, bui rather that
non-persons satisfy his needs more fully and completely. A non=-
person oriented individual meed not necessarily be asscial or anti-
secial.

Roe's theory conveys the premise that if an individual has had
his basic needs satisfied by persoms, he will gravitate lLewards persons
for contirued satisfaction of those, and higher-order needs, 1f the
individual's lewer-order needs are not satisfied by persons, he will
seek such satisfaciion with non-persen things, i, e,, other living things,
inanimate things, or ideas, If these lower-order needs ecntinme to be
unsatisfied they will prevent the appearance of higher-order needs,
The individual, then, will continue {0 seek lower-order need satis-
faction frem more impersonal sources which will lead eventuwally to a
non-person occupation, Additionally, if the individunal's needs have
not been satisfied by persons, but have been satisfied by non-persons,
he will gravitate towards mon-persons fer continmed satiafactien of
those and higher-order needs, Thus, individuals who have experienced
an emotionally wam, accspting, protecting parent-child relationship,
vhich ssiisfies lower-order needs, will orient towards person occupa-

tions which Roe classifies as service, buziness contact, erganization,
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general culture, and arts and entertairment.’ Conversely, individuals
who have experienced an emotionally celd, rejecting, megleciing parent-
child relationship, which does not satisfy lower-order needs, will
orient towards non-person occupations which Roe classifies as tech-
nology, outdoors, aad the sciences,1® (See Figure 1 for an adaptatiocn
of Boe's modalll of the hypothetical construct.)

.Roe classifies Demanding as having an erientation towards per-
sSons, and Casual as having an orientation teowards m':n-per:sens.12
Switzer, st. &13 found & reversal in the occupational direction of
Demanding, For the present study, Bemanding is conzidered %o be a coid,
negative behavior and is, therefore, categorized as a non-person rela-
tionship, Additienally, Casual was placed by Boe in a category denoting
the children to be *, ,  full fledged members of the family circle o »
oo ,':I'h thus showing an inconsistency as to its oriemtation, Accordingly,
in the present stwdy, this behavior is considered to be more warm than

cold, and is therefore categorized as a person relationship,

SRoe, The Psychology of o « o o
Yruid,
Hpoe, Journal of co% Pszdaolog, IV, No. 3, pp. 212-217,
and Roe and Siegelman, A Parent-C Relations « o ¢« » Pe 10,
‘2ruid,

1pavid K, Switser, Austin E, Grigg, Jereme S. Miller and Robert
K. Young, "Barly Experiences and Occupational Choice: A Test of Roe's
Hypehﬁ;ﬁs,' Journal ef Counselingz Psychology, IX, No. 1 (Spring, 1962),
pp. .

lh‘ﬂoe, Journal ef Counseling Psychology, IV, Ho. 3, pp. 212-217,
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ADAPTATION OF ROE'S HYPOTHETICAL CONSTRUCT MODEL



Need for the Study

The need for the present siudy is szupporied by a review of the
literature (see Chapter II), This review focused upen youth'!s percep-
tion of reality, their familial relatiocnships, and their occupational
choice development,

The literature aiso provided ample testimony for the observation
that children are, and should be, making occupational observations and
choices earlier in life, l!acCurdsls reported that thirty-seven of
seventy-five Science Talent Search winmers had decidsd to become
Scientisis when they were in selementary school, A represeatative
sampie of essentially similar literature is eited beloii.:"6

1
SR.. D, MacCurdy, “"Characteristics of Superior Science Students,®

Science RBducation, XL, No. 1 (February, 1956), p. 3.

16ponald 4. Davis, Nellie Hagen,and Judee Strong, "Occupational
Choice of Twelve Year 0lds,®™ Personnel and Guidance Jourmal, XL, No, 7
(March, 1962), pp. 628=529,

Janet Kaye, "Fourth Graders Meet Up with Occupations,®
Vocational Guidanmce Quarterly, VIII, No. 3 (Spring, 1960), pp. 150-152,

Bonald E, Super, "The Critical Ninth Grade: Vecational Choice
er Vecaticnal Expleratien,®™ Personne]l and Guidance Jourmal, XXXIX,
¥o, 2 (October, 1960), pp. 108-109,

Robert Hoppock, "™Occupatioral Information in the Elementary
School-,.;;ocational Guidance Quarterly, XIT, No. 2 (Winter, 1963-64),
PPe 177 .

Donald E, Super, David V, Tiedeman, and Heary Borew,
®*Vocational Bevelopment: A Symposium,® Persomnel and Guidance Journal,
XL, No, 1 (September, 1961), pp. 11-25,
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Mussen has noted that ®despite the increasing stability and
realism of the adolescent's vocational interests, there is considerable
evidence that he cannot be left to his omm devices in dealing with his
vocational prc’ri!.ezus.'l7 There is evidence which suggests that parents
represent significant figures in the adolescent's vecational choice
process.18 |

The strength =nd significance of the parent-child relationship
over any other relationship which the c¢hilé may experience was showm
by Tiedeman and Ponditl? in their study on ego-idemtity with eleventh

17p, H, Mussen, J. J. Conger, and J, Kagan, Child Pevelopment
and Personality, 2nd edition (Wew York: Harper and Row, 1963), pe. 552.

183etty K. Steinke and Hemry i, Kackewski, "Pareats Influence
the Occupational Choice of Ninth Grade Girls,™ Vocational Guidance

w n, lo. 2 (mter’ 1960‘6].)’ Pp. 101.103.

Starley Krippner, Wunier High School Students! Vocational
Preference and Thelr Parents! Occupational Level,® Peraonmel and
Guidance Jourmal, XLI, No, 7 (March, 1963), pp. 590~595,

Jdohn ¥, Kinnane and Martin W, Pable, "Fawily Background and
Work Value Oriemtation," Jourmal of Cownselinz Psychelogy, IX, Ho. k
(#Einter, 1962), ppe 320-325,

Henry Borow, "Vocational Development Research: Some Problems
ef Logical amd Experimental Form," Personnel and Guidance Jomrnal, XL,
No. 1 (September, 1961), pp. 21-25,

Although the subjects are of another culture it is interesting

to note that similar findings were reported by Sheila M, Chowm,
"Personality Factors in the Formatien of Occupational Choice,® British

Jourmal of Educational Psychology, XXIX, Part I (February, 1559),
PPe °

19bavid W, Tiedeman and Jirval Lal Pandit, "n Identity and
Level of Occupational Aspiration,® Harvard Studies in Career Pevel
ment, No, 9 (Cambridge, Massachusetls: Harvard Graduate Schoel of
Edacation, Harvard University, December, 1958, mimeographed).
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and twelfth grade high school students. Of the three mest significani
influencing relationships studied: peer sector, teacher sector, and
parent sector, the parents! estimate of the subject was closest to the
subject's concept of himself., The study showed that a person's self=
concept more closely parallels his parents' concept of him, than it
does the peer or teacherf's concept of him, Tiedeman and Pandit also
found that ®, . . the level of occupational aspiration definitely de-
pends or the identity an adolescent perceives himself to have attained
in the social system of relevance to him.®20 If this is significant
for the older eleveninh and twelfth grade adolescents, it seemed highiy
probable that it might be equally significant for the seventh grade
adolescent who has not yel come under the full impaet of the peer group
influence, These findings are in agreement with Snpt-n:"s21 theory of
development of the self-concept as a means of explaining vecational
choict;: "The self-concept begins to take shape, the kind of rele one
may play in life begins to emerge , « o even Within the shelier of the
heme 22 Bordin!s?3 work alse suggests that vocational interests are
partly expressioﬁs of the self-concept: W"in answering [qnestions about

vocational interests] an individual is expressiag his acceptance of a

20Ibid., Pe. 23.

2ponaid B, Super, Psychology of Careers (New York: Harper amd
Brothers, 1957), pp. 86-1G0,.

221pid., p. k.

23E. S. Bordir, A Theory of Vocational Interests as Dynamic
Phenemena,® Educational and Psychological Measuremenmt, IIT (19k3),
PPe 59-65.
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particular view or concept of himself in tems of occupaticnal stereo-
typw.“zh The work of Friend and Hagga.rcl5 gives more tham ample testiw
mony about the impact that the faxily relationship has wpon making 2
satisfactory work adjustment in adulthood:

%, « o job satisfaction derived from certzin

subtle rewards which dovetailed witk the

individeal's personal needs, , . . Clues to

the drives of the individual lay . . »
close to the way 2 man felt abou} his

family when he was growing wup.
No study is reported that has systematically investigated the
effect of parental infiuence upon weational choice of younger growps,
Only college and adult populations have been utilized, uzing the tech-

niswa af momdinicsonso Stndiep nmine aldaw famnlog af the nammlstian

nigue of x o Studien mains ol
cannot be considered analogous to younger samples, It was felt that a
temporal setting te evaluate or-going paremt-child relations was needed
to test effectively parental influences,

Additienally, the work of Saper and Overstreet,2! and 0'Hara and
Tiedenan2® support the contemtion that it is imcusbent upon adults to

2"Ibid., P. 53.

25 jeammette G. Friend snd E. A. Haggerd,®@brk Adjustment in

Relation to Family Background,® Applied Psychological Monograph, No.
16 (June, 19k8).

26r41d,, p. 12,

27IJcmaJ.cl B. Super and Pheebs L, Oversireet, The Vocational
Maturity of Ninth Grads Boys (New York: Teachers College, Columbia
University, Burean of Pwblications, 1560),

281. P, O'Hara and D, V. Tiedeman, *The Vocational Self-Concept

in Adolescence,® Jourral of Counseling Psychology, VI, Ko. h (Winter,
1959}, rp. 292=-301,
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help young people early in life to explore, examine, and analyze all of
those factors leading to wiser wvocational choice, As Hoppoek has
noted, 9., . , we might hope to help young people to reach wiser decisions
earlier in life if we could increase the accaracy and the adequacy of
the occupational information at their disposal during what Ginzberg has
called the 'fantasy! [befom eleven years of age] and the 'tentative!
l:fmn ages eleven to semteen] stages, w2?

¥With the need for implementation of guidance services at earlier
stages in the edncational structure, it appears that all educators, aad
particularly counselors, will require knowledge of how parents may ine-
fluemce the vocational choice process, At such time as the etiology of
vocational choice is understood, this ®, , , knowledge of causes En]l
pemt] an izstitution or a community to take preventive measures, and
it is for a prefession of specialists to discover and publicize them,30
The rapid and complex changes being experienced in our society dictate
an analysis of the forces and variables experienced early im life, which
influenee occupational choice. More data are needed to determine the
extent to which the family constellation represents an influencing face

tor in the vocational cheice process,

29
Robert Hoppock, Occupational Information (New York: McGraw-
Kill’ 1963), PQ 103.

(%)
3 Milton Schwebel, *Some Miszing Links in Counseling Theory

and Research,® Personnel snd Guidance Jourmal, Xii, Ho., & (Beceaber,
1962)’ PO 3250
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It becomes critical, then, to examine what forces and influences
the parents present in the wocational orientation of youth; and par-
ticularly at a eritical stage in development -- the adelescent level.
¥We need to know more about the behavieral climates present inm various
family enviromments that influence differentially the behavior of

youth and the vocational decisiern process.

Hypotheses
An analysis of Roe's theory and those parent-child relaticnships

tested by the PCR suggested seme hypotheses sbout early home experiences
and vocational orientation of the child, Six hypetheses were generated
direcily from the PCR swbtests, and the adaptation of Boe's model,
shown in Figure 1, These are:
1, Children experiencing a Loving® relationship in the home
ghould orient towards a person ¢>¢:¢.~,a1w:k‘i.¢>n,32 i, oo,
service, business contact, general culture, arts and
entertainment, ard organization,
2, Children experiencing a Protecting relationship in the

hone should orient towards a persen occupation,

31Behaw:l.oras included in the PCR are: leoving, Protecting, Caswal,
Rejecting, Negleciing, Bemanding, Reward Pirect-fbjeet, Reward Symbolic-
Love, Puishment Direct-Object, and Punishment Symbolie-Love, See
Appendix IV for definitiens of each,

stee Appendix ITI for defimitions and examples of those occupaw

ticns in perscn occupations and non-person eccupations,
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h.

Se

6.

1k
Children experiencing a Casual relationship in the home
should orient towards a persem occupation.
Children experiencing a Rejecting relationship in the
heme should orient towards a non-person occupation, i. e.,
technology, science, outdoors.
Chilérern experiencing a Neglecting relationship in the home
should orient towards a non-perscn occupation.
Children experiemcing & Demanding relationship im the home
should orient towards a nen-persor occupation.

Although Roe steted that ", . o no prediction was made regarding

the relationship of the Beward and Puniszhment scales to the categories

in the Roe modsl,™” it appeared to tke present imvestigator that these

relationships wight provide some impetus t6 the directior of occupa~-

tienal choice of the child, Additionally, the work of Sears, Maccoby,

and Levind* supported the contention that reward may be considered

equatable to warmth of relationship, and that puniskment may be com=

gidered equatable to a cold relationship, Accordingly, ithe following

four hypotheses were formulateds

Te

8.

Children experiemcing a Reward Symbeolic~Iove relationship
in the home should oriént towards a person occupation.
Children experiencing & Reward Pirect-Object relaticenship
in the home should orient towards a person occupation.

33

Roe snd Siegelman, A Pareni-Child Relations « « <y Po 1.

B&Rcbert B, Sears, Eleanor E, Maccoby, and Harry Levin,

Patierns of Child Bearing (New York: Row Peterson amd Compary, 1957),
PPe 31&’3890
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9. Children experiencing a Punishment Symbolic-love relation-
ship in the home should oriemt iowards a ncn-person
occupation.

10. Children experiemcing a Punishment Bireci-Object relation-
ship in the home shouwld oriemt towards a non-person
eccupation,

Implieit within Roe's theory35 is the concept that if a child
experiences a combination o.f complemeatary behavior in the home, he
should orient more strengly towards a particular ocewpational choice,
ﬁeooriiingh, the foiiowing hypotheses were formulaved:

11. Children experiemcing a combimation of Pretecting, Casual,

and Loving relatiomship im the home saeuld orient towards
a persen eccupation,

12. Children experiencing a combinatien of Rejecting, Neglecting,
and Demanding relationship in the home should orient towards
a ron-person occupatien.

13. Childrem experiencing a Reward Direci-Object plus Reward
Symbolic-Love relatiomship in the home should orient
towards a persen occupation,

1k. Children experieacing a Punishment Direct-Gbject plus
Punishment Symbolic-Love relationship ir the home should

orient towards a nen-person occupation.

3SRoe, Journal of Counselimg Psycholegy, IV, Ne. 3, pp. 212-217.
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15, Children experiencing the relationship teotality of Pro-
tecting, Loving, Casual, Reward Symbolic-Love, and Reward
Direct-Cbject should orient tewards a persen occupation.
16, Children experiencing the relationship tetality of Re-
jecting, Bemanding Neglecting, Puniskment Symbolic-Love,
and Punishment Rirect-Object should erient towards a none
person occupation,

Roe noted that the interparent cerrelations of her Harvard seniors
tended to rum higher than did those of her adult groups. ¥There could
quite reasonably be more hale effeet {:perceiving parents as a mt] in
this gmnp.“36 Suitzer noted in his study of college undergradunate
and graGuate sStudemic, "s o o & Significenmt finding is thel there are
differenczes between the perceived atiitudes of fathers and of mothers ,
o o o uhen referring to 'parental attitude'! as a variable, the questien
nay be which parent is being considered,® '

Accordingly, ‘o detemine if the halo effect operates to a
greater degree with younger subjects, the follewing hypothesis was
formulated:

17. Sevemth grade childrem dould exhibit more halo effect in

perceiving parents than do college seniors,

Swmary

Chapter I has presented the problem for this investigation, The

background of the study and the need for the study were discussed, The

3680e ard Siegelman, A Parent-Child Relations « « «5 Pe 3o

 STsuitzer, et. al., Journal of Comseling Psychology, IX, Ne. 1
Pe - (I
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various hypotheses to be tested through the present investigation were
formulated,
Chapter II will focus uwpon a review of the literature, Chapter
IIT will describe the procedures used te investigate the problem,
Chapter IV will analyze and report the resulis of the research, Chap-
ter V will summarize the investigation, present the conclusions, and

discuss the implications of the study,.



CHAPTER II
A REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE

Investigations of Roe's Theory

A review of the literature produced only five investigations of
Roe's theory. In her longitudinal study, which atiempied to imvesti-
gate some aspects ef the gemeral theory, Roe38 utilized a selected
sample of fifty-two boys amd fifty-cme giris who had been svudied izom
twenty-one months of age to maturity by MacFarlame,’’ Uging the already
recordsd behavior of parents towards their two to four year old child-
ren, as observed by MacFarlame and associates, an attempt was made te
" catevorize these behaviors within the scope of Roe's theory, By inves~
ho

tigating the association of these categories with Kuder scores™ and
occupaticnal choice at seventeen years, it was hoped to find an indica-

ticn of the perscn, non-persen orienmtation, Rifficuliies were encown=

38111:19 Roe and Marvin Siegelman, A Study of the Origin of In-

terests (Cambridge, Massachusetts: Harvard Graduate School of Educa-
Tion, Harvard Bmiversity, 1962, mimeographed), pp. k-7,

39;. W. MacFarlane, L. Allen, and N. P, Honsils, i Develomemtal
Study of the Behavior Problems of Normal Ghildren Between Twenty-Cne
Moxths and Fourteen Years (Berkely, Galiformia: omiversity of ga]iror-
ma Press, 195k), cited in Boe and Siegelman, A Study of the Origin. o o,
Pe 3o

k05, Frederick Kuder, Kuder Preference Becard - Vocational

(Caicago, I11imcis: Science Hesearca ASSoCiLALES, LNCe, 1950)e

18
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tered with categorizing parents' behavior and the children's perception
of the parents' attituvde., Also, there was dissatisfaction with the
scales of the Euder, which %, . . do not have a clear person or non-
persen reference, "hl Eoe concluded that ®*, . , no support for the
hypothesis conld be drawn from these resnlt.s."hz

In the studies by Grr.i.gg,!*3 Hagen,u‘ Utton,hs Suitzer,hé and
Roe and &legelm.nl‘7 subjects were used who were of college and post-
college age, These studies demanded retrospective recall by the sub-
ject of the parent-child relationship, All of these siudies resulted,
generaily, in a failure io Supporti Roe's general ithaeory.

Grigg selecied twemty-four registered female purses who had re-

turned to graduate schoel, and Wealy graamaie femaie stumiemis iTom

thoeudSiegelm,LMefthem...,p. 6,

b2y sa,

Blnstin E, Grigg, "hildhood Experierce with Pareatal Attitudes:

A Test of Roe's Hypothesis,® Journal of Counseling Psychelogy, VI, No, 2
(Summer, 1959), pp. 153-155.

M‘Ikn::g:hu: Hagen, "™Careers and Family Aimospheres: An Rapirical
Test of Ree's Theory,® Joursal of Counseling Psychology, VII, No. L
(¥nter, 1960), pp. 251-256,

hsﬂden C. Gttem, "Recalled Parent~-Child Relations as Deter-
mingits of Vocational Cheice," Journal ef Coumseling Psycholegy, IX,
!o. 1 (m’ 1%2)’ pp. h9.53.

&6David K. Switzer, Austin E, Grigg, Jerome S, Miller and Robert
K. Young, Journal of Cownseling Psycholegy, IX, He. 1, pp. h5-kS.

l‘7R|:ae and Siegelman, A Study of the Origim . . ., Pp. k7o
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the departments of chemistry, physics, and methematics who indicated a
desire for research, A fifteen-item guestiomnaire designed to reflect
parental reactions when the subjeet was a child was adwinistered, Ho
significant differences were found between the person oriented nurses
and the non-persocn oriemted research aspirants, Grigg implied the
weakness of the retrospective technique by stating ®it may be that a
more sepsitive test of Roe'!s hypothesis would be to oblain the respone
ses from the parents rather than from Ehhe] indivicuals , . . ."L‘B

Hagen used a growp of male graduates as subjects, They had beer
intensively studied at Harvard Cellege between 1938 amd 1942, amd were
still being followed at the time of Hagen's study, After World War II,
25 subjeets were contacied W@ a questiconnaire designed Yo clicit work
experiences, attitudes, and adjustments, One-hundred thirteen subjectis
responded, The results of the questiomnaire were amnalyzed ir relation
to the histories of wocational, secial, perscnal, and medical informa-
tien collected frem 1938 to 19k2. Results proved to be negative whem
childhood family enviromments were related to the subjeci's presemt
eccupation, Hagern also found that, ®the theory may also have failed
because fanily atmosphere was inferred inadequately from the retrospec-
tive information which was available , . . memories of childhcod were

used and not the events thenselves."w

l'B(Err:'z.gg, Journal of Counseling Psycholegy, VI, No. 2, p. 155,

k9
Hagen, Journal of Counseling Psychology, ViI, No. h, p. 256,
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Utton used two groups of professional weomen as swbjects., Thirty-
three social wrkers and twenty-five occepational therspists repre-
sented the person orientation, Forty-cne dietitians and twenty-eight
laboratoery technicians represented the non-person orienmtation, Two
instruments were developed to test the hypothesis, The Childhood

Experience Rating Scales were designed to measure "warmth® and to

assist and structure the retrospective thinking of the subjects. The

Parent Attitude Survey was consiructed to measure ®ignoring® and

"possessive,® Although the resulis showed that the person oriented
subjects showed a greater altruistic leve of pecple, there were no
significant differences found between the two groups to support Roe's
theory, In discussing his siudy Uiten 2aiso moied that, “ihe limitae
tions of the reirespeciive rather than a curremt observation appreach
were apparent from the beginning."so

Svitzer, et, al., selected 120 undergraduate and graduate male
subjects for study., Forly ministerial students represented the person
orientatien, forty chemizstiry studemis represented the nem-persor ori-
entaticn, and forty gradwate theolegy students previded an indicatiom
of any change occurring following am imerease in age and additiensal
training, A two-scale guesticnmaire was comstructed to measure each
parent's attitudes towards the child on the dimensions of overdemanding
and rejecting. Although differences were found between the perceived

Soﬂtton, Journal of Coumseling Psycholegy, IX, ¥o. 1, p. 5l.




22

attitudes of fathers and of mothers, the resulis of the study failed
to support Roe's hypothesisoﬂ

Roe and Siegelman used the PCR on a sample of 12 male Harvard
seniors, and two adult samples of forty-four engineers (twenty-two
male and tweniy-two female) and forty-féur social workers (twentye-
two male and twenty-two female), For the two male greoups (Harvard
and adult males) only Loving and Rejecting for father and Casuwal for
mother were Significant. For the two adult groups (engineers and
social workers) conly Leving ané Rejecting for father amd Reward
Direct-Object fer moimer were zigrificant, Eoe’s conciusion wis that,
%occupational choice, So far as these two occupations go engireering
and social work , dees seem (o be a fair indication of personalily
patiern, as related to person-orieantation, , « . «+ It is, however,
mach less accurate as an indication of past experiemce [pmt-chnd
mlationahip].'sz Roe also reported that, % . . the major diffi.
calty with this design is the use of retrospective r«eporf,s."s3

Related Studies

The present st=iy was confimed to that stage of the vocational
decision process which occurs at the seventh grade level (eleven to
thirteen years of age)., Therefore, literature related to this aspect

of the research was also investigated,

5".L.‘.’hii.1‘.2;!;-:1.', Grigg, Miller, and Young, Journal of Coumseling

Psychology, IX, No. 1, pp. k5-h8.
52

Roe and Siegelman, A Study of the Origin ., . «, P. &,

Ibid., pe 3.
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H:«.\llsh suggested that grade groupings rather than age growpings
would provide more discrete differentiation of those vocational be-
haviors and attitudes which are believed to change with age.

Selection of the 3evaﬁth grade may be criticized on the basis
that the vecational choice of such an early age group may be highly
tenucus and potentially invalid, Ginzbergss in his general theory on
occupational choice would note the seventh grade age grown as leaving
that stage called ®fantasy® (up to eleven years of age) and emtering
that stage called "tentative® (eleven to Seventeen years of age),
According to Gingzberg, a child living within the fantasy period,
¥, ., . believes that he can become whatever he wants to become, He
makes an arbitrary transiation of his impulses amd meeds iato an
occupatienal choice.'56 During the tentative period (ages eleven to
seventeen) the child makes an ordered translation to occupational
choice ¥, , , almost exclusively in terms of such subjective facters
as his interests [lhich are dominant early in this pen'.oé], capacities,
and values.'ST

5 l"Donald ¥, Hall, "The Vocational Bevelopment Inventery: A
Measure of Vocational Maturity in Adolescence,® Personnel and Guidance
Jowrnal, XLI, o, 9 (May, 1963), pp. 771=776.

5SKL:L @inzberg, Sol W, Ginsburg, Sidney Axselrad, and John L.
Herma, Occupational Choice: An Approach to 2 General Theory (New York:
Columbia Umiversity Press, 1951), Pe OOe

56!].:’. @inzberg, *Toward a Theory of Occupational Choice,*
Occupations, XXX, No. 7 (4pril, 1952), p. k92,

s-IIbido, Pe h930
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0'Hara and Tiedemand supported Ginzberg's theory of the domi-
nanee ¢f interests at this period, Peters and Van Atta's findings
with eighth graders %, , , clearly demonstrate the vecational interestis
patterns are rather stable during the adolescent period.®59 G'Hare,
in a study of first, third, fifth, seventh, and ninth grads boys re-
ported that at the seventh grads ®, ., ., reality more forcefully enters
inte the cheice process,®™® He suggested that, ®., . . the nommal
upper limit of fantasy choice [w be] at age 8 or 9 rather than 11,1
Thus, the individual seventh grader seems to be at a period of life
2t which he con actually evaluate himsalf as an entity,

Analysis of the studies by Ginsberg, et. al.,52 0'Hara and

bt ::“-.:—-.:563 Psters 2

Liles=ss 2nd TWan Add & a=d G'E&?&‘pés oo e o

-
-:Ev:s

58z, P. 0'Hara and D. V. Tiedeman, "Stages in the Development
of Vocatienal Self Comcept in Adolescence,® Harvard Studies in Career
Development, No, 7 (Cambridge, Massachusetts: Harvard Graduate School
of Education, Harvard University, 1958, mimeographed), pp. 15-17.

5Serman J. Peters and B. F, Van Atta, "The Shaping of Interests,®
Vocational Guidance Quarterly, IX, No. 1 (Autumn, 1968), p. 20.

69y, p. 0'Hara, *Talk About Self,® Harvard Stadies in Career
Bevelopment, No, 1k (Cambridge, Massachuseils: Harvard Gradmate School
of Education, Harvard University, 1959, mimeograghed), p. 5o

8l7pid,, pe 1le

628inzberg, et. al., Occupational Choice: . . +, Pe 60,

630'Hara and Tiedsman, Harvard Studies in Career Bevelopment,
Ho. 7, Pp. 15-17.

Shpeters and Van Atta, Vecational Guidance Quarterly, IX, No. 1,
p. 26.

650'Hara, Harvard Studies in Career Development, No. lk, pp,
5 and 110
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seventh grader, aged eleven to thirteen years, is probably met only in
touch with reality but will evidence behaviors based upon perceptions
of reality. It would appear that the seventh grade child may repre-
sent that temporary emtity in which needs merge with interests to guide
occupational choice in a direction which is most meaningful to the ine
dividual, It may be pertinent, when debating the use of this age group,
to consider Arbucklel!s admonitien to not take too literally the so-
called ®fantasy® stage., "I sometimes wonder if the so-called fantasy
of his [t.he young child] occupational dreams is possibly a good deal
less fantastic than the occupational future that concerned adults
are plamning for hin.'66

Having established the selection of the seventh grade, the next
problem was to determine whether the chiid or the parent should report
the relationship. The answer to %, . . the question of who shall re-
port is predetermired by the theory.'67 Since Roe's theory is predi-
cated upon the parent-child relaticnship as perceived and internalized
by the child, it was felt that the childream should report their
feelings rather than the parents, For, as Hoffman and ILippett have
noted, %, , ., perheps attitudes es reported by perents and as perceived
by their children are different phenomena., It is also possible that

parent attitudes and practices as reported by parents are significantly

66Dngald Arbuckle, ™Occupational Information in the Elementary

School,® Vecational Guidance Quarterly, XII, No, 2 (¥imter, 1963-6h4),
Pe 830

671.. W. Hoffman and R, Lippett, "The Measurement of Family Life
Variables,® in Paul H, Mussen, editor, Handbook of Research Methods in
Child Development (New York: John Wiley and Soms, 1960), Pe 995




26
discrepant from actusl parent-behavior patterns, . . .*° Helper,59
in his study of parental versus junior high secheol childrenf’s evaluaw-
tion of the dimensions ef faworability and acceptamce of the ckhild
also supported the thesis that children's reports may actually be

more accurate measures than those of the parents,

Summary and Conclusions

From the amalyeis of the five siudies of Roe'!s hypothesis, it
was apparent that the general eonsensus of those who tested Roe's
theory was that retrospeciive recall of the parentechild relationship
may have been the critical factor in their failure to swpport the
theory. ‘

Related studies indicated that the cheoice process is operative
at ages eleven through seventeen, Specific studies noted that the
seventh grade, and ages elaven to thiriecem, represented a sigmificant
area fer study,

On the basis of this literature, the present investigator felt
that valid reporting of the parent-child relationship ceuld only be
obtained while that relationship was being experienced in on-going
situations, Accoerdingly, the jumior high school level was selected
a3 one age at which children are experieacing on-going pareat-child
relationships, Evidences found within the related literature indicated

68 rid., po 573

6%a1caln M. Helper, *Parental Evaluation of Childrem and
Children's Self-Evaluations," Journal of Abmormal and Social Psy-
cholegy, LVI, No. 2 (March, 1558), pp. 190-15k.
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that ﬁhe reporting sevexth grade child would provide the best synthesis
of the following factors: reduction of retrospective recall; an
ability to perceive and report experiences; and contact with reality
in regard to vocational choice,
Chapter III will describe the investigative procedwes eme-
ployad in this stiwudy,.



CHAPTER II1
METHOD

Selection of the Sample

In the school year 1961-1962, a state-wide program tested
29,000 seventh grade students in Oklahoma, AS part of the program,
the YEPT? was used to elieit occupational choice, educational plans,
and role models influencimg the deciszions of seventh graders, The
swbjects for the current study were draun from this larger sample
studied by Parker,'+

Three of the origimal three-hundred sevemty-three scheols in
the state of Oklahoma were selected for the presemt study: Chickasha,
Ada, and Miami Junior High Schools., These schools wexe selected
becauses

1., The Asaistant Syperintendsnt in Charge of Iastrweiden,

Stato Bepartaent ef Education, Oklahama, regarded these

schools as representative of the state as a whole,

)
7 Your Educational Plans, a Quesiionmaire (Chiecago, Illinmciss
Science Eescarch Associates, lﬁ o

71Harry d. Parker, "Right or Wrong -« 29,000 Seventh Graders
Have Made Occupational Choices,® Vecational Guidance Quarterly, II,
No, 1 (Autumm, 1962), pp. Sh=55.
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2. In addition to being representative, these schools pro-
vided large individual samples of boys and girls.

3. They included different socio-economic variables affecting
the parents and thus the studenls, For example: mone was
an impoverished area; each presented a wide base of activity
in industry and business; there existed only a four te five
per cent wnemployment factor, which is mormal for the state,

k, They provided an approximately balanced sample of boys and
giris,.

S¢ They provided a high level of research cooperation,

The testing questiommaire (PCR) was admimistered to the seventh
grade students of each of these schools. Of the K75 students who were
administered the FCR, a usable sample of 355 was obtaimed for siudy,
resulting ia 205 boys and 155 girls,

PCR Questionnaire

A slightly modified Ree-Siegelmar Parert-Child Relaiions Ques-

tionnaire’2 (FCR) was wsed as the testing imstrument (See Appemdix IT),
Modification of the original questionnaire consisted of a change of
tense in each item, from past to presenat, to elicit on-going perceptions
plus a change in word difficully, where appropriate, to more nearly
equate item content with seventh grade vocabulary,'> (See ippendix V
for changes,)

"2p0e and Siegelman, A Parent-Caild Belations. « « o

133ubatituted words were teken frem Irving Lorge and Edward L
Thoradiks, The Teacher's Word Book of 30,000 Words (New York: Teachers
College, Colunbia Umiversity, 19kk)e
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The original questionnaire was devised by Roe and Siegelman te
obtain some measure of the characteristic behavior of parenis tewards
their youwng children, as experiemced by the child, There are separate
questionnaires of 130 items each for mother and father. The 130 items
are divided into ten subtests, six of fifteen items each for behavier
characterized as Protecting, Demanding, Rejecting, Neglecting, Casual,
and Loving; and four subtests of ten items each for Beward Symbolic-
Love, Reward Pirect-Object, Punishment Symbolic-Iove, and Pwrishment
Direct-Object, (See Appendix IV for defimitions of ten behavioral
eonstracta.'?h) The constructs fer Reward and Punishment fellow the
work of Sears, Maccoby, and Levin,'>

Validity
Content validity was ebtained by Roe from inter-judge agreement
on items, A large number of items were extracted or adapted from the
literature, and others were constructed teo fit the ten categories,
These items were submitted to Boe's colleagues!® with deseriptiens of
the categories, Each judge independently assigned each item to a cate~
gory, or discarded it, A1l of the items finally included in the

7hAnne Roe and Marvin Siegelman, ™A Paremt-Child Relations

Questiomnaire,® Child Development, XXXIV, o, 2 (1963), pe 357.

T>Bobert R, Sears, Eleanor E. Maceoby, and Harry Levin,
Patterns of Child Rearing (New York: Bow Peterson and Cempany, 1957),
PPe 318, 319, 351.»

6.
U Isidore Chein, Barbara Dehremwend, Murray Horowits, and

Claire Selltiz,
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questionnaire were those which were assigned to the same category by
211 of the judges; and the same items were originally used for botn
parents,

A further study of the PCR en a casual sample of tweniy-six male
college students was ccnducteds A computation ef relisbilities and
item analysis led to a modification of the original questionnaire se
that at present there are eleven items which are different for the
two parents (items 2k, 26, 31, Sk, 61, 6k, Th, 81, 91, 113, and 122),

The PCR factors were comsidered satisfactory by Roe in that
they ®, . . seem satisfyingly aimilar to factors derived ir a number
of studies of parent attitudes in which the parents themselves served
as subjects,®’ ! For example, the factors of Leve-Hostility amd
Autonomy-Control found by Shasfer,’S the facters Love-Eate and
Bomimance-Sebwission fomnd by Friedman, et, al.,’° and the factors ef
Eeotional Supportiveness, Wammth, and Irhibitory Pemands and Piscie
pline fomd by Slater,3? all seem to parallel the similar behaviors
deseribed in the IR,

TRoe and Siegelmam, A Paremt~Child Relations . « o Po 2.

783. S. Shaefer, ®Converging Conceptwal Models for Matermal
Behavior and for Child Behavior,® papar read at the Conferemce en
Research on Paremtal Attitudes and Child Behavier, Washington Umi-
versity, St. louis, Missouri, March k-5, 1960, cited in Boe and

Si.ege]m, A §Eﬂ Of o o o3 Pe 2¢

9%, Friedman, T, Leary, A. Ossorio, and H, Coffey, "Fhe
Interpersomal Rimensicns of Personality,® Jowrnal of Perseonality, XX,
No. 1 (September, 1951), pp. 1k3-161.

80?. E, Slater, "Paremt Behavior and the Personality of the
Child,® (unpublished), cited in Roe and Siegelman, A Study ef ., . .,
Pe 3o
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It was assmmed that the modification of the original question-
naire by tense would not change its validity. It was further assumed
that a reduction in word difficuliy would enmhance the quality of re-
sponse of the seventh grader and not change the validity, These

assumptions were supported by Roe.sl

Reliability
The reliability of each subtest of Roe's original questionnaire

are shown in Table 2,52

TABLE 2
PCR SUBTEST RELIABILITIES FOUND BY ROE

Subtest Mother Father
Loving 872 .896
Protecting 761 »780
Casual .8(!) .810
Rejecting 159 -850
Neglecting N 868
Demanding «836 «826
Reward D=0 .798 «783
Punishment S-L 759 «687
Punishment D=0 «769 «788

The reliability of each subtest in each of the fowr configura-
tions (Boys-Mothers, Boys~Fathers, Girls-Mothers, Girls-Fathers) was

computed, for the present study, by using an item analysis technique

8lietter from Dr. Anne Roe, Harvard Graduste School of Education,
Harvard Univeraity, Cambridge, Massachusetis, 3 March, 1564, (See
Appendix VITI for pertiment excerpts.)

82303 and Siegelma.n, A Parent-Child Relations e ¢ oy Do 60
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83 : o . 8k -
of Tryon. The specific formula is labeled Variamce Form, and is
showm as:

n Z'Siz
R B | le

n-1 :ax2

» = number of items
S.2 = variance of each item
S,° = total varisble variance
D) x2 - (Ex)?
X X

sz s weere N is the number of subjects

Addnistration of Questiormaire

411 seventh grade students present in school on the day of the
test were admimistered the modified PCR, All testing at any ome school
was completed during one school day.

The directions called for students to state if they lived with
their real mother amd father at home, If not, students were directed
te name the adult surrogate figures present in the home., Thus, step-
parent, foster-parent, grand-parent, wmcle, aunt, big sister or big
brother were so indicated en the answer gheet of the student exper-
iencing this type of ¥pareni® influemce, 4ll of those student question-
naires which did not show the family to be of blood-related, cohabi-
tating, natural parents livisg without a third ®parent® were discarded,

&g, ¢. Tryon, YReliakility and Behavior Domain Validity: Re
formulation and Histerical Critique,® Psycholegical Bulletin, LIV,
¥o. 3 (1959), pp. 229-2k9. See also: *Cremback's Alpha,® im J. P.
Guilford, Paychometric Methods (New York: MeGraw-Hill, 1%5k), p. 385.

8brrvon, Paychoiogical Builetin, LIV, H#o. 3, pe 232.
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For purposes of this study, only a natural parent relationship was to
be studied, Therefore, it was felt that the parent-child relationship
could be studied only if the family existed as a unit without any
diversionary ®parental® forces operative. This contention was sup-
ported by Roe!s statement concerning her study with the PCR and the
Harvard and adult samples, Boe Stated: W"No attempt was made to hold
to any requirement of the presence of both parents during the child-

hood of the subject . . o this may be an important variable, w35

Secoring of Questionnaire

Scoring of the PCR was a replication of Roe's system. Each
item on each completed questionnaire marking sheet'was scored and
arrayed for summation as shown in Appendix VII, one sheet for mothers
and another for fathers, Bach item received a score of one to five,
depending on the response to the item qmas'aionc.86 411 scores carried
a positive value, with no negative value Scores pessible, A low
total score for any one subtest indicated a subject did not perceive
that parent=behavioral relationship, A high total score for anmy cne
subtest indicated a subject did perceive that parent-behavioral relae
tienship to a marked degree, Any middle score would lie in a relative

position between the two extremes,

85Rr.>e and Siegelman, A Study of the Origin . . ., pP. 12,

86S<:ores assigned responses were: One for a response of ®Very

Untrue,® two for a respense of ®Seems Untrue,® three for a response
of *Sometimes Untrue Scmetimes True,® four for a response of "Seems
tc be True,® and five for a response of "Very True,®
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The possible range of scores for amy one subject on each
fifteen-item subtest for Protecting, Loving, Casuwal, Neglecting, Ree
jecting, and Demanding was between fifteen and seventy-five, The
possible range of scores for any cne subject on each ten~item sube
test for Reward Symbolic-Love, Reward Direct-Ubject, Punishment Sym -
bolic-Love, and Punishment Direct-Object was from ten to fifty.

For the occupational choice given by each subject, a coding
sheet (See Appendix VIII) was made for IBM card punch classificatien
and analysis in accordance with Roe's schema.87

Each of the 355 subjects was tabuiated on a single IBM card,
Each card was coded tc show sex, total score attained on each of the
ten subtests for the perception of mother, total score attained on
each of the ten subtests for father, and occupational choice, These
355 cards were used in an IBM 1410 computer for statistical analysis
of the data,

Additionally, each subject's individual score on each item was
tabulated on another set of IBM cards (four eards per subject), This
set of cards was used in an IBM 1h10 computer to test specifiecally

for reliability by item analysis,

Statistical Treatment of Data

The scores of each individeal on each item for mother and for
father, plus each individual's total score on each of the PCR subtesis

for mother and father were néed for statistical analysis, These scores

8730e, The Psychelogy of Occupations . « « o See Appendix ITI
for a brief description and scme examples of occcurations for each
classification.
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were analyzed by dichotomizing 21l subjects ocn choice of occupation as
having selected either towards person occupations or towards non-

person occupations .88

Test for Kormality of Bistribuiions
To determine the appropriatemess of the t test of sigmificance
(hereinafter referred to as i), and the F test for homogeneity of
variance (hereinafter referred to as F), two techniques were applied
to the data,

1. A Chi Square (32) test for mormality, using the .01 level
of significance, was camputed for each of the PCR subtests
in each of the feur parent-child pairings (Boys-Mothers,
Boys-Fathers, Girls-Mothers, Girls-Fathers),

2. Frequency distributions were made for thogse PCR subtests
for which the hypothesis of normality was rejected by the
X2 test, Frequency distributions were inspected to de-
terwine if the data met Guilford's eriteria for the use
of parametric statistics,®? i, e,, distributions showld
not be abnormally skewed, distributions should be fairly
symmetrical, and distributions should be umimodal,

Additional sepport for the use of these parametric statistics

was found in a statement made by Walker srd Lev, to the effect that

88See_ Appendix ITI fer classification of occupations as towards

persen occupations and towards non-person occupations,

89;. P, ouilford, Pundamental Statistics in ology and
Bducation, 3rd edition (New York, Mcuraw-Hill, 59'53:;, Pe Tﬁ.
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ugtudies indicate that some departure from normality does not imvali-
date the methods | of § and F] R

A Chi Square (X2) test for mormality was used for each distri-
bution of totzl scores on each PCR subtest in each of the four com-
figurations, The criterion for observed cases for each class inter-
val aleng the distribution curve was established at two.’ The cri-
terien for expected cases in each ;lass interval along the distrie
bution curve was established from Carnshan, et al., i. e., the value

(fo - fe)2
fe

x2 %, , . is only spproximately distributed as X2;

however, it is almost exactly distributed as X2 if every expected
frequency is greater than iwenty.® - The muwber of beys and girls im
the present study permitted acceptance of this eriterion.
Insuring twenty expected cases for each class interval for the
PCR subtests for beys (n = 205) was accomplished as follows:
1, An n of 205, with at least 20 cases per class interval
demanded at most 10 class intervals,
2, That valve of 205 cases which provided for at least
20 cases was 096 or 0O.le
3. From a tsble of stardard z scores that valuve of 3 was de-

termined whick encompassed 0,1 of the area of the curve

9C%elen M, Walker and Jeseph Lev, Statistical Inference (New
York: Holt, Rimehart, snd Winstor, 1953), Do 1k3.

91G'nilford, Fundamental Statistics o o o 3 Po Zhlo

%Brice Carmshan, H. A, Luther, and James 0, Wilkes, Applied
Wumericsl Methods, preliminary edition, Volwme IT (New York: John
EG? &R wons, 1% )’ Pe 638,
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frem the mean, This process was extended outward on the
curve until each z value was found waich encompassed each
additional 0.1 of the area under the curve, Five class
intervals were determined., This process was repeated for
the area of the curve to the left of the mean., The con=-
stant z values were: £ 0,263 £ 0,533 % 0.85; and ¥ 1,29,
ho The standard deviation of each PCR subtest for boys was
then multiplied by the 3z constaats im step three, The
resuliing values were then added to, or subtracted from,
the mean value for that particalar PCR subtest, This
established the PCR score limits which encompassed at
least twenty expected cases in each of the ten class ine
tervals,

5. The total X% value for each distribution was computed by:

(fo - fe)2
x2 'Z[T:l

6, Sigmificance was determined using degrees of freedom egual
to the number of class intervals minus three ;93 or
10« 3 =7 d.fe
Insuring twenly expected cases for each class interval for girls
(n = 150) was accemplished as follows:
1, Ann of 150, with at least 20 cases per elass interval

demanded at most 7 class interwvals,

93Gui1ford, Fundamental Statistics . . . , p. 2hle
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Since there were an odd nmmber of eclass intervals, it was
decided to have the middle class interval contain the
greatest number of cases,
Fulfillment of the criterion in step two dictated starting
the detemmination of class interval limits from both tails,
rather than from the means, as was done with the boys.
The value of 150 cases which provided at least 20 cases
was 0,133,
From a table of standard gz scores that value of gz was
determined which lieft 0.133 area of the curve in the tail.
Next, that z value vhich encompassed 2 x 0,133 area of the
curve was determined. Finally, that 2 value which encom-
passed 3 x 0,133 area of the curve was determired, The
constant g values were: = 0,255 = 0,623 and = 1,11,
The standard deviation of each PCR subtest for girls was
then multiplied by the 2 constants in step five, The re-
sulting valms were then added to, or subtracted from, the
mean value for that particular PCR subtest, This estab-
lished the PCR score limits which encompassed at least

twenty expected cases im each of the seven class intervals,

7. The total X2 value for each distribution was computed by:

xz_Z[(fo ;efe)zjl

Significance was determined, using degrees of freedom equal
to the number of class intervals minus 3;9h or,

7«3 =)k df,

Sk,

Ibid,
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PCR Subtest Intercorrelation
To determine the extent to which the PCR subtests were mea-
suring discrete behaviors, four Pearson product-mement intercorrela-
tional matrices were computed (Boys-Mothers, Boys-Fathers, Girls-
Mothers, Girls-Fathers)., Additionally, these matrices provided sta-
tistical support for formulating hypotheses seven through twelve,
An unbiased form of the basic formula for a Pearson product-

moment coefficient of correlation was used:95

1 ¥
Zl(xl-x)(rl-z) 2, X1, -8%)

e is _ i
i (= - 1) (o =) (o1)e =

N = total mumber of scores
Sy and 8 = standard deviatien of distributions x and §
I, and Y; = any one score in X and Y distributions

X and Y = means of X and Y distributions

PCR Inter-Parent Correlation
To determine the degree to which boys and girls in the present
study perceived their parents as separate entities, twe inter-parent
correlations, cne for boys and one for girls, were computed for each
PCR subtest. Correlations were sought to determine if the subjects
of the present study showed an equal or a greater degree of ™alo
effect®™ in their perceptions of their parents than did Roe's Harvard

9 5h‘m. W, Cooley and Paul Lobnes, Multivariate Procedures in
Behavioral. Sciences (New York: Jehn Wley, 1962),
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sample, The same ccefficient of correlation formula used for subtest
intercorrelations was used for the inter-parent correlations,
Statistical Tests for Hypotheses
One Through Ten

Support for Roe's theory would be obtained if the mean score of
those subjects selecting towards person occupations was significantly
higher on those PCR subtests defined as person oriented relationships
than those subjects selecting towards non-person occupations, i, e.,
on Protecting, Caswal, Loving, Reward Direct-Object, and Reward
Symbolic-Love, Roe's theory would also gain Supporv if the mean Score
of those subjects sélecting towards non-person occupations was sig-
nifieantly higher on those PCR subiests defined as non-person oriented
relationships than those subjects selecting towards person occupations,
i, e,, on Rejecting, Neglecting, Demanding, Punishment Direct-Object,
and Punishment Symbolic-love,

To test for the appropriateness of the 1 test, an analysis of
variance was made, Homogeneity of the variances on each PCR subtest
in each of the four configurations of those subjects 'indicating per-
son occupations and those subjects indicating non-person occupations

was tested by the F test:I®

312 = larger variance

822 = smaller variance

9%lker and lev, Statistical Inference, p. 1hO.
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Unbiased variance’! was ccmputed for use in the F test:

g‘ X.iz - niz
s? -(_.___.1 )% (Xi-i)z -
R-1l/i=) rR~1

xi = individual sceres
I = mean
n = number Scores

If the F test was not significant, 1 was camputed by the

following formula: 58
- %
$ -
- A s _ =
\Moge, @RP - ELET
my R IERES
{ Bt my -2 BN

i = mean number of scores

dof ® = ﬁ + n2 - 2

If the F test was significant, t was computed by the following
formula for uncorrelated neamz”

971bid., p. 119,

QA. Hald, Statistical Theory with Engineering Applications

PIvid., pp. 397-398.
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t =
- 312 + 322
B Ro
2 2
withs: ..}.... = AN @-e)
d.f. dOfOI dofoz
2
e
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C = T
83 Sy
—_—
! )
i = mean
2

8¢ = varianmce

d.f,.

degrees of freedom

n = nuber subjects

Statistical Test for Hypotheses

Eleven Through Sixteen
These six hypotheses are based upon selected combinations of

PCR subtests, These combinations were derived from a logical adapta-
tion of Roe's theory. If Roe's theory is valid, then varicus combina~
tions of positive behavior (Protecting, Caswal, Loving, Reward Symbolic-
Love, and Reward Direct-Object) should operate im conjunciien to pro=
vide 2 more powerful incentive in the direction of towards persons occu-
pations, The same could be said about various combinations of the nega=-
tive behavier (BRejecting, Neglecting, Demanding, Pumishment Symbolice
Love, ard Punishment Birect-Object) providing the incentive for an

orientation towards non~-persons OCCHATicnSe
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Combirming certain PCR subtests in a logical manner will provide
a total parent-child relationship of either a positive or a negative
nature, These combinations cam then be tested by the F and 1 tests,
The same conditions established for hypotheses one through six regar-
ding F, and the appropriateness of the t test will pertain for
hypotheses eleven through Sixteen., Additionally, to cross-check the
validity of the basic assumption that these PCR subtests cam, in fact,
be combined behaviorally, a median X2 test will also be computed, It
is desired to determine, by the X° test, whether the subjects actually
dichotomized on selection of a person occupatlon to a greaier degree
than could be expected by chance,

The subjects were dichotemized on both occupational selieciion
and whether their cummlative score on the PCR subtest coembinations
fell abeve or below the median; those falling on the median were
omitted from consideration. The 2 x 2 matrices for the varieus

selected combinations followed the decsign shown in Figure 2.

Subjects Selecting Subjects Selecting
Persen Occupatiens Non-Person Occupations

Subjects Above
The Median

Subjects Below
The Median

FIGURE 2

SAMPLE MATETX FOR VARIOUS SEIECTED
PCR SUBTEST COMBINATIONS



k5

In consideration of any ome PCR subiest combination, the

following applies:

1., Roe's theory is supported by those persorn oriented PCR
subtest combinations if the observed frequency of those
subjects above the median who selected person occupa-
tions was significantly different from the expected
frequency.

2. Roe's theory is supported by those non-persom oriemted
PCR-subtest combinations if the observed frequency of
those subjects sbove the median who selected non-person
occupations was significantly different from the
expected fregquency,

The formula used to cempute 12 vas:

12 . (fo = fe)2
fe

fo = observed frequency

fe = expected frequency

Supportive Data for Hypothesis Seventeen
Visual comparisons of each PCR subtest interparent eorrelation
determined disparities, Such comparisons were made on each subtest
of the PCR for Roe's Harvard sample and for the present sample, Dis-
parities between the two samples were noted. A "sign test®™00 yas

computed to determine the level of confidence of the results.

100
Guilford, Fundamental Statisties « « « 5 ppe 2h48-2h9,
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Summary

This chapter discussed the selecticn of the sample, the PCR
questionnaire and its use, and the statistical treatment of the
derived date,

Chapter IV will present an analysis of all the data oblained,

to support or te reject the hypotheses formulated in Chapter I.



CHAPTER IV
RESULTS

Investigation of %mrj.atmess of
Using Parametric Statistics

The tests for mormality of distributions (see Chapter IIT1, page

36) showed that thirty of the forty PCR subtests were not statistically
gignificant. The hymothesis of normality was accepted for these thirty
tests, Table 3 gives the cummlative X2 of rormality, The computational
data used to determine these valwes are contained in Appendix IX,

Table k lists, by paremi-child pairing (Boys-Hothers, Boys-
Fathers, Girls-Methers, Girls-Fathers), those PCR subtests fer whick
the hypothesis of normality was rejected at the ,01 level of signifi-
cance, Appendix X contains the frequemcy distributions eof the tem
PCR subtests for which the statistical aunll hypothesis of mormality
was rejected, Inspection of the frequency distribution in Appendix X
revealed that the distributiens sppreximate Guilford's criterial™

for use of the parametric statistics,

k7
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TABLE 3

CUMULATIVE CHI SQUARE VALUES® FOR EACH PCR SUBTEST

IN RACH CONFIGURATION T0 DETERMINE
DISTRIBUTION NORMALITY

PER Boys Girls

Subtest Hothers Fathers | Mothers Fathers
Protecting 54063 1k.595 3.597 16,126
Punishment S-L |  h1.k25® 36.080° |  7.582 7.271
Bejecting 6.671 16.0k7 | 7.235 12,076P
Casual 1k.598 15,898 5.627 1,039
Reward S-L 1h.77hk 50923 | 9.23k 3.566
Demanding 762k 8.989 | 8,90 ha779
Puniskment B-0 1k.h51 15,098 3.23k 11,298
Loving 5.76k 5.517 | 1h.366° 11.997°
Neglecting 36,6850 26,0730 | 1h.3kk® 12.605P
Beward D-0 27.795° 9.h39 | 2.860 hokST

a, Boye Qisls

1% = 16,62 11.668

b
Statistical mull hypothesis of no difference between rormali-

ties rejected,
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TARLE k

PCR SUBTESTS STATISTICALLY SIGNIFICAET
AT THE .01 LEVEL

Boys Girls
Mothers Fathers Mothers Fathers
Puniskzent S-I: Punishmesat S-IL leving loving
Keglecting Keglecting Heglecting Neglecting
Reward B-0 Rejecting

PCR Subtest Means
i Rad Boaaties”

To assist in ceaparing the FUR subiesis, and ifor descripiive

purposes, ranges, means, and standard deviations were computed for

each PCR stbtest in each of the four configurations (Boys-Mothers,

Boys-Fathers, Girls-Mothers, Girls-Fathers), Table 5 lists these

values,

Reliabili
An item anslysis technique of Tryon,mz using the Variance
FersiO3 was wsed to compute reliability, Results for each PCR sub-

test in each of the four corfiguraticms (Boys-Mothers, Boys-Fathers,

Girls-Mothers, Girls-Fatbers) are contained in Table §,

162
Iryon, Psychelogical Bulleiin, LIV, No. 3, pp. 229-2k9.

163
Ibid,
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TARLE 5
PCR RANGES, MEANS, AND STANDARD DEVIATIONS

S ———————

i

vt ——

- Boys (m=205) girls (m+150)
Sabtest Statistice Mothers - Fathers Mothers Fathers
Pro, Range 2k-59 25-61 2463 23-63

Nean ko.580 k2,019 43.580 k5,886
S.b, 64796 7.358 6.k38 7.259
Pun.S-1  Range 1heh2 12-50 15-42 1h-k2
Mean 26,697 26,068 26,120 2h.713
sono 50037 50&6 5073]- 50698
Rej. Rarge 16-61 15-62 17-53 1563
Mean 30.8k3 32.k19 28,360 28,560
S.B. 8§.215 8.956 7.926 9,023
Cas, Range 2759 23-59 25-57 26-59
Mean k1,682 kl.567 ki.966 k0,620
8.b. 64594 6.731 6.127 6,936
Rew,S-I.  Range 16-50 13-50 1h-h7 16-k9
S.B. 6.1kh 6.7h9 5e5k3 6.250
Bex, Range 2766 21-66 27-65 25-€h
Mean hSe62k k7.63k hhk. k26 k5,553
8.D. 6.998 64830 7.629 7.635
PunB=0 Range 10-kS 10=-K7 12-k2 106=-39
8.b. 54699 6,993 54555 6.638
Tov, Range 3475 15-75 18-7¢5 15«75
Nean 57 om-h 5ho 882 59.&0 57 0226
8.B. 8.715 9,996 9,152 9.796
Neg, Range 15«52 15-5k 15-58 15-66
s.b. 7179 9,155 7335 8.2k7
Rew,B-0  Range 10-48 10-k9 12-k8 16-k8
Mean 28,351 28,000 28.7k6 28,493
s.B. 6.785 6,89 6.486 6,686
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TAELE 6
PCE SUBTEST RELIABILITTES FOR THE SAMPLE

PR Boys Girls
Subtest Heothers Fathers Mothers Fathers
Loving 818 «820 «853 876
Protecting 596 613 626 638
Casusl .58k +6L0 593 620
Rejecting 761 800 807 826
Neglecting J7h 809 -809 .863
Demanding 619 635 589 587
Reward S-L Jg22 kb o769 863
Reward B0 J768 .80k .789 796
Punishment S-L 50k 531 «629 678
Punishment D-O +6kO 666 «790 o797

The rarge of reliabilities was frem 50k to 876, All the
reliabilities compared favorably with those reported by Re>emh

(see Table 2) and were considered to be sufficiently high for purposes
of this study,

Hypotheses One Through Tem

Nale and female subjects were dichotemized on each PCR subtest
in each of the four configurations (Boys-Mothers, Boys-Fathers, Girls-
Mothers, Girls-Fathers), The dichotomy was determimed by the swbject!s

1&309, and Siegelman, A Parent-Child Relations « « « 5, P 6.



52
selection of either a person occupation or a nen-persen occupation.
Table 7 shows the number of boys and the number of girls who selected
either persan- or non-person occupations, In the case of boys, 117
out of 205 selected non-person occupations. In the case of girls,
113 out of 150 selected persen occupations. The disparity existing
between the occupational seleciions may be partially explained by two
complementary factors. One, the zeiigeist existing in cur culture
seems to dictate the pursuit of sciemce and technology for boys. Iwo,
sex role identification seems to divert girls from a career in science
and tecknology.

Ysing the above dickolomy, mean scores and variances were COR-
puted for sach of the twe groups, on each PCR subtest in each of the
four configurations, Table 7 contains the values of these means and
variances,

Variances were used to compute an F ratic to establish the
appropriateness of the i tesi., The appropriate { test was used to de-
termine if any statistically significant differences existed betwoem
the means of the two gromps, Table 8§ and Table 9 contain those values
of { amd F associated with each IR subtest. These values were used
to ascept or reject the statistical mull hypethesis of mo differences
existing between the variances or means of the two groups under study,
i, e., the person occupation group and the non-person occupation group.
The .05 level was used to establish the significance of F's and t's,



TABLE 7

MEANS AND VARIANCES OF EACH PCR SUBTEST IN EACH CONFXGURATION FOR SUBJECTS SELECTING

PERSON OCCUPATIONS AND SUBJECTS8 SELECTING NON-PERSON OCCUPATIONS

Towards Boys® airls®
Person or Mothers Pathers kothers Fathers
PCR Non-Person
Subtest Occupation % ol % g2 X o2 3 a2
Pro. P k2.466 k9,608 k3,61 59,550 h3,672 39.472 Lh6.097 53,285
NP 39,863 LoSWT  40.820 47,183 43.297 1484659 L5.243 51.63L
Pun,S-L P 27.31 29,055 26,409 26,428 25,805 290837 24e239 30,576
). g 26,21y 22,290 25.812 37,895 27.081 10,85k 26,162 36,117
Rej. P 31,341 82,342 33,125 85,24 27.876 63,770 28,026 82,080
NP 30,470 56,613 31.889 76,513 29,838 58,029 31.892 70,04ls
Cas, P 143,159 36,940 L3477  32.390 42,168 33,712 L0.752 500277
NP 40,573 L5.885 L40,026 50,232 11,168 194655 40,226 42,508
RewoS-L P 34136  3L64B 33,261 47,919 koSl 31,803 33.716 39.240
NP 33,162  39.999 32,205 43,682 34,784  28,17h 32,757 38,12
Dem, P k5,750 56,718 47,693 52,882 L3.841L  h7.Th2 Lk 681 53,84k
4 NP k5,530 L3.579 kU7.590 42,382 k6,216 51,618 UB.216 64,119
Pun,b-0 P 25,739 37,575 26,909 51,072 22,539 30,654 22,779 U46.92h
WP 24,889 28,63k 26,102 L47.k20 23,811 31.213 24.568 33,919
Lov. P 56,545  Tho3u3  Slhl6lh 102,332 590380 90.488 57,973 100,848
NP 57368 76,528 55.085 98,906 58 000 63,722 5he9L46 76,386
¥oge P 28,193 72,502 31,989 86,402 24,920 55,770 27.026 734365
NP 26,62l 50,995 29.932 80,771 27,32l  hheo725 29,189 L49.658

£s



TABLE 7 =~ Contimmed

Tewards Boys® GirlsP

PCR ::mr:;:r::n Mothers Fathors Mothers ‘Fathexrs
Subtest Ocecupation 3 'é'* % o2 g T " o2
Rew,D-0 P 29,560 k6,161 29,182 45,369 38,81 1,170 28,469 L8.626

. NP 27.487  hh,597 27,111 W7.720 28,540 45.978 28,568 33,752

.Pornn n = 88

Non-person n = 117

bPorson n =113

Non-person n = 37

5
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TABLE 8
VALEES OF t A¥D F FOR BOYS
(W = 205)%
PCR Mothers Fathers
Subtest 3’9 i .Eb o
Protecting 2,760 1.212 2,732 14262
Pumishment S-I | 1,591 1.303 Jh3 1.396
Bejecting .728¢ 1,45k 978 1.2k
Casual 2.827 1,242 | 3.868° 1.551
Reward S-L 1,12k 1,15k 1,169 1,097
Bemanding 0222 1,302 07 1.2h8
Pumishmenat D=0 | 1,057 .32 817 1.677
Loving 6687 1,003 | -e334F 1.035
Neglecting 1.398% 122 | 1.598 1,070
Reward B=0 2.120 1,035 2,147 1,652

238 boys selected persenm occupatiens; 117 selected non-person
occupations,

bSignificant & at .05 level, with 203 d.f, = 1,972,

Cthen the variance of those selecting persen eccupaticns is
greater than the variance of those selecting mon-person occupations,
the value of F which is significant at the 05 level = 1,385, When the
reverse situation exists, i, e. mon-persen variance greater than person
variance, F = 1,416,

dgi gmificant § at .05 level, with 166,7 dof, = 1,977
®Sigmificant t at .05 level, with 200 d.f, = 1,972,

a1 negative value t's indicats non-person mean is greater than
person mean, -
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TABLE 9
VALGES OF t ANB F FOR GIRLS
(¥ = 150)®
?Gf Hothers Fathers
Subtest tP F¥C Eb FC
Protecting «307 1,233 620 1,032
Punishmemt S~  |-1.177° 1.403 L7952 1.191
Rejecting -1.3114 1,099 | -2.2944 1.172
Casual 913 1.h72 b7 1,183
Reward S-L - 364 1.129 811 1.022
Demanding -1.797¢ 1,081 | -2.k86% 119
Panishment B0  |-1.159% 1,018 | -1.h28¢ 1.383
Loving o795 1.h26 | 1.641 1,320
Negleeting .1,7k24 1.247 | «2.389% 1.477
Beward B-0 0222 1117 | - .077¢ 1541
2113 girls selected person occupations; 37 selected nen-person
occupatiens,

Dsignificant § 2t .05 level with 1k8 d.f. = 1,976,

®#hen the variance of those selecting person occupations is
greater than the variance ef those selecting mom-person occupaticns,
the value of F which is significant at the .05 level = 1,606, When
the reverse situation exists, i, e, mon-person variance greater than
person variancs, F = 1.k160,

dﬂ_'l. negative valus t's indicate non-person mean greater than

person mean,
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Hypothesis One

The first hypothesis stated that children experieancing a Loving
relationship in the heme should oriemt towards a persom occupation.
The t test for wmcorrelated means, when F is mot significant, was used
with the Loving PCR subtest in the foar configurations.

There were no significant mean differences found for any of the
parent-child pairings, Therefore, the first bypothesis was net con-
firmed,

Fgilure of the Loving scale to support Beel!s theory was unex-
pected, It was thought that of a1l the scales, Loving would be one
of the most powerful.

In every one of the four configurations the mean scére for
Loving was the higaest (see Table 5 and Table 7)., However, this scale
also showed the greatest variance (see Table 7).

A possible explanation of the scale!s failure to support the
theory can be gained from Grigg: "#ith a questionnaire, ‘there is the
possibilily that social desirability may influence the response te
some of the foils.“:Les It may be that even the seventh grader is
gsephisticated and perceptive encegh to see the socizl desirability of
having loving parents,

Another possible explanation may be that Leving, as a dimenmsion
of the paremt-child relationship, is not as relevant to occwpational
choice as had been theorized, Boe noted that a Loving relationship

05
Grigg, Journal of Cownssling Psychology, VI, No. 2, p. 15k
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2, , . might give the child emough satisfaction of needs for related-
ness and without emphasis, sc that his development would depend more
on capacities than en envirommental pressures. 2106 Apparently, if a
child has a Loving parental relationship this may give to the indivi-
éual that freedom to pursue his life!s course in any number of ways -
in either a towards person or towards mom-persan eccupation, If the
Loving environment is in effect, it has relatively little influence
upon occupational choice; it is, rather, its absence which is most
important,

Hypothesis Two

The second hypothesis stated that children experienciag a
Protecting relationship in the home should orient towards a person
occapation, The 1 test for uncorrelated means, when F is not signi-
ficant, was wsed with the Proteciing PCR subitest in the four conligurs-
tions,

There were significant mean differernces found for the Boys-
Mothers (person mean= k2,466, non-person msam = 39.863), and Boys-
Fathers (person mean = }3,61h, non-person mean = 40,820) relationships,
There were po significant mean differences found fer the Girls-Mothers
or @irls-Fathers relatienships,

The sscond hypothesis was supporited for the boys! relationship
with either mothers or fathers, The hypothesis was rot confirmed for
the girls! relationship with either mothers or fathers,

06
Roe and Siegelman, A Study ef the Origin + + + , Pe3e
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As is noted within the scope of the Protecting scale, boys
selecting towards person occupations scored significantly higher than
d&id boys selecting towards non-person occupations, for both parents,
Boys who had their needs for safely and belenging satisfied by their
parents seemsd to remaim within a persen envirommsnt in their selec-
tion of an occupaticn.

As to the failure of the giris to show any significant mean
differences, it is concelvable that they perceived a Protecting environ-
ment as iphibiting, Inasmuch as seventh grads girls sre normally about
two years ahead of boys ir maturation, a family envirommemt of Proiec-
ting may be constrned as wnnecessarily restrictive to an early desire
for freedmm and independence, While parents are, perhaps, actually
providing satisfaction of lower-order needs, their actions are per-
ceived by girls as demying satisfection, Censequently, because of
this ambivalence, there is no clear-cut direction in occwpational
choice as being towards persons or towards non-persoeas,

Hypothesis Three

The third hypothesis stated that children experiencing a Casumal
relationship in the home should orient towards a person occwpation,
The t test for wncorrelated means, when F is not significant, was used
with the Casual PCR subtest for the relationships Beys-Mothers, Girlse
Mothers, and Girls-Fathers. The t test for uncorrelated mesns, when
F is significant, was wsed with the Casual PCR subtest for the relation-
ship Boys-Fathers,
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There were significant mean differences fownd fer the relation-
ships of Boys-Mothers (person mean = k3,159, nen-person mean = 4©.573)
and Boys-Fathers (person mean = 43,777, non-perscn mean = 30,026),.
There were no sgignificant mean differences found for the relationships
of Girls-Mothers or Girls-Fathers,

The third hypethesis was supported fer the boys' relationship
with either mothers or fathers, The hypothesis was not confirmed for
the girls! relationship with xither mothers or fathkars.

Al though the boys selecting towards person occupations scored
significantly higher orn the Casual scale for beth pareats, than did
boys selecting towards mon-person occupations, these findings were ia
opposition to Hagea's findings. > Hagem, using the X2 statistic, found
that his 113 male college graduates showed s Casual family atmosphere
as relating te a towards non-person occupation., Anr explanation of thess
two opposing findings may well have been offered by Hagen himself, "The
wide ramge of wocational orientations which can be followed within the
limits of the [acientiﬁ.e and techrolegical eccupatimﬂ] groups permit
expression of many kinds of persomalities or meed patiems, w108 It is
rossible, therefere, that Hagenis growp of subjects may have beem at
the persen end of the sciemtific-technological spectrum, and thus proe-
vided support to the preseat study's assumpiion that Casual is a
towards person dstermimaut, '

1%7gagen, Journal of Counssling Psychology, VII, No. h, p. 25h.
108114, p. 255.
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Inspection of the reliabilities and the normality of distribu-
tions, Table 6 and Table 3 respectively, offers no explanationm as to
wy boys differentiated for both parents, but that girls did mot,
Perhaps girls need a more definite expression of familial love and
protection than casuﬂnesa; in order to have parental relaticnship in-
fluence behavior, Conversely, a Casual enviromment gives to boys a
freedon for self-cxpression which is manifested in his seeking other

people a3 an outlet for thai self-expression,

Hypothesis Four

The fourth hypothesis stated that childrem experiencing a Roe
Jecting relationship in the home should oriemt towards a non=-persen
occupation. The § test for wacerrelated means, when F is mot signifi-
cant, was used with the Bejecting PCR subtest for the relationships
of Boys-Fathers, Girls-Mothers, and Girls-Fathers, The t test for wn-
correlated means, when F is significant, was used with the Bejecting
PCR subtest for the relationship ef Boys-Mothers,

There was a significant mean difference found for the Girls-
Fathers (person mean = 28,026, mon-person mean = 31,892) relatienship,
There were no significant mesn differences found for the relationships
of Boys-Mothers, Boys-Fathers, or Girls-NMothers,

The fourth hypothesis was supperied for the reiationship be~
tween Girls apd Fathers, The hypethesis was not confirmed for the
relationships of Boys-Mothers, Boys-Fathers, and Girls-Nothers,

The results of the test of the fourth hypothesis temd to be per-
plexing., Of the four parent-child pairings, only the Girls-Fathers
relationship proved of sigmificance for the Rejecting scale, Girls who
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gelected non-persen occupations perceived their fathers as more rejec-
ting than those girls who selected person occupaticns. Although is
same orientation was found to be true of the Girls-Mothers relation-
ship, it was not a statistically significant relationship, On the
other hand, boys who selected person eccupations scored higher for
both Mother amnd Father on the Rejecting scale, althongh neither mean
difference was signifieant,

It might be hypothesized that boys are capable of taking rejec~
tion in stride, whereas girls are affected by it much more strongly.
Boys may well respend te rejection with a denial of the entire parcne
t2l relationship, and thus seek satisfaction of basic needs with
people outside of the immediate family, Girls, however, being more
constrained by society!s mores must forbear the parenial relationship
and may, therefere, grﬁvj.tato tovards non-persoen things for basic zneed
satisfaction, But, & still unanswered quesiion is, iy is the Girls.
Fathers relationship significant, whereas the Girls-Mothers relation-
ship is not2®

A partial answer to the above question may lie im the phenmena
first fownd by O'Commort®’ and later imvestigated st The Usmiveraity of
Oklehoms Guidance Cexter, L0 01Comer imvestigated the volumtary
failure rate of naval aviation cadets at Pemsacola, Florida, as it

1
c”B.:L]:!.an Fo 0'Comor, "ailure to Completie az a Family

&:facterisﬁe,‘ Guter Space Medicime, XXXIV, No. 2 (1963), pp. 112«

110
Interview with Br, David K. Trites, Consultant, The Uxmi-
vergity of Cklahoma Guidsmnce Center, Normar, Oklahoma, 23 April, 196k,
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related to the parents! failure to complete certain grades in school,
i. €., failed to complete the eighth grade, failed to complete the
twelfth grade, or failed to complete the sixteenth grade. O'Comnor
found a significant relationship 'between those cadets wsho volentarily
failed to complete the flight traiming program, and their parents who
voluntarily failed to complete their education,

The same phenomena was investigated with the 1962 freshman
class at The University of Oklahcma. The resulis of The Bniversity
of Oklahoma's work with the failure te complete phencmena showed
similar parental influences upon girls as was found with the PCR sub-
test Rejecting, No relationship with Girls-Mothers was found, but a
significant relationship with Girls-Fathers was found, Perhaps it is
as Baughman and Welshk noted: "Our guess is that fathers, besides in-
fluencing their son's sex-role behavior, affect many other role-
behaviors of both sons and daughters,™ il

Perhaps the psychoamalytic electra complex may serve to pare
tially explain such a strong influence uwpon danghters by the fathers,
¥hereas the like-sexsd parent appears to be less influential en -
consclicus motivators, the cpposite-sexed parent eppears to ke most
influential on this age group.

It is also possible that in many f@.ies only the father's
behavior is perceived &3 being relevant to az occupational rele, and

B. E. Baughman and &, S. Helsh, Personality: A Behavioral
Science (Wew York: Prentice-Hall, 1962), pe o
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hence the outside world, Or, it just may be that the single scale of
Rejectionr, operating alone, is simply not sirong enough o nole signi-
ficant differences (see discussion of hypothesis twelve).

~
=

Hypothesis Five
The fifth hypothesis stated that children experiencing a Eeglec=
ting relationship in the home should orient towards a nom-person occu=
pation, The i test for uncorrelated means, whea F is significani, was
used with the Neglecting PCR subtest for the relationship Boys-Mothers,
The t test for uncorrelated means, when F is not siguificant, was

used with the Neglecting PCR subtest for the relationships of Boys-
Pathers; Girle=Mothere, and Sirle.Fatherz,

There were no significant mean differences found for any of the
parent-child pairings, Therefore, the fifth hypothesis was not con-
firmed,

Although there were no significant mean differences found, the
same orientation towards persons or towards non-persons existed for
the Neglectiing scale as did for the Bejecting scale, i, e., boys
selecting person occupations scored higher than those selecting non=
person occupations, Girls selecting mon-persen occupations scored
higher than these selecting person occupations,

Tables 16 aad 11 Show intercerrelational coefficients for Rejece
ting and Neglecting of about ,7h for each relaticaship, Therefore,
perhaps the same commentary as was developed for hypothesis four,
Rejecting, may be applicable for kypothesis five, even though there
existed no significant mean differences, Additionally, it shomld be
zoted from the high 22 values in Takle 3, thet perhens 2 teo libaral



TABLE 10

PCR SUBTEST INTERCORRELATIONS FOR 205 BOYS

PCR Subtest

PCR Mother
Subtest Father Pro. Cas, Lov. Rej. Dex, Heg. 8-L D=0 S-L D=0

Pro. M 1,000 o293 JO70 4202 o310  L151  L,208  ,325  ,170  ,L150
F 1,000 .35 «369 «123 278 «037 52l 52 242 176
Cas, M 1,000 033 00k 4086 128 o153 o3li  -,059 ~,113
) 1,000 +088 o137  =,097 0225 o215 28 =,011 -,099
Lov, X 1.000 =590 L,010 =668 6556 G304 =,dk6 =.270
F 1,000 4602 o133 «.633 #0637 0329 =136 =,209
Rej. M 1.600 «318 oThl  =ol7h =~,028 +l20 372
F 1.600 o177 o777 =203 =,038 520 o478
Dem, M 1,600 220 237 «209 125 1423
F 1,000 #0065 0256 «098 ohtl 0396
KRege M 16000 =4276 ~e 069 0352 319
F 1,000 =241 =,031 T 0396
F 1,000 +655 «206 132
Rew, P-O | 1,000 «050 ©209
F 1,000 093 161
Pun, S-L M 1,000 o0
F 1,000 507
Puno D=0 M 1.000
F 1,000
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TABLE 11

PCR SUBTEST INTERCORRELATIONS FOR 150 GIRLS

PCR Stbtest
PCR Mother Rew, Rew, Pun, Pun,
Subtest Father Pro. Cas. Lov, Reje Den, Neoge S-L D-0 8=L D=0
Pro, M 1,000  ,002 L291 ~-.02i W3l <212 oT W37k G187 L056
F 1om° 0152 0’452 '01“3 0023 il Oho [ ohh? ow’ “"0026
Cas, M 1,000 =134 158 =.162 358 -,045 145 ~.038 -.120
F 1.000 .ml -0022 "'0232 .098 0158 .283 -.158 -.1140
Lov, M L.000 =669 106 -,692 «529 o366 =,235 ~,222
F 1.@0 -.570 “'0036 Ll Y .h89 oh09 -0252 «-.219
Rej. M 1,000 345 G731 =e307  =,269  ,520  Lh23
F 10000 o!‘06 0737 "0300 "0088 059)4 0551
Dem, M 1000 0156 0152 0%3 oh56 .5h0
¥ 1,000 212 «058 o115 493 ohi63
Neg. M 1,000 -o3h1 "0165 338 298
F 1,000 =.356 =175 26 Lol
RGH. S-L H 1.000 .ha6 0096 0".090
F 10000 0&63 "003h “'0068
m. M H 10309 -.060 .027
F 1,000 ~o047 116
Pun, S-L M 1,000 o403
F 1,000 .
Pnn. M H 10000
F 1,000




67
interpretation was made of Guilford's criteria for the acceptability

of the use of parametric statistics with non-normal data.na

Hypothesis Six

The sixth hypothesis stated that children experiencing a Deman-
ding relationship in the home should orient towards a non-person occu-
pation. The t test for uncorrelated means, when F is not significant,
was used with the Demanding PCR subtest for each of the four parent-
child relationships,

mer-e was a significant mean difference fouwnd for the relation-
ship between Girls-Fathers (person mean = L4};,681, non-person mean =
%8,214), There were ne gignificant mean differences found for the
relationships Boys-Mothers, Boys-Fathers, and Girls-Mothers,

The sixth hypothesis was supported for the Girls~Fathers rela-
tionship, The hypothesis was not confirmed for the Boys-Mothers,
Boys~Fathers, and Girls-Mothers relationships.

As with hypothesis four, the only significant relationship which
was found for the Demanding scale was that of Girls-Fathers. Those
girls selecting nmon-person occupations scored higher on Demanding than
did those girls selecting person occupations. Here again, the Girls-
Mothers relationship was oriented correctly towards non-persons;
whereas, with both parents the boys oriemted in the opposite direction,
although none of the relationships were statistically signifiecant,

nzGuilfoni, Fundawental Statistics « « « 5 Pe 150,
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The same rationale used in attempting to explain the resulis in
hypothesis four, Rejecting, may pertain here. The boy may be able to
react to0 a3 Demanding relationship withcut stress, The adolescent
girl may be so closely identified with her father that a Pemanding
behavior will influence her uncenscious motivators for basic need

satisfaction, and hence occupational choice,

Hypothesis Seven

The seventh hypothesis stated that children experiencing a Rsward
Symbolic-love relationship in the home shoulid orient towards a person
occupation. The 1 tesi for uncorrelated means, when F is not signifi-
cant, was used with the Beward Symbolic-love PCR svhtaat for each aof
the four parent-child pairings,.

There were no significant mean differences found for any of the
four parent-child pairings., Therefore, the seventh hypothesis was not
confirmed,

Although no relationship was shown to be gignificant, three of
the four parent-child pairings for Reward Symbolic-ILove were oriented
towards support for the hypothesis; i, e,, Boys-Mothers, Boys-Fathers,
and Girls~-Fathers, Only the Girls-Mothers relationship failed to
show the correct oriemtation, but this only by a difference of cne
point between mean scores,

The failure of this scale to differentiate may be attributable
to the low number of items comprising the scale (ten items), Addi-
tionally, the possibility of response set operating to restrict the
range of results should be considered, It should not be too surpriging
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that a child might report his parents as praising his efforis -- even

if in reality there was mo praise in evidemce,

Hypotkesis Bight

The eighth hypothesis stated thal children experiencing a BReward
Direct-Object relationship in the home should oriemt towards a person
occupation, The t test for mncerrelated means, when F is nol sigmifi-
cant, was used with the Reward Direct-Object PCR swbiest for each of
the four configurations,

There were significant mean differences found for the relation-
ships Boys-Mothers (person mean = 29,500, non-person mean = 27,.k87),
and Boys-Fathers (person mean = 29,182, non-person mean = 27,111).
There were no Significant mean differences found for the relationships
between Girls-Mothers or Girls-Fathers,

The hypothesis was supported for the boys' relationship with
either mother or father., The hypothesis was not confirmed for the re-
lationship of girls with either mother or father,

Although the girls do not show a clear oriemtation towards per-
sons, neither do they show a towards non-persons crientation, @Girls
seem to be in a meutral state regarding material possessions as far as
person, non-persan orientation is concerned,

It would appear thal boys react more specifically to material
sanctions which indicate approbation, than do girls, Tangible demonstra-
tions of approval, such as money, seem to carry greater significance to
the wll-being and security of boys than they do to girls, Accordingly,
if satisfaction of the basic needs is met by receliving material things
from persons,; then persons will be uncomsciously thought of as being a
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continued scurce of these lower-order needs, as well as higher-order
neéds. Certzinly, in our materialistic society today, boys determime
early in life that material possessions seem to be the way to success
and well«being,

Hypothesis Nine

The ninth hypothesis stated that children experiencing a Punish-
aent Symbolic-Love relationship in the home should orient towards a
nom-person occupation. The 1 test for uacorrelated means, when F is
not significant, was wsed with the Punishment Symbolic-Love PCR sub-
test for each of the four parent-child pairings,

There were no significant mean differences foewmd for any of the
four parent-child pairings, Therefore, ihe ninth hypothesis was not
confirmed,

That there were no significant findings for Punishment Symbolice
Love is surprising., Certainly the literature is c¢lear about the fact
that withdrawal of love i3 the most seriocus punishment that a child
can experience,

These results are made very confusing by the tendency of the
high scoring boys in the sample te oeriemt more towards persen occupae
tions, even though the differences are mot statistically significant,
The fact that this scale contzined only ten items, and was low in re-
liability (see Table 8) may explain its inmability to differentiate
meaningfully, Additionally, it should be moted from the data ir Table
3, that the X2 values for nomality of the boys' distributions were
quite high, It may be that a too liberal interpretation of Guilford's
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criteriall for the acesptability of the use of parametric statistics
with non-normal distributions wmas made,

Hypothesis Ten
The tenth hypothesis stated that children experiencing a Pumish-
ment Direct-Object relatiemship in the hame should orient towards a
non-person eccupation. The { test for uncorrelated means, when F i3
not signmificant, was used with the Punishment Direct-Object PCR sub-
test for each of the four configurations,
There weye no gignificant mean differences fennd for any of the

four paremt-child pairings., Therefore, the tenth hypothesis was not

v 2 -
CoE il=0%,

The results for Punishment Birect-Object are the same as for
Punishment Symbeolic-Love -~ no significant mean differences, Here
again, the boys tended to orient in an opposite direction, those
selecting towards person occupations scoring higher on the scale than
those selecting towmrds non-person eccwpations.,

The same comment on the mumber of items in the scale, the reli-
ability, and the size of the X2 in Table 3, that were made for Punishe
ment Symbelic~love, may apply here, Physical abuse, or the threat of
abuse within the family, may be so contrasting to the behavior of other
people that the child seeks persons outside of the family for relief
from‘abuse. This external relationship provides satisfaction of the

Whia,
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basic need for security. Within this context, adolescenc boys are more
free than adolescent girls to explore the society ocuiside of the family.
Therefore, adolescent girls must tura to non-persons if satisfaction of

basic needs is to be attaimsd,

Hypotheses Eleven Tarough Sixteen

For hypotheses eleven through sixteen an amalysis of the PCR
intercorrelational matrices (see Table 10 ard Table 11) gave varying
degrees of swpport for the selected combimations of the PCR subiesis,
“Sebstential [peait.ive] relationship®™ ¥ wag generally shown between
Tovieg and Reward Symbolic-love., A similar relationship was showm be-
ttcen Bomanding, Pumishmont Mrect-Cbhiect; and Pumishment Symbolic-Love;
also Reward Symbelic-Love and Reward Direct-Object, ™arked [gosiﬁvg
relationship®1owas shoun between Rejecting and Neglecting, The scales
for Pretecting and Casual gmerally showed “small [to] megligiile
[positive| relationship™ 1 with other seales,

For each of the selected PCR subtest combinations, a tetal score
for each of the 205 boys and the 150 girls was deterxined, As was done
in testing hypothesis ome through hypothesis ten, the subjects were
divided into those selecting perszon occupations and those selecting mon-
persen occupations, Teble 12 shows the number of boys and the number

of girls who selected either a person or non-person occupation,

llhx_ﬂ_d_o, Pe 1&50

115Tkid,

s,



TABLE 12

MEANS AND VARIANCES OF EACH SELECTED PCR SUBTESY COMBINATION IN KACH
CONFIGURATION FOR SUBJECTS SELECTING I’ERSON OOCUPATIONB
AWD SUBJECTS SELECTING NON-PERSON OCCUPATIONS

WM—W&W
Tewards Boys® dirls?
PCR Person ef Mothers Fathers Mothers Fathors
Subtest Non~Person = ~ — - r =
Coxbination | Occupation X 8 X ® X 8 8
Pro.+0as.+ P m.321 20}%0658 m:’oh 3050&1 lh5.229 1910615 MOSIS 3270079
Lev, NP 137,772 208,889 135.712 298,35k 142,333  179.945 1k0,143 232,246
Rej,+Dem.+ P 105,40 396,059 112,870 397.999 96,660 308,356 99,721 126,990
Neg. NP 102,640 305,189 109,339 369,868 | 103,378 303,578 109,828 336,912 ~;
Rew, S5+ P 63,655 122,205 62,194 160,729 63,265 108,518 62,193 133,268
Rew, D=0 .12 o 133,546 59,272 154.200 63.32h 108,392 61,286 112,034
Pun S-L+ P 53.131 106,308 53.3k9 127,19k 148,398 80,385 47,018 120,964
Pun,BD=0 NP 51.(119 7h.811 510913 1360“3 500892 1150099 500730 1200369
Pro,+Cas,+ P 205,850 . L499.271 20k.2hkh 801,272 208,k73  LB6.8L3 206,98k 723.51%
Leve+ ¥P 198,327 533,528 195.036 736,920 | 205,543 411,553 201,528  L94.031
Rew, 31+
Row, D=0
Rej.+Dem.+ P 158,518 724,256 166.270 806,394 | 1h5,035 573.627 146,730 856,366
;:go;_L NP 153.772 538,013 161,301 791,162 | 154,270 677.k81 160,027 686,641
oB=l.+
P\II.M

&person n » §8; Non-Person n = 117

Ppexaon n = 113; Non-Person n = 37
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Using the preceding dichotomy, mean scores and variances were
computed for each of the two grouwps, on each of the four paremt-child
pairings, Table 12 contaims the values of these means and variances.

Variances were used to compute an F ratio to establish the appro-
priatencss of the £ test. The appropriate 1 test was used to determine
if any statistically significant differences existed between the means,
of the two groups, Table 13 contains those values of 1 and F associated
with each PCR subtest combination, The ,05 level of significance was
used to accept or reject the statistical null hypethesis of no differe
ences existing between the variances or means of the two groups wmder
study, i, e., the person occupation group and the non-person cccupatien
group.

As an additional and non-parsmetric check on the i-test amalysis,
the distribution of total scores for any particular PCR subtest combina-
tion was dichotcmized at the median, Combirming this mediam split with
the dichotomy of selection of persom occwpation or selectior of nene
person occupation permitted the establishment of a four-fold contingency
table, One dimension of this contimgency table represented the selec-
tion of either a perscn or a non-perscr occuwpation, The other dimensioa
represented the frequency of the subject'!s total PCR ecembination score
falling above er below the median, These contingepey tables were them
tested for significance by the Median Chi Square test, The .05 level of
significance was used to accept or reject the statistical mull hypothesis
of no difference existing between the observed and expected frequencies
in each of the four cells,



TABLE 13

VALUES OF t AND FOR SELECTED PCR SUBTEST COMBINATIONS

-———..-—T—-——‘—m
. Boys® oirls®
Mothers Fathers Mothexrs Fathers
FCR Subtest
Combination ° Fe e Fe 1d F° 3d Fe
Pro.+Cas. +Lov. 2.198 1,021 2.419 1,022 1,096 1.062  1.3778  1.408
Rej.+Dem,+Neg. 1,050 1.298 1.256  1.076 2,010 1,006 -2.8840 1,267
Rew,S-L+Rew, D-0 1.888 1,093 1,79  1..042 - 0308  1.001 Ji2 1,190
Pun,S-L+Pun,D-0 14539 1.421 676 1,070 | ~1.3978B 1432 <1783 1,005
Pro,+Cas . +Lov.+ 2,316 1.069 2.322  1.087 697 1.183 1.09k 1.6k
Rew.S-L+Row, D=0
Rej,+Dem, +Heg. + 1,350 1.346 1,226  1.019 <1.9928 1,181  -2,b5WR  1.247
Pun (S=L+PunP=0

%88 boys selected person occupations; 117 selected non-person occupations

b113 girls selected person occupations; 37 selected non-person occupations

CSignificant t at .05 level, with 203 d.f. = 1,972

dSignificant t at .05 level, with 148 d.f, = 1.976

Gihen the variance of those selscting person occupations is greater than that of those selecting
non-person occupations, the significant value of F at the ,05 level = 1,385, When non-person variance is

greater than person variance, F = 1,k10,



TABLE 13 -- Continued
oignificant t at 05 lovel, with 166.6 dufs = 1977
€3igmticant ¢ at .05 level, with 90.9 dof. = 1,987

h
All negative value i{'s indicate non-person mean is greater than person mean,

ol



TABLE 1k

OBSERVED AND EXPECTED FREQUENCIES OF PERSON AND NON-PIRSON OCCUPATIONAL CHOICE DICHOTOMIZED
BY NEDIAN OF TOTAL SCORE ON SELECTLD PCR SUNTEST COMBINATIONS FOR BOYS

m
Mothers Fathers
PCR Subtest Obsexrved Expacted Obgerved Expecteod
Coxkbinations P NP P NP P NP P P
Pro, + Cas, + Lov, hSa 53 }2.,08 56029 L9 ha 2,89 ShelO
38® 62 K1.92 58,08 39 63 15,30 56,89
ROJQ + Dem, + Neg. hh 56 kzohz 57058 h? 50 h1o85 55015
ko 58 11,58 564442 38 62 k3,15 56.85
Rew, S-L + Rew. D-0 h9 51 h3.50 56.50 L6 51 h1.43 5557
38 62 k3,50 56450 39 63 .h3.57 58.43
Pun, 8.1 + Pun, D-O L8 k5 k0,90 52410 h3 57 k2,79 57.21
36 62 h3.10 590 k3 58 k3.2zn 5779
Pre, + Cas. + Lov, + h9 50 43,06 55.9h k9 49 42,56 55443
Rew, S=I + Rew, D=0 38 63 I349h 57.06 37 63 l3.h3 56,56
Rej. + Dem, + Neg, + L2 56 h1.65 56435 k5 5k k2,50 56050
Pun, 8-L + Pun, D=0 h3 59 k3435 58.65 ko 59 h2,50 56,50

&For each PCR subtest combination the first rew of figures represents values above the median,

bFer each PCR subtest coxbination the second xow of figures represents values below the median,

LL



OBSERVED AND EXPECTED FREQUENCIES OF PERSON AND NON-PERSON OCCUPATIONAL CHOICE DICHOTOMIZED

TABLE 15

BY MEDTAN OF TOTAL SCORE ON SELECTED PCR SUBTEST COMBINATIONS FOR GIRLS

oot

easto

I Sy
s Sumpmag

Mothers T -— F_é.ihom
PCR Subtest Observed Expected ‘Obgerved Expected

Combinations P NP P NP 1§ NP P NP

Pro, + Cas, + Lov. Eff 16 5488 18.12 71 19 67.81  22.19
52 20 Slel2 17.88 39 17 42,19 13.81

Rej, + Dem, + Neg. 50 2k 55425 18,75 L9 24 55438 17.62
59 13 53.75 18,25 61 11 5he62 17,38
Rew, S-L + Rew, D=0 Sh 21 56,50 18,50 56 17 55026 17,74
59 16 56,50 18.50 53 18 53.7h 17.26
Pun, S-L + Pun, D=0 55 20 56,50 18.50 52 23 56,50 18.50
58 17 56.50 18,50 61 14 56,50 18,50

Pro, + Cas, + Lov, + 57 17 56,1k 17.86 55 17 5he25 17,75
Rew, S«L + Rew, D-0 53 18 53.86 17.14 55 19 5575 18,25
Rej. + Dem. + Neg. + Sk 2 56,50 18,50 49 25 55,50 18,50
Pun, S-L + Pun, B-0O 59 16 56450 18,50 62 12 5550 18,50

8For each PCR subtest combination the first row of figures represents values above the median,

bFor each PCR subtest combination the second row of figures represents values below the median,

-3
(<}
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Table 1k and Table 15 display the values of the observed and the

expected frequencies of subjects selecting person or nor-perscn occupa-

tiens, as dichotomized by the median scare, for each PCR subtest.

Table 16 contains the values of X2 computed for each PCR subtest,

TARLE

16

CHI SQUARE VALUES ON PCR SUBTEST COMBINATIONS

Boys Girls

PCR Subtest
Combinations Mothers Fathers ¥others Fathers
Pro, + Ces, + Lovw, 1,068 3,6k0 o887 1,588
Bej. + Dem, + Neg. 0205 2,193 3.987*  6.13%
Rew, 8L + Rew, D=0 2.k62 21,715 897 o883
Pun, S-L + Pun, D-0 h.2872 .00k 0323 2.906
Pro, + Cas, ¢+ Lov, +

Rew, S-1 + Rew, B=0 2,867 3,40k o112 08k
Rej.*' ho + leg. +

Pun, S-L + Pun, B0 .010 515 897 6.090%

35 gnificant X2 at the .65 level = 3,841,

Hypothezis Elevea
The eleventh hypothesis stated that children experiencing a combi-
nation of Proetecting, Casual, and Loving relationships in the home should
orient towards a person occupation, The i test for wmcorrelated means,
when F is not significant, and the median chi square test were used with
the Protecting, Casual, and Loving PCR combination for Boys-Mothers, Boyse

Fathers, and Girls-Mothers, The t test for uncorrelated means, when F
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is significant, and the median chi square test were used wiih the sams
PCR cembimation for the Girls-Fathers relationship,

There waz a sigmificant neaﬁ difference found with Boys-Mothers
(persen mean = 142,321, non-person mean = 137,772), ard with Boys-Fathers
(persen mean = 141,70k, non-perser mean = 135,712), There were no sig=-
nificant mean differences fownd with the Girls-Mothers or Girls-Fathers
relationskips, There were mo gignificant differences found between the
observed and expected frequencies of eccupational choice in any of the
parent-child relationships, |

On the basis of the 1 tests, the eleventh hypothesis was supported
for the boys! relationship with either parent, The hypothesis was net
confirmed for the giris' relationship with either paremt.

The fact that the Loving scale was included in this combination
may account for the differemt results with the t and X2 tests, Being
the more senszitive of the tw tests, the t test was able to detect slight
differences whereas the X2 test was net,

It would appear that the scales for Protecting and Casual, which
were statistically significamt when tested seperately, preovided sufficienmt
siremgth to the comiination to overcome ihe masking effect of the Loving
scale, It appears that either the Loving scale is not validj or that
Loving, as a parent-child relatienship, operates in a manmer fhich was
discussed in hypothesis ome,

Hypethesis Twelve
The twelfth hypothesis stated that children experiencing 2 combina-
tien of Rejecting, Neglecting, and PDemanding relationships in the home
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should orient towards a non-person occupation. The § test for wncorre-
lated means, when F is not sigmificant, and the median ¢hi square test
were used with the Bsjecting, Heglecting, and Demanding PCR combinatioen
in the four configurations,

There was a significant mean differeace found with Girls-Mothers
(person mean = 96,660, non-person mean = 103,378) and with Girls-Fathers
(perscn mean = 99,727, non-person mean = 109,828), Thers was alse a
siguificant difference found betwesn the observed and the expected fre-
quencies of non-person occupational choice for the relationships of
Girls-Mothers (fo = 24,60, fe = 18,75), and Girls~Fathers (fo = 24,00,
fe = 17,62),

The twelfth hypothesis was supported for the relationships between
girls and either parent, The hypothesis was mot confirmed for the re-
lationships between Boys-Mothers or Boys-Fathers,

The result for the father-daughter relationship was mot unexpected,
When the scales for Bemanding ard Bejecting were tested singly, both
showed statistically ngmﬁ.c&nt mean differences, However, for the
mother-danghter relationship, it appears thal the megative behaviors must
be in 2 more concentrated form in oxder teo exsrt aa influsncs wpoam girls!
occupational orientation,

These data also lend support to the contention that it is *Ehe
dynamic behaviors of Rsjecting and Demanding that have the greatest ine
fluence wpon girls' occwnational choice, The passive behavier of
Neglecting does mot appear to have too great a centribution to make in
this regard,
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There were no statistically sigmificant findings fer the boys'
relationships with either parent. The discussion on hypothesis feur,
Rejecting, may also be applicable for hypothesis twelve in explaining
the failure te find any parental influence upon boys' occupational
gselectien,

An interesting tendency Zor boys is their occupational orienta-
tion in opposition to Roe's theory, i. e., higher mean scores for these
selecting person occupations than for those seleciing non-person occupa-
tions, It may be as Roe noted ®, . . childrem Expenem:ng extreme de-
manding and rejecting nomes| mighi become perscn-oriesnted in search of

satigfactiens they never had, w117

Hypothesis Thirteen

The thirteenth hypothesis stated that children experiencing a com-
bination of Reward Symbolicelove and Reward Birect-Object relationships
in the home should orient towards a person occupation. The t test for
wecorrelated means, when F is not significant, and the median chi square
test were used with the Reward Symbolic-lLove and Reward Direct-Object
PCR combination for the four econfigurations,

There were ro significant mean differences found between those
selecting person occupations and those selecting non-persen occupations,
Also, there was no sigamificant difference fownd between the obserwved
frequency of occupational choice and the expected frequency of occupa-
tional choice for any of the fowr pareni-child pairings, Therefore, the
hypothesis was not confirmed,

17206 and Siegelman, 4 Study of the Origins . . o 5 Pe 2.
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Al though none of the resulis were significant for Reward Symbolic-
Love and Reward Direct-Object, the temdency appears to be for boys 1o
support Roe'!'s theory shen consideration is given to0 a warm and rewarding
parental relaticnship, The mean differences for girls are too small to

warrant any statemert about their tendeacy,

Kypothesis Fourteen

The fourteenth hypothesis stated that childrem experiencing a
combination of Punishment Symbolie~Ilove and Punishment Direct-Object
should orient towards a non-person occupation., The 1 test for uncorre-
lated means, wher F is not signifieant, and the median chi aquare test
were used with the Punishment Sywbolic-Love and Punishment Birect-Object
PCR cembination for Boys-Fathers and Girls-Mothers, Fer Boys-Mothers
and Girls-Fathers, the t test for umcorrelated means, when F is zignifi-
cant, and the median chi square test were used,

There were no statistically significant mean differences found
for any of the four relatiomships, A statistically significant differ-
ence, in oppesition to Roe's theory, was found between the observed and
expected frequencies for the persom occupational choice of Boys-Mothers
(fo = 48,00, fe = k0,90), The fourteenth hypothesis was net cemnfirmed,

The unusual oriemtation of boys in opposition to Ree's theory,

i, e.,, towards person rather than non-persca occupations, was noted inr
the discussicn of hypotheses nime and ten (pages 70-72), However, the
noteworthy finding for this PCR combination test was that the more semsi-
tive t test was not statistically sigmificant, whereas the X° test was
statistically significant. A partial explanation of this wmusual result
pay be ebtained from inspection of the forwmla for t (page h3). With the
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same n's; as the mean difference reduces, the t value becemes smaller; as
the variances become smaller, the t value becomes smaller. Both of these
conditions prevail, i, e., of all the PCR subtest cembinatioms, this
combination has both the amallest mean difference and the smallest
variances, It should also be noted that the variances were shown to be
statistically wmequal by the F test,

Behaviorally, the same explanation developed for hypothesis

twelve may be applicable for this hypothesis,

Hypothesis Fifteen

The fifteenih hypothesis stated that childrem experiencing a
combination of Prolecting., Caswal, loving, Reward Symbolic-Love, and
Reward Direct-Object relationships in the home should eriemnt towards a
person occepation., The i test for umcorrelated means, when F is not
significant, and the median chi square test were used with the PCR come~
bination of Protecting, Casual, Loving, Reward Symbolic-leve, and Reward
Direct-Object for Boys-Mothers, Boys-Fathers, and Girls-Mothers, For
the relationship Girls-Fathers, the i test for uncorrelated means, when
F is sigmificant, and the median chi square test were used,

There were significant mean differences found with Boys-Mothers
(person mean = 205.850; non-person mesn = 198,327 ), and with Boys-
Fathers (person mean = 204,24k, non-person mean = 195.036). There were
no significant mean differences for girls with either paremt.

There were no significant differences between observed and expected
frequencies for any parent-child relationship,
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The fifteenth hypothesis was sepported for the boys' relationships
with either mother er father, The hypothesis was not confirmed for the
girls'! relationships with either pareat.

That this five-scale combination was statistically sigmificant for
Boys-Mothers and Boys-Fathers was not unexpected, These two relation-
ships have been statistically significant for the single scales of Pro-
tecting, Casual, and Reward Pirect-Object, amnd the combination of Pro-
tecting, Casval and Loving, However, the degree of influence of thess
positive relationships does not appear to be sufficiemtly streng to
separate the persca and non-persor groups enough to produce a2 statistie
cally significant X2 value,

Hypothesis Sixteen

The sixteenth hypothesis stated that childrem experiencing a com-
bination of Rejecting, Demanding, Keglecting, Punishment Symbolic-Love,
and Punishment Birect-Object relationships in the home should eriemt
towards a nen-person occupation., The § test for wncorrelated means, when
F is net significant, and the median chi square test were used with the
PCR combination of Rejecting, Demanding, Neglecting, Punishment Symbolic-
Love, and Puniszhment Birect-Object for the four parent-child relation-
ships,

There were significant mean differences fourd with Giris-Mothers
(person mean = 145,035, non-person mean s 154.270), and with Girls-
Fathers (person mean = 146,730, non-person mean = 160,627). There were
no significant mean differsnces found for Boys-Mothers or Boys-Fathers,

There was a significant difference found between the observed and

the epecticd fregueney of mon-persen eccupaticonal cholee, far the relas
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tionship Girls-Fathers (fo = 25,000, fe = 18,50), There were mo signi-
ficant differences found betweer the observed and the expecied frequen=
cies of occapational choice for the relationships of Boys-Hothers, Boys~
Fathers, ard Girls-Mothers,

The sixteenth hypothesis was supported for the relatiorships
between Girls-Mothers amd Girls-Fathers, The hypothesis was not cone
firned for the relationships Boys-Mothers and Boys-Fatbers.

The results of this hypothesis enly serve to support the conten-
“ion stated previcusly: girls react very significantly to a cold,
punishing, reglecting father relationship in their selection of towards
non~persen oceupations, Roe noted im her study of women engineers that
%e o o people who enter occupations which are deviant from the normal sex-
fole expectations usually bave had more stressfel family histoﬁ.es,'ua
and that ®for the women ., o o the engireers much more frequemily identi-
fied with their fathers, w19

For the Girls-Fathers relationships the less semsitive X2 test had
sigmificance, whereas for Girls-Mothere it did not, It appears that the
mother-daughter relationship is slightly influential, but enly wher a
comdbination of megative behaviers are brorvght to bear on the child,

It should alse be noted, for the Girls-Mothers relationship, that
when the two Pumishment scales are added to Neglecting, Bemanding, and
Rejecting the more semsitive t test is significant, whereas the X2 test

is mot, When Neglecting, Pemanding, and Eejecting were tested as a com

Mg,

DPvid,, pe 37e
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bination both t and X? were stskistically significant, It appears that
the two Punishment scales are wnable to provide sufficient power and
stebility to elieit the perceptions of behavior for which they were

designed.

Eypothesis Seventeen
The seventeenth hypothesis stated that seventh grade children

should exhibit more ®alo effect® in perceiving their parents thaa do
male college seniors,
An analysis of the inter-parent correlations (Table 17) of the

seventh grade studemts, as compared with the inter-parent correlations

B

af Rnats Harward seniersz, wag made. The amslysi owed hicher ceoffi.
cients'of correlation between parents for boih boys and girls in every
PCR subteat, BEach coefficient of correlation for boys and girls was
significant beyond the .0l level, Application of the "sign testsl20
with the Harvard nniple and the inter-pareat correlation coefficients of
boys gnd girls produced a level of significance of ,00L. menfore, the
seventeenth hypothesis was supported,

This was the only hypothesis fully cenfirmed by the present study,
It is, however, not toc surprising that at younger ages, childrem tend
to perceive their parents xore as a single constellation of adulthood,
rather than as separate emtities, However, it should be noted (see

Tsble 18) that in three of the four significant relationships for beys,

lzoem_ilford, Fundamental Statistics . . « , pp. 2h8=2kS.
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FABLE 17
PCE IETER-PARENT CORRELATIONS®

Seventh Grade
FCR Stbtest Harverd Sample’ Boys® Girls®
Loving oh95 738 «680
Protecting «568 592 «685
Bemanding 398 653 5%k
Rejecting «569 750 .690
Neglecting «5kb «6h9 .669
Casual k25 623 o512
Reward S-L 556 694 «706
Revard D=0 677 o769 o791
Punishment S-L 530 5k0 588
Puri shment B-0 639 689 «690

)11 correlations significant at less than the .61 level.

b _
Roe and Siegelman, A Parent-Child Relations « « o« 5 Po 7o

c'.the chance expectation of all ten coefficients of correlation
being greater than the Harvard sample is less than 001,
both paremts were equally influvential; whereas, for girls, the father
relationship wasz noticeably more powerful, with four out of five relatione-
skips being significant,



STATISTICALLY SIGNIFICANT® { AND X2 TESTS OF PCR

89

SUBTEST SCORES DICHOTOMIZER FOR PERSOE,
NON-PERSON OCCUPATIOHAL CHOICE WITH
FOUR PARENT-CHILD RELATIONSHIPS

Parent-Child Relationshiyp

Sangat Boys-Mothers | Boys-Fathers| Girls-Mothers| Girls-Fathers
Pre, 1 £ o e c e
Cas, : : oo o
lov, oo o e oo oo
Neg. o e e o ) o o
Ben, o o o 1]
Rej. oo oo oo 3
Rew, S-L - o o o o o0
Reve =0 ) ] o oo
Pun, S-L oo oo o .
Pun, B-0 o o oo o o o
Pro,+Cas,tLov, t % .o .o
Neg.+Dem.+Beje | o o . £,X° £,x2
Rew,S-14D-0 o e o oo oo
Pun,S~L+B=0 oo oo oo )
Pro.+Cas.+lov,.+ t i o oo

Rew,S-1+

Bew, B0
Neg.+Dem,+Rej.4 o o .o % £,X2

Pun,8-1+ -

Pun,B=-0

a
Significant at .05 level.
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Swmmary

Thie chepier established the acceptability of using parametric
statistics t and F. Meams, ramges, standard deviationms, and reliabilities
were computed, Data pertaiming to the hypotheses were treated siatis-
tically and the results discussed., ©nly the sevenieenth hypothesis was
completely supported, Partial support was found for hypotheses two, three,
four, six, eight, eleven, twslve, fifieen, and sixteen, Hypotheses oxe,
five, seven, nine, ten, and thirteen were not confimmed. The data fer
hypothesis fourteen, although incenclusive, was in opposition to Roels
theory.

From an analysis of Table 18, a summary can be made of the results
of those hypotheses dealing with the PCR subtests and selected combina-
tions, Results whick proved significant show a definite pattemm. For
boys, if the relationship with either parent is perceived by the 3¢m as
wara, protecting, and rewarding, they will gravitate towards persea
occupations, For the girls, it is the dynamic father relationship which
dominates in its effeet wpon occupational orientation, If the Girl=-
Father relationship is perceived by the daughter as cold, demanding, re-
Jecting, and punishing, she will orient tewards mon-person occupations,
For the Girls-Mothers relationship, it appears thal a concemtration of
negative behavior is required before it influences occupational oriemta~
tioen, The father is notably the stronger influence,

This chapter concluded with support fer the hypothesis that younger,
seventh grade children perceive their parents more as a umit than do
older, male, college seniors, Chapler V will present the conclusiens and

implications drawm frem the present research,



CHAPTER V
CONCLUSIONS AND IMPLICATIONS

Introduction
This final chapter is divided into five sections, each covering
an aspect of the research, Within each section, conclusions and implica=-

tions for further research and counseling, if warranted, are presented,

Efficacy of Roe'!s Theory

The present study supported cerf.ain aspects of Roe's general
theory., Specific parentechild relationships seemed to influence the
occepstional orientation of the seventh grade boys and girls wnder study,.
These relationships appeared to affect boys and girls differently., There
was ro parentechild relationship thatl had an equal, or similar, influence
wpon the children's occupa’d.oﬁal choice,

Boys tended to select a towards person occupation when perceiving
the positive parental behaviers of Protecting, Casual, and Reward
Direct-Object, This tendency was the same whether the relationship was
with mother or father, These relationships were found to be statistically
significant by the { tesi; but they were not stromg enough to produce a
statistically significant chi square value., It appeared that these rela-
tionships, as they affect occupational oriemtation, were mot as strong

as Roe hypethesigzed.

9
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There was no statistically significant tendency for boys to
orient towards a person occupation as a result of loving or Reward
Symbolic-love parental relationships. Nor was there a tendemy for
boys to orient towards non-person occupations as a result of any of
the negative parent-child relationships of Negleeting, Rejecting,
Demanding, or Punishment (Symbolic-love and Direct-Object).

Girls tended to select a tewards mon-person occupation when per-
ceiving the father-danghter negative relationships of Rejecting and
Demanding, These dynamic behaviors seemed to be more powerful in in-
fluencing girls' occupational orientation than the passive behavier of
paternal neglecf.

Girls reacted as hypothesized, i, e,, towards non-person occupa=~
tions, when the mother-daughter relationship was strongly negative,
When perceived as single factors operating alone, Demgnding and Rejec-
ting mother behavior did not seemn to influsnce the girls' occupaticnal
choice, However, when the mother was perceived as preseﬁti.ng a concen=-
tration of negative behaviors (Neglecting, Demanding, and Rejecting),
the daunghter tended towards non-person occupations,

it is contended that the father's influence upon girl's occupa~
tional orientation is much stronger than the mother!s., An amalysis of
the effects of the two Punishment scales (Symbolic-Love and Birecte
Object) seemed to support this contention, Table 18 provided the patierm
of statisiically significant resnlts upor which the fellewing discussien
is based,

Considering the Girls-Fatkers relatienship: the "msgative three®
combination (Neglecting, Demanding, Rejecting) showed statistical sig-
nificance for both t and X° , Siwilar results were obtained with the
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fpegative five® combination (Neglecting, Demanding, Rejecting, Pumishe
ment Symbolic-Love, and Punishment Direct-Object), . However, the results
for the relationship Girls-Mothers produced a slightly different pate-
tern. Although the "negative three® was statistically sigaificant for
both t and X2, the "negative five® was statistically significant for the
t test only. It might be concluded that the effect of the two Punish-
ment scales is to mask an already wesk relationship (Girls-Mothers),
If the relationship is strong (Girls~Fathers), it can overcome the dis-
tortion which the two Punishment scales contribute.

Additiocnally, it should be noted from Table 18, that only for the
Girls-Fathers relationship were the single scales of Demanding and Rejec-
ting statistically significant, The influence of a Demanding or Hejec=
ting mother wpon girls! occupational orientation appears too weak for a
t test to detect,

There was no tendency for girls to select towards persen occupa~
tiens as a result of a Loving, Protecting, Casual, or Reward (Symbolice
Love and Direct-Object) parent-child relationship, Girls &id not respond
in a statistically significant mamper to any of the eight tests made
upon these pesitive dimensions of the pareante-child relationship.

Conclusions
As a result of the research the following conclusions were drawns
1, The present study supports Roe's hypothesis that the parent-
child relationship is a determinant of the child's occupa=
iional choice, However, these data d&id not confimm her
hypothesis that the parent-child relationship is the determi-

nant, The relatiocnship seamed, rallier, to be a detersdinant
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of unknown strength with a definite pattern to its efiect
upon boys and girls,
Adolescent boys tended to select a towards persen occupation
if the dominant parent-child relationship, either mother's
or father's, was positive in satisfying the son's needs,
This conclusion was based upon the explicit assumption that
satisfaction of needs is a psychologically comfortable ex-
perience, As such, the individual will unconsciously attempt
%o duplicate that type of interpersonal relationship which
initially provided that satisfaction,
Adolescent boys appeared to be capable of Successfully intere
nalizing and compensating for a negative paremte-child rela-
tionship as it related to occumpational orientation., Boys did
not seem to react to siressful interperscnal relationships
with parents as Roe hypothesized, A rationale for this re-
action was discussed in Chapter IV, Hypothesis Fouwr, No cone
¢lusion should be inferred that a negative parent relation-
ship has no effect or adolescent boys' behavior,
Adolescent girls tended to select a towards non-person occupa-
tion if the dominant parental relationship was a dynamically
negative one with the father, They also tended towards a none
person occupation if the mother was perceived as presenting a
strong concentration of negetive behavior, This cenelusion is
based wpon the explicit aséuption that demial of needs is a
peychologically uncemfortable experience for the individmal,
Accordingly, satisfaction of needs will be socught umconsciously
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in a manner which will avoid wneamfortable interpersonal re-
lationships, i. e., association with such non-persen things
28 other livipg things, inanimate things, or ideas.
Adolescent girls! ocewpational oriemtation did not tend to be
influenced by a positive parent-child relationship with

either parent,

Implications for Further Study

Although the results of this study tended to be encouraging, care

must be exereised in drawing generalizations from cross-sectiocnal studies,

These data seemed to support the hypothesis that the occupational orienta-

tien of adolescent boys and girls was partially in consonance with Roe's

theory, It is, however, much more difficult, and presumpiiouns, to con-

clude that these same beys and girls will persist in this orientatien.

It wuld appear that replicaticns of the presemt siudy, using

various age groups, as well as longitudinal studies are demanded, Swuch

studies should focus wpon problems of:

1.

2.

3e

he

Does the parent-child influemce upon occupational orientation
actually exist as a general phenomena? |

To what degree does this parent-child inﬂuemce_ exist at
various age levels?

To what degree does‘ response 8Set operate wpon a child!s re-
porting of his relations with his parents?

To what degree does the behavioral interaction of paremts
influence the child's occupationsal orientation?
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Isplications fer Counseling
Until the present findings are furiher supported, it would be un=
wise for school comselors to predicate their counseling efforts upon
the conclusions drawn, Howewer, it w&nld appear acceptable for counse-
lors to use these findings judiciously, as supportive data in construc-
ting a complete case stﬁdy of a student, Knowledge that a withdrawn
girl student has a loving mother, but a dynamieally belligerent and author-

itarian father may provide the key to corrective action.

Occupational Classification of Roe' S

Boe's occupational classification consists of eight major grouwps.
For the pniposes of Roe's ‘l'.heory]'22 these eight groups were classified
within a dichotemy of ecither a towards person occupation or a towards none
persen cccupation, It is contended that this dichotomy is too restrice
tive for purposes of testing the original hypothesis,

Within many occupations, there are specific jobs which can range
the full spectrum of person to non-person orientation, For example, an
aeronantical engineer can live a rather non-person existence within the
corfimes of wind-tunnel experimentatien, Conversely, he can become
person oriented by involving himself in selling his company!s designs,
Similar relationships can be found in many other occupations.

Additionally, there may be conziderable room for disagreement as

to shich group a particuler occupatiorn belongs, For example, as Roe

laRDe, The Pﬂ%l@gz of ¢ o 0 o s PPe lh3-2h30
12
zBae, Journal of Coumseling Psychology, 1V, Ho. 3, pp. 212-217,
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and Gr:i.ggl23 argued -~ are nurses to be classed as nonepersen scientists
or as perscn-oriented service personnel? Is Roe correet in classifying
them as seientists? If mot, does her entire theory falier becamse of an

inability to agres on a proper classifieation?

Implications for Further Study

It appears that Roe's theory will not be advanced by any further
formal classification of eccepatiens. The group to which an occupatien
belongs is not the critical element, It is, rather, wether or not the
individnal whe selects a particular occupation visuwalizes it as predomi-
nately invelving persons or non-psrsons. 1t would appear that any fulure
¢ eliciv kow the subj
degree of interpersonal relations invelwed in his occupational seleciien,

A study which focused upon the classification of eccupatinns ac-
cording te the degree of interpersonal relations might prove helpful.
However, the cosis in time, money, and man hours might prove to be exor-
bitant, Alse, any stuﬁy torming wpon a full investigation of dynamic
interpersenal relatienships involved in variocus occupations would probably

be dated befere it was cempleted,

Implicatiens fer Counseling
It is apparent that counselors mmst kmow the world of work, Know-
ledge of jeb characteristics, physical and educational qualirficatiens,

and pay scales are a few of the factors needed to properly advise students

23
Grigg, Journal of Counseling Psychology, VI, No. 2, pp. 153-155,
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seeking, or preparing for, work, Essential, however, to the applicatioen
of Roe's theory would be knowledge of the degree of imterpersonal rela-
tions invelved on the job, Counseloré must not accept stereotyped de-

scriptions of jobs. ¥or can they allew themselves io functior with infor-

mation that is dated,

The PCR Questionnaire

The PCR Questionnaire used in the preseant study must be criticized
on several points. The quality of the results did not lend confidence to
the assumption that the scales possessed sufficient validity and relia-
bility. Although the lowest reliability for any subtest was .50k, val-
idity was not established., No mention was made by Roe of the reliability
of the criterion against which she compared the PCR, IHoe'!s only state-
ment was that her factors ¥, . . seemed satisfyingly similar . . ,*-2b
to her selected criterionm (see Chapter III for discussiom of the PCR
Questicmaire), Wthout validity, reported reliability coefficients of
<50k to o876 are misleading.

Ten items to the scales for Reward and Punishment seea rather
shori when attempting to gain a measare of such a complex factor as be-
havior, Simce validity depends wpor reliability, and reliability depends

upon test length, validity also will depend on test length,

Another weakness within the PCR was the ssswption that behavior

is always indicative of attitude, The questions on the PCR were designed

12hBoe and Siegelman, A Parent-Child Relations  « « 5 Pe 2.
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to elicit the subjects® perceptiocn of the parents! behavierelzs These
reports of acts of behavior were then interpreted as indicative of
parental attitude, It is very questionable if all overt behavior is
truly reflective of attitude, The literature dealing with child growth

and development is clear that the two are not always Synonomous,

Implications for Further Study

A comprechensive iter analysis of the PCR sppears warranted, The
study should concentrate upon establishing consiruct and concurrent
validity. A determimation should be made as to the optimum length of
each subtest in order to obiain maximem validity., Reliabilities for
each PCR subtest in each configuration should be re-established,

A questionnaire for childrea, designed to elicit perceptions ef
parental atiitude might prove to be more useful than a behavier question-
naire, If it could be hoped that children would report truthfully, the
accuracy ef that report is of lesser importance, The critical element
is not what others thirk the behavior represents but, rather, what that

behavior represents to the child,

Implications fer Counseling
The use of the present PCR questionnaire as a prediciive imstru-
ment is questiorable, Until the present study is replicated, or wntil
the PCR itself is studied, school counselors should be hesitant about
usiﬁg the PCR as a predictor. It can, however, be used with caution, in
its present form, as an instrumeat to assist in discovering additional

information useful in educational, occupational, and personal counselirg,

125thid,, p. 1.
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Statistical Pesign

It appeared that perhaps fer some PCR sublests, a too liberal re-
laxation of the criterion for near normality was made, There were five
subtests for beys that produced a value of 12 (see Table 3) quite dis=-
crepant from the X2 value at the .61 level of sigmificance. Four of
these subtests did not produce any statistically significant resuits,

The values of X2 for the five non-mormal subtests for girls were not
greatly discrepant from the significant 12 value, However, four of these
subtests did mot produce any statistically sig:ﬁ.ﬁca.nt findings, It
appears that there probably is a limit beyond which Guilford's criteria
for the acceptability of the use of parametric statistics with non-normal
distributions might not be applicable, However, it must be realized that
in the pressat study it was, perhaps, the validity of the scales which
precluded any statistically significant results, Or, it may be that the
behavior itself was not discriwminating enough as regards te the occupa-
tional erientation of the children under study.

The .05 level of significance was selected fOI; all tests of the
statistical null hypothesses, Kineteen of the eighty-eight statistical
tests computed were significant statistically in support of Roe's hy=
pothesis, If a ,10 level of sigmificance had been selected, the eizht
ad&isznal swbtests in Table 19 would have been significant, All of these
eight subtesis would have supported Roe's gemeral theory,

It is obvious that the .05 leval of significance meed nst restrict
interpretation of statistical data. If accepting a .10 lewvel of signifi-
cance assisis in interpreting behavior, there should be no magic attached

to the .05 level of significance. The investigater meed ernly weigh the
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TABLE 19

ADDTTIONAL PCR SUBTESTS WHICH SUFPORT ROE'S HYPOTHESIS
IF LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE IS ,10

Boys-Mothers Boys-Fathers Girls-Mothers @rls-Fathers
Pro,+0as.+lov,+ | Pro,+0as,+lov.+ Demanding Punishment S-L
Rew,S-L+ Rew,S=I+
Bew, D=0 Rew B0 Eeglecting Pun o S-=I+Pun B0
Rew,S=L+Rew,B=0 | Rew,S-L+Rew,B-0

consequences of using such 2 level, The criterion smuggested for sach
decision is: No physical or psychological danger is involved in the
decision process: but instead. accaptance of 2 10 level will lead the

investigator positively in pursuit of the subile quality under study,

Implications fer Further Study
That investigators not accept blindly the 05 level of signifi-
cance limitations, without evaluating all aspects of the problem under
investigation, Acceptance of a higher significance level may previde
essential but illusive keys to future research,

4 Philesephical Implication

It is, perhaps, mot too inharmmonious to end this study with a
philosophical nuance of Roe's theory., If we can assume that paremts who
possess normal mental health would prefer to maintain a home which is
ware, loving, and protecting; and, if Roe's hypothesis about the home
influencing the occupational oriemtation éf people has merit; will
society!s technicians, scientists, and outdoorsmen come oxly from

families of memtal health erimples? Let us hope not !
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APPENIIX I

DEFINITIORS
Parents: Blood-related mother and father cohabitating as a family wnit
with child: no step-parent, no grand-parent, no foster-parent in the
existent household is to be constrned as part of the defimition,

Vocational Choice: A written response of a classifiable vocation, occue

pation, preference, or goal toward which the individual shows a pre-
disposition or inclimation, For purposes of this siudy, no more than
an occupational {itle as found in the Dictionary of Occupational Titles,

Volume I, is reguired.
Adolescent: Male or female seventh grade student.
Parental Inflwence: That interpersonal force resulting from a configura-

tion of beliefs, walues, idsals, concepts, and behaviors exerted im-
plicitly and explicitly upon the individual child,

Within this study the terms 'vol:ation"’ and “occupation® will refer
to the same behavioral function and are to be considered interchangeable,
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APPENINX IT

KOIIFIED PARRNT-CHILD RELATIONS
QUESTIONRATRE

4 copy of the exact questionnaire employed will be found in
the envelope on the back cover of the dissertation binding,
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APPRNEIX II1

ROB!S CLASSIFICATION OF OCCUPATIOES

Group I Occupations: Service (Person Oriemted)

The occupations in this greuwp are those which are focused on

catering to the persenal tastes, needs, ard welfare ef others,

Social workers Hairdressers
Vocational, educational coumselors Welfare workers
Sheriffs YHCA, YWCA cfficials
Policemen Practical nurses
Firemen Arped forces, sergeants

Group IT Occupations: Business Contact (Person Oriented)

oo assmmady
~LS8S €28

to person relationsiip, These are very different from over-the-counter

selling,

Promoters

Publiec relations comnselors

Retail and wholesale dealers
Salesmen: auto insurance, real estate

Buyers

Growp III Occupations: Organization (Person Oriented)
These occupations are those concemed primarily with the organie-

zation and efficient functioning of government and of cosmercial enter-

prises,
Top and minor executives, all Sales clerks
organizations Stenographers
High goverament efficlials, Typists
President, Cabinet mamhers Rile clerks
Perssnnel managers Owners, catering, dry
0fficers, ship amd armed services cleaning, etc,

Manufacturers, small
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APFENDIX III -~ Contimuwed
Group IV Occupations: Technology (Hon-persen Criemted)

This group inciudes all the modern indusirial occupations, other
than managerial, clerical, ami sales, They are concerned with the pro-
duction, maintenmce, and transportation of commodities and wtilities,
and the technology of transportation and communication; ineluded are
the physical sciences and engireering,

Applied sclentists Saall factary managers
Epgineers Bricklayers

Designers Klectricians

Aviators Mechanies, plane and auto
Contractors, building Repaitmen, most varieties

carpentry, plumbing

Groun ¥ Occmnations: Owidoor (Non-nerson Oriemted)

This group includes ocewpations in agricultare, animal husbandry,
fisheries, forestry, and mining., They are occupations by which our
natural resources are cultivated, gathered, or otherwise accuxmlated,

A considerable degree of physical activity is characterisiic of most of

these occupations,

Landowners 0il well drillers
Wldlife specialists Teamsters
Poultryaea Cowpunchers
Forest rangers Deiry hands
Farmers Surveyors

Group VI Occwpations: The Sciences (Non=persem Oriemted)

This group coamprises those occupations concerned with the develop-
ment of sciemee and its application in all non-technical sitmations, It
includes all research scientists, university and cellege science faculties,
and those where profesxiors are based on the application of sciemtific
principles, except in technolegy,
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APPENDIX III -~ Continuwed

Hathematician University and college faculties
Scientists Veterinarians

Benitists Laboratory technicians

Hurses Medical techniciams

Pharmacists Technical assistants

Group VII Occupations: General Culture (Person Oriented)

The occupatidns in this group are closely related to those in
Group I because of the persomal interest factor, and to those in Grouwp

VIII because of the cultural aspect,

BEditors Peachers

Educational adeinistraters ILibrariane

Ciergymen Reporiers

Judges Radie aymouncers

Lawyers University and college faculties

Growp ViIL Cccupations: Arys and Snierbaimment (Persom Szicamted)

This growp comprises all those concermed with any of the arts,
sach as music, painting and dancing; ard with entertairing, including

athletics,
Peinters, writers, composers Interier dscoraters
Performers Photographers
Athletes Race car drivers
Musie eritic I1lustrators

Advertising writers Besigners, stage, jewelry
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APPENDIX IV
DESCEIPTICN OF PCR BEHAVIORAL CONSTEUCTS

Protective: 7This category includes parents who give the child's
interests first priority. They are very indelgent, provide special
privileges, are demonsiratively affectionate, may be gushing. They
select friemis carefully, bul will rarely let him visit other homss
withowt them. They protect him frem other children, from experiences
in which he may suffer disappeintment or discemfort, or injury., They
are highly intrusive, and expect to know all about what he is thinking
and experiencing, They reward dependency.

Demanding: Parents in this group set uwp high standards of ace
corplishnent in particular areas, manners, school, ete, They impose
strict regulations and demand unmmestioning obedience to them, and they
do not make exceptions. They expect the child te be basy at all times
at some useful activity., They have high punitiveness, They restrict
friendskip in accord with these standards, They do net try to fimd eut
what a child is thinking or feeling, they tell him what to think or feel,

Bejecting: Parents in this growp fellew the extremer patierms
of the preceding group, but this becames rejecting when their attitude
is a rejection of the childishness of the child, They may alsc reject
him 28 an individual, They are cold, and hostile, dercgate him and
make fun of him and his inadequacies, and problems. They may frequently
leave him alore, and often will not permit other children in the heuse,
They have no regard for the child's point of view, The regwlatioms they
establish are mot for the sake of traiming the child, but for protecting
the parent from his intrusicns,
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Feglecting: These parents pay little attention to the child,
giving him a winimom of physical care, and no affection, They ferget
promises made to him, forget things for him, They are cold, bat are
not derogatory nor hostile., They leave him alome, but do not ge out
of their way to avaid him,

Casual: These parcmis pay more attention to the child, and are
wildly affectionate when they do. They will be respensive to him if
they are not busy about something else, They do not think about him
or plan for him very mmch, but take him as a part of the general situa~
tion. They don't worry mmch about him, and make little effort to train
kim, They are easy-going, have few rules, and do not make much effort
to enforee these they have,

Loving: These parenis give the child warm and loving attemtiom.
They try to help him with pm jects that are importamt to him, but they
are not intrusive, They are more likely to reascr with the child than
to panish him, but they will pumish him. They give praise, but net
indiseriminatingly. They try specifically {to help him through problems
in the wxy best for him, The child feels sbhle to cenfide in them and to
ask then for help, They invite kis friends te the house and try to make
things attractive for them. They encourage independence and are willing
to let him take chances in order to g:.'ow towards it. DBistinction be-
tween Loving and Casuil categories can be difficult, A basic differen-
tiating factor is the amownt of thought given to the child's preblems,
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Reward Symbolic-Love: The parents using this kind of rewerd
praise their childrer for approved behavier, give them special attemidon,
ané are affectiomately demonstrative.

Reward Birect-Object: These include tangible rewards such as
gifts of momey, toys, special trips, or relief from chores.

Punishment Symbolic-love: Such punishments include shaming
the child before others, isolating him, and withdrawing love.

Punishment Direct-Object: These include physieal punishment,
taking away playthings, redacing allowance, denying promised irips,

and 8o on,
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APPERDIX V

WORD OR PHRASE CHANGE IN PARERT-CHILD RFLATIONS
QUESTICHNAIRE BY ITEM HUMBER

Both Mother and Father Questiomnaire

Item
Huwber Roe's Questionnaire Revised Questiomaire
3 made no comeessions does not take into accomnt
5 concequences results
17 improper misbehave
k5 playmates friends
56 hesitation understanding
66 wnquesticning/deference compiete/cbedience
73 ridiculed and made fun of mske fun of
9 consequences results
109 teys bicyele
105 regulations rules amd regulations
116 unquestioning complete
12 enfercing making me obey
123 confide in her/him to ask her/his advice
Father Questiommaire Only
36 to excel to be the best
Mother Questiomazire Omnly
61 wnder any circumstances for amy reasem
81 preferred would rather
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APPENDIX VI

EXCERPTS FROM A LETTER FEOM PR. ANEE ROE

I do not know of any technical papers wkich will amswer your
question about validity or reliability and the affect wpon it of slight
changes in wording, Frem a c¢linical standpeint, of course, omne would
say that the important thing is that the perceived concept be the same
and changes in wording should bring this sbout, Certainly the changes
that you indicate do not seem to me to be of sufficient note that they
would make any differemce whatever,

A more important question I wuld think, would be whether reli-
abilities on an adult sample would alse hold for a enild sample, and
about this cne simply doesmtt kmow, I'm afraid the emly thing you could
do would be to compute reliability for your owm growp. The isswe of
validity is a different one and I have no easy answer to it, Of course,
we do not know how accurate the report is, but this is true of any
questiomaire material, Nor would it easily be checked since we could
not assume that a pareat's report, for example, would be any more accu-
rate than that of a child, Frem our point of view, the important thing
is the way the child perceived the situvation amd if we car assume that
he is reporting this as accurately as he can, this is more impertant
than the accuracy of his percepticn,

Cordially yuurs,
a/ Arme Roe

Anme Roe, Ph.D,, Professor of Bduca~
tion Direction, Center of Research
in GCareers
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APPENDIX VII

SCORLN: SHEET

Kame:

SCORIEG SHEET —- RELATIONSHIP QUESTICNHAIRE
MOTRERS -~ FATHERS (strike eme)

PEN i+ PEN B
PO S-L REJ CAS S-I B P00 IOV NEG B0
1 2 3 k 5 6 7 8 S lo__
1 12 13 1 15 16 17 18 19 20
a 22 3 2 ] 26 b4 28 29 30__
1) 32 33 3k 35 36 3 38 39 ko__
W k2 k3 bh kS __ k6 M7 k8 k9__ 50 _
5., 52 53 5k 55 56 57 58 59__ 60__
61__ 62 63 6n__ 65 66__ 61__ 65 639 T0_
T 72 13__ Th__ 15__ 1%_ M 78__— 79__ 80__
a 82 83 8k 85 86 87 88 -89 90
A 92__ 93 Sh__ 5__ 9%__ 9 98 99__ 100
1. 102 163 10k 105 106
100 168 105 136 m-—_nz__
13 k15 16__ 117 1§
119 126 12 122 123 12k
125 12617 128 129" 136__
Total Score:
PRO REJ  CAS o OV EER |
= PON T H
8L S-L B-0 D-0
1, OCCHPATION NOTED BY SUBJECT:
2, Roe Classification of i1 2 3 k 5 6 1

Subject's Occupational
Cholce .
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APPENINX VIIT

CODLKG SHEET FOR ROE'S OCCUPATIONAL SCHEMA
Humber Value Assigned

General Culture

Roe's Occupation Classification for IBM Codirg
Service h
Business Comtact 2
Organization 3
Technology k
Outdoor 5
Science 6

7

8

Arts and Entertainment

KOTE:
¥Persen® occepations are coded: 1, 2, 3, 7, and 8,
"Non-persen® occupations are coded: k, 5, and 6,
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EXPEGTED FREQUENCIES, OBSERVED FREQUENCIES, AND CHI SQUARE
VALUES FOR EACH PCR SUBTEST BY CLASS INTERVALS

PCR Subtest

Class Intervals

Boys-Mothers (n = 205)

Protecting -
Expected frequencies
Observed frequencies

Chi Squares

Punishment 8-1
Expeoted frequencies
Observed frequencies

Chi Squares

Rejecting
Expescted frequenclies
Observed frequencies

Chi Squares

Caswal
Expscted frequencies
Cbserved frequencies
Chi Squares

Reward 8.5

Expacted frequencies
Observed Ifrequencies

Chi Squares

20,192
22,600
o101

20,192
26,000
1,670

20,192
22,000
161

20,192
27,000
2,295

20,192
17.000
50k

20,336
233000
348

20,336
11,000
4,286

20,336
18,000

20,336
16,000

92l
20,336

22,000
<136

20,582
21,000
008

20,582
35,000
10,100

20,582
28,000
2,673

20,582
25,000
o9k8

20,582
29,0600
3.h2

20,356
21,600
«020

20,356
13,000
2,658

20,356
17,000
553

20,356
9,000

6,338

20,356
10,000
54268

2.,633
111,.900
26351

21,033
13,000
34067

2,033
2).,000
«000

21,033
2100%0

21,033
23,000
183

21,033
22,000

21,033
39,000

15.347

21.,033
20,000
«050

21,033
19.000
<196

21,033
26,000
1.172

20,356
18,000
o272

20,356
15,000
1,409

20,356
24,000
52

20,356
652
209356

12,000
3.430

20,582
19,000
«623

20,582
13,6000
2,793

20,582
1h4,000
2,104

20,582
1,426
20,582

23,000
28

20,336
254000
1.069

20,336
21,000
071

20,336
22,000
136

20,336
15,000
1.400

20,336
23,000

20,192
22,000
0161

20,192
19,000
2070

20,192
19,000
070

20,192
«00L
20,192

0,000
«001

61T
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PCR Subtest

Class Intervals

Expeacted frequencies
Observed frequencies
Chi Squares

Punishment DO
Expeoted frequencies
Observed frequencies

Chi Squares

Loving
Expscted frequencies
Ohsexved frequencies

Chi Squares

Negleoting
Expscted frequencies
Observed frequencicn
Chi Squares

Reward D=0

Expected frequencies
Observed frequsncies

Chi Squares

20,192
19,000
«070

20,192
20,000
«00L

20,192
21,000
4032

20,192
94000
6.203

20.192
19,000
«070

20,356
22,000
132

20,582
23.000
«28L

20,336
18,000
«268

20.582 20,356
21,000 10,000
+008 5,268

20,336
19,000
«087

20,356
19,000
#050

20,582
24,000

567

20,336
18,000
«268

204,356
26,000
1,56k

20,582
36,000
11,549

20,336
30,000
L.592

20,356
23,000 12,000 25,000
o348 3,578 1,059

20,336 20.582

21,033
16,600
1.20k

21,033
33,000
6.808

21,033
23,000
~183

21..033
22,000

2..033
19,600
196

21,033
27.000
1,692

21,033
19.000
196

21,033
13,000
3.067

21.033
18,000
o37

21.033
33,000
6,803

20.356
18,000
o272

20,356
26,000
1,56k

20,356
25,000
1,059

20,356
10,000
50268

20,356
9,000
6,335

20,582
15,000
1,513

20,582
21,000
<008

20,582
20,000
<016

20,582
94000
6.517

20,562
33,000
7192

20,336
27.000
2,183

20,336
18,000

20,336
19,000
<087

20,336
+348
20,336

15,600
1,400

Boys-Fathers (n =

205)

Proteoting :
Expected frequencies
Observed frequencies
Chi Squares

20,192
27,000
2,295

20,336 20,582 20,356
14,000 24,000 18,000
1.97h 567 o272

21,033
23,000
183

21.033
10,000
54787

20,356
20,000
006

20,582
1426

20,336
26,000
1,577

20,192
17,000

oS0k |

03T
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PCR Subtest

APPENIIX IX «= Continued

Clasz Intervals

i

Punishment 8-L
Expected frequencies
Cbhserved fiequencies

Chi Squares

Rejecting
Expected frequencies
Observed frequencies
Chi Squaras

Casusl
Expected frequencies
‘Cbserved Irequencies
Chi Squares

Reward S.L
Expescoted frequencies
Observed frequencies
Chi Squares

Bemanding
Expected frequencies

Gbhserved frequencies
Chi 3quares

Punishment D=0
Expscted frequencioes
Obsoerved frequencies
Chi Squeres

20,192
16,000
870

20,192
13,000
2,561

20,192
20,000
2001

20,192
19,000
«070

20,192
15,000
1.335

20,192
18.000
«238

20,336
29.600

3.691

20,336
254000
1.069

20,336
17.000
547

20,336
16,000
<924

20,336
2k ,000

20_9336
28,000
2,888

20,582
o9kB

20,582
28,000
2,673

20,582
16,000
1.020

20,582
23,600
28k

20,582
27.600
2,001

20,562
14,000
2,164

20.356
16,000
0932

20,356
2,168

21.033
30,600
3.822

21,033
18,000
-U37

21..033
24,000
+7h8

2..033
22,000
~Olily

21,033
20,000
050

2%.033_

15,000
1.730

21.033
9.000
6.88)

21,033
21..000
«0C0

21,033
37,000
12,121

21,033
24,000
118

21,033
11;.000
2.351

21,033
255,000
oTh8

20.356
19,000
+090

20,356
19,000
+090

20,356
18,000
o272

20,356
15,600
1,409

20,356
26,000
1.56h4

20,356
31,000
54565

20,582
10,000
LR AT)

20,582
14,000
2.104

20,582
18,000
o323

20,562
16,000
1,020

20,582
22,000
<097

20,582
21,000
«008

20,336
36,000
12,065

20,336
13,600
2,646

20,336
18,000
«268

20,336
24,000
«660

20,336
22,000
«136

20,336
16,000
o92l

T
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PCR Subtest Claas Intervals
Expected frequencies 20,192 20,336 20,562 20,356 21.033 21.033 20,356 20,582 20,336 20,192
Observed frequencies 20,000 17.000 22,000 23,000 16,000 26,600 23,000 20,000 15,000 23,000
Chi SQums +00L oSh? 0097 03&3 102014 10172 03h3 0016 lohw 0039
Reglecting
Expected frequencies 20,192 20,336 20,582 20,356 21,033 21,033 20,356 20,582 20,336 20,192
Observed frequencies 21,000 37,000 15,000 20,000 13,000 13,000 17,000 18,000 29,000 22,600
Chi Squares 0032 13,655 1,513  L006 3,067 3,067 553 323 3.651 «161
Reward D=0
Expected frequencies 20,192 20,336 20,582 20,356 21,033 21.033 20,356 20,582 20.336 20,192
Observed frequencies «000 17.000 14,000 20,000 26,000 15,000 24,000 24,000 «000 16,000
Chi Squares o117 ST 2,108  L006 1,172 1,730 o652 567 1,069 +870
Girls-iMothers (»n = 150)
Protecting ' . A
Expected frequencies 20,025 20,115 20,055 29.610 20,055 20,115 20,025
Observed frequenclies 22,600 20,000 17,000 314,000 15.000 18,000 2};,000
Chi Squares <19k «000 1165 «650 1.27h 0222 «789
Punishment 8-I,
Expected frequencies 20,025 20,115 20,055 29.610 20,655 20,115 20,025
Observed frequemcies 15,000 27,000 20,000 37,000 16,000 15,000 20,000
Chi Squares 1,260 2,356 «000 LeBliky 819 1.300 »000
Rejecting
Expected frequencies 20,025 20,115 20,655 29.610 20,055 20,115 20,025
Observed frequencies 19,600 27,000 25,000 27,000 19,600 12,000 21,600
Chi Squares «052 2.356 l.29 «230 «055 3.273 oOU7

<t



APFENEIX IX =~ Conti.mued

PCR Subtest Cless Intervals

Casual
Expected frequencies 20,025 20.115 20,055 29,610 20,055 20,115 20.025
Obsarved frequencies 20,000 22,000 15,000 37,000 14,000 19,000 23,000
Chi Squares «000 +176 1.27h 1.8k 1,828 <061 ikl

Reward S<L

Expected frequencies 20,025 20.115 20,055 29,610 20,055 20,115 20,025
Observed frequencies 22,000 20,000 18,000 24,000 14,000 31,000 21,600
Chi Squares <194 «000 210 1,062 1.828 5.890 +0N7

Demanding
Expected frequencies 20,025 20,115 20,055 29,610 20,055 20,115 20,025
Observed frequencies 22,000 21,000 10,000 39,000 22,000 19,000 17060
Chi Squares 19k +038 5.0l 2,977 -188 «061 1156

Punishment B0
Expected frequencies 20,025 20,115 20,055 29,610 20,055 20,115 20,025
Obsarved frequencies 19,000 20,000 254000 27,000 23,000 21,000 15,000
Chi Squares 052 +000 1,219 230 32 +038 1.260

Loving
Expected frequencies 20.025 20,115 20,055 29,610 20,055 20,115 20,025
Cbserved frequencies 17,000 17,000 15,000 36,000 19,000 33,000 13,000
Chi Squares +156 k82 1.27h 1,378 «055 84253 2,146}

Neglecting .
Expected frequencies 20,025 20,115 20,055 29.610 20,055 20,115 20,025
Observed frequencies 13,000 25,000 26,000 41,000 14.000 13.000 18,000
Chi Squares 2,k6h 1,186 1.762 h.381 1.828 2,516 «20L

€2t



APPENIIX IX ~- Continued

PCR Subtest Class Intervals
Reward D-0
Expected frequencies 20.025 20,115 20,055 294610 20,055 20,115 20,025
Ohserved frequencies 20,000 15,000 24,000 31,000 22,000 17,600 21,000
Chi Bqun.res .m 1.300 o776 .%5 0188 oh82 Iy 7
@girls~Fathers (n = 150)
Protecting
Expected frequencies 20,025 20,115 20,055 29,610 20,055 20,115 20,025
Observed frequencies 18,000 23,000 21,000 24,000 30,000 12,000 22,600
Chi. Squares «204 13 o0l 1,062 ho931 3.273 019k
Punishment 8-L
Expected frequencies 20,025 20,115 20,055 29,610 20,055 20,115 20,025
Observed frequencies 19,000 25.060 26,000 32,000 12,000 16.000 20,000
Chi Sqnms .052 10186 10762 0192 30235 08‘61 «000
Rejecting
Expected frequencies 20,025 20,115 20,055 29,610 20,055 20,115 20,025
Observed frequencies 13,600 33,000 22,600 26,600 21,000 17.000 18,000
Chi Squares 2.h6} 8.253 ~188 . Okl JiB2 +20h
Gasual
Expected frequencies 20,025 20,115 20,055 29.610 20,055 20,115 20,025
Observed frequencies 19,000 22.000 18,000 33,000 18,000 20,000 20,000
Chi sqm 0052 0176 .210 0386 0210 «000 «0C0
Reward S-L
Expected froquencies 20,025 20,115 20,055 294610 20,055 20,115 20,025
Observed frequencies 19,000 19.000 23,000 30,000 1k .000 25,000 20,000
Chi Squroﬂ 0052 .%1 Qh32 .005 1.828 10186 0000

LA



PCR Subtest

APFENDIX IX «- Continned
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Class I[ntervals

Expected frequencies
Observed frequencies

Chi Squares

Punishment D-0
Expected frequenciles
Observed frequencies
Chi Squares

Loving
Expected frequencies
Observed frequencies
Chi Sqeares

Neglecting
Expacted frequencles
OCbserved frequencies
Chi Squares

Rawaxrd D-0
Expected fraquencies
Observed frequencies
Chl Squares

20,025
19,000
«052

20,025
18,000
«20k

20,025
20,000

20,025
16,000
809

20,025
21,060
<ON7

20,115
18,000
0222

20,115
31,000
5.890

20.115
28,000
3,090

20,115
30,000
4,857

20,115
15,000
1.300

20,055
20,000
»000

20,055
17,000

k65
20,055
6,093

20,055
3147
20,655

20,000
«000

29,610
28,000
«087

29,610
19,000
3.800

29,610
355,000
981

29,610
23,000
1.h75

29,610
33,000
2,377

20,055
29,000
3,989

20,055
234,000

k32

20,055
16,000
819

20,055
16,000
819

20,055
21,000
-0kl

20,115
18.000
0222

20,115
19,000

20,115
18,000
0222

20,115
15.000
1,300

20,115
17,000
482

20,025

18,000
20k

20,025
23,000

20,025
«789

20,025
94
20,025

18,000
«204

T4



APPENDIX X

FREQUENCY LISTRIBUTIONS OF THOSE PCR summn WHICH
HYPOTHESIS OF NOBRMALITY WA REJEC

PCR Subtest Bcores
Configuration 10 11 12 13 1k 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27
Beys-Mothers
Pun, S-L O o0 © o 2 0 2 1 2 5 14 5 6 16 19 13 13 19
Neg. 0 o 0 ©o o 3 2 Lk 7 1k 9 13 10 13 13 i3 1 8
Rew, B-0 1 o 3 1 1 1 L 2 k 2 2 12 9 1 7 8 17 9
Boys~Fathers
Pun, S-L o 0 1 0 1 L I 2 h 7 7 15 1y 11 16 8 22 9
Neg. 0 0 O 0 O 4 1 L 3 9 12 5 3 17 7 8 5 8
Glrlis-Mothers
Lov. o 0 o0 o o o0 o o 1 © 0 © O 0 0
Neg. 0 o o0 o o 8 2 3 L 12 10 12 7 7 1 15 7 8
Girls-Fathers
Raj. 6 0o 0 ©o©o o0 2 1 8 2 10 8 6 6 3 3 13 6 &5
Lov, 0 0 (7] 0 0 1 (¢] 0 0 0 0 (7] 0 0 [¢) 0 (4] (4]
Heg. 6 o0 o o0 o0 2 3 k 7T 16 3 9 8 10 6 12 3 6

KT

irsble to be read left to right, for each PCR subtent, from first through last page.



APPENDIX X «- Contimyed

PCR Subtest Hoores
Configuration 28 29 30 3 32 33 3% 35 36 37 33 39 ko @ k2 W3 Lkh LS
Boys-Mothers . |
Pun, S-L 0 185 13 6 1 L 6 3 1 1 6 (¢] 0 o 1 0
Neg. 1o 8 6 44 6 3 8 7 5 3 1 6 1 1 1 3 o 2
Rew, D=0 10 13 20 9 11 8 1k 8 6 1 h ) R 1 2 2 1 4]
Beys-Fathers
Pun, 8-I 16 3 10 12 11 13 6 1 2 3 0 1 o 1 0 0 0
Nege 7 8 5 5 h L 11 6 8 7 3 8 7 110 5 1 3 2
Girls-Mothers
Lov, 0 6 o 0 0 0 2 o 1 0 o 0 0 2 1 1 2 1
Neg, 9 3 2 3 6 L 5 1 0 1 o L 2 (i) o 1 o G
Girls~Fathers
Rej. 2 k 9 6 8 9 h 9 3 5 (e] 2 0 0 2 2 1
Lov, 0 © o0 1 0 o 1 0 0 o 1 1 h L
Neg. 7 7 L 9 k 1 7 1 0 2 (o) 1

2T



APPENIIX X -~ Continued

e e —

PCR Subtest Joores
Configuration k6 kT k8 k9 50 51 52 53 5k 55 56
Boys-Mothers
Pun, 8-L 0 0 (4] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Neg, 0 2 3 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0

Rew, D-O 1 0 1 © (1) 0 o o 0 0 o

Boys-Fathers ’

Pun, 3-L 0 0 (4] -0 1 0 0 0 0

Neg. 3 2 1 © 1 6 1 o 3 o o
@ris-Mothers

Lov, 1 3 2 5 5 5 2 0 2 8 5

Kege 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
Gizrls~Fathers

Rej. 1 1 o0 3 o0 1 o e 2 o o

Leov, 5 4 3 6 8 71 1 6 2 Wk 1

Neg. 0o 1 0 0 2 © o 0 o0 o o0

(>

© ©
get

o F

e ©

[~
o
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MODIFIED PARENT-CHTLD RELATIONS QUESTIONNAIRE

RELATIONSHIP QUESTIONNAIRE

In this folder are a number of statements which describe different ways that parents act toward their children. Read each

statement carefully and think how well it describes how YOUR parent acts toward YOU.

After each statement, there are 5 (five) responses which are labeled VERY UNTRUE, SEEMS TO BE UNTRUE, SOME-
TIMES UNTRUE - SOMETIMES TRUE, SEEMS TO BE TRUE, AND VERY TRUE. You are to select the response that you
feel describes how YOUR parent acts toward YOU. This response should then be indicated on the separate answer sheet

by blackening between the lines which lie below the response which you have selected.

For instance, if you feel that it is VERY TRUE that your father lets you go to parties or play with others more than usual
as a reward (See A below), or if you feel that it is SOMETIMES TRUE — SOMETIMES UNTRUE that your mother takes

away your toys or playthings when you are bad (See B below), you would mark your responses as indicated in the examples

below.
STATEMENT FOUND iN FOLDER
b4 l
Excmple A 1 2 2 4 5
My Father Lets me to to parties or play with others Very  Seems to  Sometimes Untrue  Seems to  Very
more than usual as a reward. Untrue  be Untrue  Sometimes True be true True
RESPONSES ON ANSWER SHEET
1 2 3 4 5
Very Seems to Sometimes Untrue Seems to Very
Untrue be Untrue Sometimes True be True True
[ 11 [ [ [
i b [l 1 I&
0 (1 : 1l ' y
STATEMENT FOUND IN FOLDER
Example B 1 2 3 4 5
My Mother Takes away my toys or playthings when Very  Seems to  Sometimes Untrue Seems to Very

| am bad. Untrue be Untrue Sometimes True be True True

RESPONSES ON ANSWER SHEET

1 2 3 4 5
Very Seems to Sometimes Untrue Seems to Very
Untrye be Untrue Sometimes True be True True

vl 1! ! | 1l
i1 ! I I 11
1 11 1 I |

In marking your answers on the answer sheet, be sure that the number of the response agrees with the number of the

statement.
Make your marks heavy ond black. Erase completely ony answer you wish to change.

Mark only one response to a statement.

DO NOT MAKE ANY MARKS ON THE FOLDER



1- 2
Ver Tends to

My Mcther Untrue be Untrue

1.

Tries to get me everything | want.

2. Complains about me to others when | do not listen to her.

3. Does not take into account my age.

4. Lets me spend my allowance any way | like.

5. Discusses what is good about my behavior and helps to

make clear the desirable result, of my action.
€. Punishes me hord enough when | misbehave to make sure
that | won't do it agein.

7. Takes away my toys or playthings when | am bad.

8. Is genuinely interested in my affairs.

9. Keeps forgetting things she is supposed to do for me.

10. Takes me places (trips, shows, etc.) as areward. 1 2

My Mother ke b Uriroe

11. Spoils me.

12. Mckes me feel ashamed or guilty when | misbehave.

13. Lets me know | am not wanted.

14. Sets very few rules for me.

15. Compares me favorably with other children when | do well.

16. Makes it clear that she is boss.

17. Slaps or strikes me when | misbehave.

18. Mokes me feel wanted and needed.

19. Is too busy to answer my questions.
20. Relaxes rules and regulations as a reward. : )

My Mother Very  Tends to

21, Is very careful about protecting me from accidents. Untrue  be Untrue
22. Nags or scolds me when | am bad.

23, Thinks it is my own fault if i get into trouble.

24, Lets me dress in any way | please.

25, Tells me how preud she is of me when | am good.

26. Thinks [ should always be doing something.

27. Takes away or reduces my allowance as punishment.

28. Makes me feel what | do is important.

29. Does not care if | get into trouble.

30. Gives me new books and records as rewards.

3
Sometimes Untrue
Sometimes True

3

Sometimes Untrue
Sometimes True

3
Sometimes Untrue
Sometimes True

4

5

Tends to Very
Be True True

4
Tends to
Be True

4
Tends to
Be True

5

Very
True

5
Very
True



My Mother Untrue  be Untrue

3L
32.
33.
34.
35.
36.
37.
38.
39.
40.

1 2
Very Tends to

Cannot bring herself to punish me.

Punishes me by ignoring me.

Does riot spend any more time with me than necessary.
Lets me off easy when | do something wrong.

Treats me more like a grown up when | behave well.
Pushes me to be the best in everything | try.

Won’t let me play with other children when | am bed.
Encourages me to do tnings on my own.

Pays no attention to what | am doing in school.

Lets me stay up longer as a reward. i 2
Very Tends to

My Mother Untree be Untrue

4%
42,
43.
44.

45.
46.
47.
48.
49,
50.

My Mother

5L

52.
53.
4.
55.
56.

57.
58.
59.
€0.

Protects me from teasing or bullying by other children.
Mckes me fee!l | am not loved anymore if | misbehave.
Does not want me to bring friends home.

Gives me the choice of what to do whenever it is
possible.

Praises me before my friends.

Tells me how to spend my free time.

Spanks or whips me as punishment.

Talks to me in o warm and affectionate way.

Does not take me into consideration in making plans.

Rewards me by letting me off some of my regular chores. 1 2

Very Tends to

be Unt
Does not want me to play rough outdoor games for fear Untrue  be Untrue

| might be hurt.

Shames me before my friends when | misbehove.
Disapproves of my friends.

Lets me eat what | went to.

Expresses greater love for me when | am good.

Funishes me without any thought or understanding when
| misbehave.

Gives me extra chores as punishment.
Tries to help me when | am scared or upset.
Does not care whether | get the right kind of food.

Gives me candy or ice cream or fixes my favorite foods
for me as a reward.

3

Sometimes Untrue

Sometimes True

3

Scmetimes Untrue

Sometimes True

3
Sometimes Untrue
Scmetimes True

4 5
Tends to  Very
Be True True
4 5
Tendsto Very
Be True True
4 5

Tendsto Very

Be True

True



1 2
Very Tends to

My Mother Untrue be Untrue

61.
62,
63.
é4.
€5.
66.
él.
é8.

69.
70.

Teaches me not to fight for any reason.

Frightens or threatens me when | do wrong.

Goes out of the way to hurt my feelings.

Lets me do as | like with my time after school.
Gives me special attention as a reward.

Demands my compiete respect and obedience.
Punishes me by sending me out of the room or to bed.

Does not try to tefl me everything, but encourages me
to find things out for myself.

Leaves my care to someone else ( a relative, etc.).
Lets me go to parties or play with others more than usual

as a reward. - i 2
Very Tends to

My Mother Untrue be Untrue

71

72.
73.
74,
75.
76.
77.
78.
79.
80.

Teaches me to go to my parents or teachers for help
rather than to fight.

Tells me how ashamed of me she is when | misbehave.
Mckes fun of me.

Lets me choose my own friends.

Praises me when | deserve it.

Always tells me exactly how to do my work.

Takes away my books or records as punishment.

Respects my point of view and encourages me to express it.
Acts as if | don’t exist.

Rewards me by giving me money or increases my allowance.

1 2

My Mother Very Tendsto

82.
83.
84.
gs.
8é.
87.

88.

89.
90.

Would rather have me play at home than to visit other Untrue be Untrue
children.

Compares me unfavorably with other children when | misbehave.
Complains about me.

L ets me work by myself.

Makes me feel proud when | do well.

Pushes me to do well in school.

Punishes me by being more strict about rules and regulations.
regul ations.

Lets me do things | think are important even if it is
inconvenient for her.

Pays no attention to me.

Hugs or kisses or pets me when | am good.

3

Sometimes Untrue
Sometimes True

3

Sometimes Untrue Tends to Very

Sometimes True

3

Sometimes Untrue Tends to Very

Sometimes True

4 5
Tends to  Very
Be True True
4 5
Be True True
4 5
Be True True



My Mother

91.

92.

93.
94.
95.
9¢.
97.

1 2
. Very Tends to

Untrue be Untrue
Doesn’t let me go places because something might hoppen

to me.

Reasons with me and explains the possible harmful results
when | do wrong things.

Compares me unfavorably to other children no matter what | do.
Does not object to my loafing or daydreaming.

Praises me to others.

Will not let me question her reasoning.

Punishes me by not taking me on trips, visits, etc., that |
have been promised.

98. Tries to help me learn to live comfortably with myself.
99. Ignores me as long as | do not do anything to disturb her.
100. Gives me new things as a reward, such as a bicycle. i 5
My Mother Very Tends to

IC1.
102.

103.
104.
105.

106.
107.
108,
109.
110.

Hates to refuse me onything. Untrue  be Untrue

Thinks that it is bad for a child to be given affection and
tenderness.

Does not tell me what time to be home when | go out.
Wants to have conplete control over my actions.

Is willing to discuss rules and regulations with me and
takes my point of view into consideration in making them.

Does not care who my friends are.

Worries about me when | am away.

Does not wont me around at all when she has company.
Does not object when | am late for meals.

Teaches me that she knows best and that | must accept
her decisions.

1 2

My Mcther Very Tends to

1L

112.
113.
114.
115.
116.
117.
118.
9.
120.

Encourages me to bring friends home and tries to make Untrue  be Untrue

things pleasant for them.

Leaves me clone when | am upset.

Will not let me try things if there is a chance | will fail.
Expects children to misbehave if they are not watched.
I's easy with me.

Expects prompt and complete cbedience.

Teaches me skills | want to leam.

Does not try to help me learn things.

Wants to know all about my experiences.

Believes a child should be seen and not heard.

3
Sometimes Untrue
Sometimes True

3

Sometimes Untrue Tends to  Very

Sometimes True
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1 2 3 4 5
Very Tends to Sometimes Untrue Tendsto Very

Wy Mother Untrue be Untrue Sometimes True Be True  True

121. Does not bother much about making me obey rules.

122. Keeps the house in order by having o lot of rules and
regulations for me.

123. Makes it easy for me to ask her advice.

124. Forgets my birthday.

125. Does not want me to grow up.

126. Avoids my company.

127. Does not check up on whether | do my homework.
128, Allows me to mcke only minor decisions.

129. Says nice things about me.

130. Does not care whether | hove the same kind of clothes
as other children.

In this folder are a number of statements which describe different ways that parents act toward their children. Read each

statement carefully and think how well it describes how YOUR parent acts towara YOU.

After each statement, there are 5 (five) responses which are labeled VERY UNTRUE, SEEMS TO BE UNTRUE, SOME-
TIMES UNTRUE -~ SOMETIMES TRUE, SEEMS TO BE TRUE, AND VERY TRUE. You are to select the response that you
feel describes how YOUR parent acts toward YOU. This response should then be indicated on the separate answer sheet

by blackening between the lines which lie below the response which you have selected.

For instance, if you feel that it is VERY TRUE that your father lets you go to parties or play with others more than usual

as o reward (See A below),

STATEMENT FOUND IN FOLDER

Example A 1 2 3 4 5
My Fother Lets me to to parties or play with others Very  Seems to  Sometimes Untrue Seems to  Very
more than usual os o reward. Untrue be Untrue Sometimes True be true True
RESPONSES ON ANSWER SHEET
1 2 3 4 5
Very Seems to Sometimes Untrue Seems to Very
Untrue be Untrue Sometimes True be True True

1 I 1 i
1 11 " I
1) 1 [

Mark only one response to a statement.

DO NOT MAKE ANY MARKS ON THE FOLDER



1 2 3 4 5
Very  Tendsto Sometimes Untrue Tends to Very
My Father Untrue be Untrue Sometimes True Be True True

1. Tries to get me everything | want.

2. Complains about me to others when | do not listen to him.
3. Does not take into account my age.

4. Lets me spend my allowance any way ! like.

5. Discusses what is good cbout my behavior and helps to
make clear the desirable results of my action.

6. Punishes me hard enough when | misbehove to make sure
that | won’t do it again.

7. Takes away my toys or playthings when | am bad.
8. Is genuinely interested in my affairs.

9. Keeps forgetting things he is supposed to do for me.

10. Takes me places (trips, shows, etc.) as a reward. 1 2 3 4 5
Very Tendsto Sometimes Untrue Tendsto Very
My Father Untrue be Untrue Sometimes True Be True True
11. Spoils me.

12. Makes me feel ashamed or guilty when | misbehave.

13. Lets me know | am not wanted.

14. Sets very few rules for me.

15. Compares me favorably with other chiidren when i do weli.
16. Makes it clear that he is boss.

17. Slaps or strikes me when | misbehave.

18. Makes me feel wanted and needed.

19. Is too busy to answer my questions.

20. Reloxes rules and regulations as o reward. 1 2 3 4 5
Very Tendsto Sometimes Untrue Tendsto Very
My Father Untrue be Untrue Sometimes True Be True True

21. Is very careful about protecting me from accidents.
22. Nags or scolds me when | am bad.

23. Thinks itis my own fault if | get into trouble.

24. Gives me as much freedom as | want.

25. Tells me how proud he is of me when | am good.

26. Never lets me get away with breaking a rule.

27. Takes away or reduces my allowance as punishment.
28. Makes me feel what | do is important.

29. Does not care if | get into trouble.

30. Gives me new books or records as rewards.



1 2 3 4 5
Very Tends to  Sometimes Untrue Tends to  Very

My Father Untrue be Untrue Sometimes True Be True True

31. Believes | should have no secrets from my parents.

32. Punishes me by ignoring me.

33. Does not spend any more time with me than necessary.

34. Lets me off easy when | do something wrong.

35, Treats me more like o grown up when | behave well.

36. Pushes me to be the best in everything [ try.

37. Won't let me play with other chiidren when | am bad.

38. Encourages me to do things on my own.

39. Pays no attention to what | am doing in scheol.

40. Lets me stay up longer as a reward. 1 2 3 4 5
Very Tends to  Sometimes Untrue Tends tc  Very

My Father ) ) . Untrue be Untrue Sometimes True Be True True

41. Protects me from teasing or bullying by other children.

42. Makes me feel | am not loved anymore if | misbehave.

43. Does not want me to bring friends home.

44. Gives me the choice of what to do whenever it is

possible.

45. Praises me before my friends.

46. Tells me how to spend my free time.

47. Spanks or whips me as punishment.

48. Talks to me in o warm ond affectioncte woy.

49. Dees not take me into consideration in making plans.

50. Rewards me by letting me off some of my regular chores. 1 2 3 4 5
My Father Very  Tends to Somet.imes Untrue Tends to Very

51. Does not want me to play rough outdoor games for feor | Untrue  be Untrue  Sometimes True  Be True True

might be hurt.
52. Shames me before my friends when | misbehave.
53. Disapproves of my friends.
54. Expects me to take everyday disappointments.
55. Expresses greater love for me when | am good.

56. Punishes me without any thought or understanding when
| misbehave.

57. Gives me extra chores as punishment.
58. Tries to help me when | am scared or upset.
59. Does not care whether | get the right kind of food.

€0. Gives me candy or ice cream or fixes my favorite foods
for me as a reward.



My Father Vlry Tenzds to Sometimzs Untrue Ten:s to Vsery
61. Moakes others give in to me. Untrue be Untrue Sometimes True Be True True
€2. Frightens or threatens me when [ do wrong.

63. Goes out of the way to hurt my feelings.

¢4. Lets me stay up as late as | like.

65. Gives me special ottention as a reward.

66. Demands my complete respect and obedience.

¢7. Punishes me by sending me out of the room or to bed.

¢8. Does not try to tell me everything, but encourages me
to find things out for myself.

¢9. Leaves my care to someone else ( a relative, etc.).

70. Lets me go to parties or play with others more than
usual as a reward.

1 2 3 4 5
My Foth Very Tends to Sometimes Untrue Tendsto Very
Y rother Untrue be Untrue Sometimes True Be True True
71. Teaches me to go to my parents or teachers for help
rather than to fight.
72. Tells me how ashamed of me he is when | misbehave.
73. Mdkes fun of me.
74. Lets me do pretty msch what | want to do.
75. Praises me when | deserve it.
76. Always tells me exactly how to do my work.
77. Takes away my books or records as punishment.
78. Respects my point of view and encourages me to express it.
79. Acts as if | don’t exist.
80. Rewards me by giving me money or increases my allowance. : ) 3 4 5
My Father Very Tends to Sometimes Untrue Tendsto Very
81. Wants me to hove at least as large an allowance as my Untrue be Untrue Sometimes True  Be True  True

friends.

82. Compares me unfavorably with other children when |
misbehave.

83. Complains about me.

84. Lets me work by myself.

85. Makes me feel proud when | do well.
86. Pushes me to do well in school.

87. Punishes me by being more strict about rules and
regulations.

88. Lets me do things | think ore importont even if it is
inconvenient for him.

89. Pays no attention to me.



1 2
Very  Tends to

My Father
91. Tries to keep me out of situations that might be Untrue  be Untrue
unpleasant oand embarrassing.
92. Reasons with me and explains the possible harmful
results when | do wrong things.
93. Compares me unfavorably to other children no matter
whoat | do.
94. Does not object to my loafing or daydreaming.
95. Praises me to others.
9€. Will not fet me auestion his reasoning.
97. Punishes me by not taking me on trips, visits, etc.,
that | have been promised.
98. Tries to help me learn to live comfortably with myself.
99. Ignores me as long as | do not do anything to disturb him.
100. Gives me new things as a reward, such as c bicycle. 1 2
) Very  Tends to
My Father U
. t be Untrue
101. Hates to refuse me anything. nirue be Lniry
102. Thinks that it is bad for a child to be given affection
cnd tenderness.
103. Does not tell me what time to be home when [ go out.
104, Wants to have complete control over my actions.
105. Is willing to discuss rules and regulations with me and
takes my point of view into consideration in making them.
10€. Does not care who my friends are.
107. Worries about me when | am awcy.
10€. Does not want me around at all when he has company.
109. Does not object when | am late for meals.
110. Teaches me that he knows best and that | must accept
his decisions.
1 2
My Father Very  Tends to
111. Encourages me to bring friends home and tries to make Untrue  be Untrue
things pleosant for them.
112. Leaves me alone when | am upset.
113. Worries o great deol cbout my health.
114, Expects children to misbehave if they are not watched.
115. Is easy with me.
116. Expects prompt and complete obedience.
117. Teaches me skills | want to leara.

118.

e

Does not try to help me learn things.
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1 2 3 4 5
Very  Tends to Sometimes Untrue Tendsto Very
My Father Untrue be Untrue Sometimes True Be True True
121, Does not bother much about making me obey rules.

122, Is full of advice about everything | do.

123. Mokes it easy for me to ask his advice.

124. Forgets my birthday.

125. Does not want me to grow up.

126. Avoids my company.

127. Does not check up on whether | do my homework.
128. Allows me to make only minor decisions.

129. Says nice things about me.

130. Does not care whether | have the same kind of clothes
as other children.




