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_ . Abstract ,Iv’ o s v
The study was designed to determine the persona11ty‘d1fferences ]
-between unwed mothers- and/a contro] group of marr1ed mothers ‘and a]so‘
: to determine the differehces in ch]]d rear1ng attwtudes, using the
}Acceptance ReJect1on and” Contro]-Autonomy d1mens1ons between unwed
marrled and adopt1ve mothers In the study s1xty five fema]e subjects |
served in three groups Group A (24 unwed mothers) Group B (nJ Adop-
t1ve ‘mothers) and Group C (22 Marr1ed mothers) A]] Ss comp]eted two
'maternal att1tude quest1onna1res the Pa?enta] Att1tude Research In-’ .
ventory (PARI) and the U.S. C. Materna1 SCale (USC), and a Quest1onna1re
prov1d1ng demograph1c data and descr1pt1ve 1nformat1on thevunwed
mothers ‘The unweds ‘and contro]s both of s1m11ar soc1o-economic‘
status, also comp]eted a persona]1ty test, theuCa11forn1a Psychological
.11nventory (CPI) | | o | | | : ..- |
_‘ " The PARI and CPI were factor analyzed and the thes1s factors when
compared W h those found 1n the 11terature, were s1mi]ar enough to
.establlsh tZe stab1]1ty of the factor structures The unweds scored
s1gr1f1cant1y 1ower {p < 005) on: a CPL factor ca]]ed "AdJustment by
Soc“al/Conform1ty," 1nd1cat1ng that ‘the unweds exh1bited sign1f1cant1y3',
'J,1ess soc1a11zat1on, matur1ty, se]f contro], responsibi]1ty and C°"°,, |

't}form1ty than the contro] mothers “and that the ﬁnweds,have 1ess ab111ty“

'g,f'to create a good 1mpress1on on others than the control group

Regardlng the differences 1n chi]d rearing att1tudes using Anova
the unweds showed a tendency (p<. 10) to overt]y accept their chi]dren

' less than the contro]s and a, tendency (p < 10) to imp11c1t1y reJect

‘ the1r ch11dren more than the contro1s A stepw1se di?%riminant ana]ysis

553us1ng a]] 15. var1ab]es and factors of the USse,- PARI and CPI correct]y

v.
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-c]ass1f1ed 71% of the unweds and contro]s, thus 1nd1cat1ng that the pro-
f11es of the unweds ‘and controls differed 519n1f1cant1y -on severa]
. factors ‘and var1abLes (p < .01). Compar1ng the contro]s and adoptlves

on child-rearing att1tudes, it was found that the adopt1ves were s1gn1f1-
cantly more authoritar1an (p < 05) with the1r ch11dren than the contro]s, '
:but there were no s1gn1f1cant d1fferences between the adoptwves and con~-
1 trdﬂs on the1r 1eve1 of acceptance or reJect1on of their ch11dren Com-
‘parnng the unweds and adopt1ves on ch11d rear1ng att1tudes, 1t was found

that the adopt1ves were s1gn1f1cant1y more. author1tar1an (p < 05) than

the unweds, and that the unweds scored s1gn1f1cant]y h1gher (p < 05) |
‘“than the adopt1ves on covert reJect1on and/overt re3ect1on of the ch1ld

and the unweds scored s1gn}f1cant]y Tower (p <. 05) than the adoptives e

on overt acceptance of -the ch11d Because the more reaectlng att1tudes \ | &'
towards the ch11d of the unwed mother cou]d not be attr1buted to soc1o-‘ 47
“'econonuc dlfferences between the unwed and- adopt1ve mothers, the re-
hnyect1ng att1tudes of the unwed mother were attr1buted ‘to psycho]og1ca1
'and soc1o]og1ca1 var1ab1es ‘other than soc1o econom1c status A step= |
wise d1scr1m1nant'ana1ys1s,performed on the e]even variab]es and factors
of the USC and PARI for the three groups resu]ted in ¢ rrect]y 1dent1fy-
ang 69% .of. the‘subJects 1nd1cat1ng that the ch11d reargng prof11es of
the three -groups d1ffered s1gn1f¥cant1y (p < .01) on several var1ab1es

I

and- factors e §
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INTRODUCTION ) L
The comments expressed by B1rd at the F1rst Nat1onal Conference on 5';
"Fam11y P]annlng in Canada’ (1972) g1ve a genera] 1dea of the magn1tude H
i'and gravity of the problem of 11]eg1t1macy B1rd po1nts out that the ,g |
"r1se in the 111eg1trmacy rate 1s a matter of er1ous concern today be—

cause it doubled between 1959 and 1969 The number roée from 4.2% t0"

-9, 2% of 11ve b1rths : PR S

It should be noted that between T@?O and 1971 ‘there was a drop’1n
the 111eglt1macy rate 1n Canada of from 9, 6% to 9 0% and in Alberta of

. from 12.8% to 11. 9% (Man]ey—Casxm1r, 1973 p. 9) Hobart attr1butes

1970 5 3,769 abortions in 1971, - o

th1$ downward trend in A]berta malnly to -the. 11bera112ed poljcy - on. »

'abort1on 51nce the number of therapeutlc abort1ons rose from 1 050 An T ‘L

. N
Further, Rous]ston, speak1ng at the F1rst Nationa] Conference on -

-Fam11y P1ann1ng, has 11nked the number of "unwanted" ch1ldren born in ’,"

'Canada tb an unhappy ch11dhood am@ihy]ack of the deve]opment of the

ﬁ.'ch1]d 's potent1a] : '

“"Canada_ has,sas a- country, approx1matety*350‘000‘T1ve .

' ’-CX? - cannot be- analyzed. in.detail. No natter . howfstatist1c1ans,v 1

births per year at this time. VYet Ssixty. to selventy thousand
of these births are unwanted pregnancies . What thdse ixty -
to seventy thousand unwanted pregnancies do to-a total society

Ay

demographe S, or socio]ogists work, the imp.-t can not be de-
tailed. We do know one simple Tdct and that 1is that preg-. .
- 'nancies’ br1ng With them some smz1] measure only of human
. happiness and health, and their adverse impact on family . - .
happ1ness and secur1ty and on soc1ety 1n genera] 1s enormous o

. "Canada has approxlmately thirty. thousand bab1es born _

- out of wedlock each’ year: an increase of one hundred percent
~in the Tast ‘decade. -What is the future of the great '
.,maJor1ty of, these chi]dren?" ,

N

\
Wl
v

Tm
P
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Br1ta1n s, Nat1ona1 Ch11d Deve]opment Study (Tlme Nov 12 1973)

©of 1TTeglt1mate ch11dren g1ves an tnchation of: what the "future of the

[ great maJorlty of these ch1]dren" w111 be. The study 1nd1cates that

’-_[ the un1que re]at1onsh1p between the- unwed mother and her ch11d enta1Ts

’f}a part1cu]ar type of soc1aT1zat1on pattern wh1ch tends to resu]t 1n >

:3;;emot1ona1 and behav1ora1 problems for the 15]egit1mate ch1Td The study

T g1t1mat c@1]dren ra1sed by adopt1ve mothers and 15 563 1eg1t1mate

1‘1;‘compared 458 1]1eglt1mate ch1Tdren ra1sed by the1r mothers, 182 111e 454( "

A

‘f‘ch1ldren The resuTts showed that by. the t1me the 111eg1t1mate ch1Tdren

f" who had rema1ned WTth the1r mothers reached the age of seven, they were

3 g1t1mate ch1Tdren be1ng.;nc1uded compared unfavorabTy physicaTTy, 1n— ~:

R maﬂadJusted" '71.;' :1_," Hf'fl ;?' 'f' 3

'tween the three groups

-teachers cTass1f1ed about a quarter of the d1sadvantaged chJTdren as -

; at a d1st1nct d1sadvantage “The resuTts showed that the unwed mothers _;_;ff

‘ ;,had begun to move soc1aT]y downward and that the ch1Tdren s behav1or ;‘

A

‘and schoo]work were deterioratlng ThTS f1nd1ng s part1cu1a¥Ty
¥

.str1k1ng s1nce the researchers contrdﬁ]ed for soc1o economné status be- R

3

"5" The study further reports thattthe dxsadvantaged ch1Tdren, 1TTe- -

'teTTeo¢ua1Ty and soc1a11y with the ord1nary ch11dren a?br example,

the study found the d1sadvantaged ch1Tdren to be ‘on the average three

-

“and on one han years beh1nd the ord1nary ch11dren in. read?rg scores and

.:p,

»g;Other findings of the study incTuded the foTTow1ng

-'"D1sadvantaged chmldrenlwere notabTy short for the1r age,v-e-
~ and four times as many of them- suffered marked hearing pro-.
blems as did the other children. - The disadvantaged were five
~ times as ‘likely to be absent from school -for %ang periods be-- ..
cause of 111 health or emotional disorders. One in 14 needed
; special education compared to one, tn 80 among ord1nary '
. ch1Tdren " » _
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o "One out of eleven of the disadvantaged, but only one in-

300 of the ordinary children, had had contact with the juvenile
. probation service. In fact, the disadvantaged use social R
~service agencies so heayily that the report estimates that a =
2% reduction in the number of disadvantaged would produce a re-
duction of between 11%. and 14% in the number of "calls" on the
agencies." . o ; : ' S '

In order to account for the poor social, intellectual and physical

.developmenf‘bf the disadvantaged child, it is necessary to look to the .

‘ unwed mother's'personé]ity\aﬁg'maternal a;titudes. Larson (1970) states

_that two of the most important parental faét&rs‘infTuencing the child's

.deVelopment éfe the{]) pSycho]ogica]’fesources or’ﬁefsona]ity-character_

istics of the parent, and 2) the parental child-rearing orientations
bf;shpport-(]ove or Hosti](zz) and control (authoritarianism and per-.

missivenéss)f\ The bresent study.will concentrate.on these two dimen-

'sion§ pf‘the‘parenta1 personaTity aﬁd the parent&],chi]d“rearing

‘attitudes of support and control.y Geneérally, Lidz,(1972) stresses the,

" impact that the fémi1y'has‘6ﬁgthe'nature'ofithe.chi]d's development as

"i Kidd (1965) studied the frequency of pSychiatrié symptoms -of unwed

2

‘%o]1egé_stuqent§?ﬁho became'préénant,_ with‘regards-go upwed,CO11e83>

be states that the, . |

"Family is the primary teacher.of social interaction and
-emotional reactivity. It teaches by means of ‘its milieu and
nonverbal communication more than by formal education. " The
. child"s 'sources of identification and self-esteem derive
from .the family and markedly influence the developing :
- patterns of symbolic functioning. However, the chiid is also
- exposed to the parental interpretation‘of'reality’and the :
- parents'-ways of communicating. Parental.interpretations -
may have limited instrumental utility when ‘they primarily
serve to maintain the parents' own precarious equilibrium"
(p. 278). =~
. ; ‘ : C . ?

Several theoriesté andfreseakchefs'héve identified‘particu]ar per-

sona]ity_pﬁfierns that Be]ong<to unwed mqtheré as-a grbUp:' Giefkénd :

S

girls becomfng preéhgnt; Giel found that emoﬁioha1 i11 heéith freé,;

-t
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quently antedated their pre nancies

led psych1atr1t records were kept»of all Of'

In Giel's study,'det

the students seek1ng he'p dur1ng the univers1ty year. For the study,

!

an ana]ys1s and d1agnos1 were carr1ed~out us1ng the psychiatr1c con-

su]tat1on records of the exp r1menta1 group of 57 1ater pregnant ur-
”marr1ed women and the control

~
become pregnant out ofY d]ock . The ana1y$1s and d1agnos1s of the re-

oup of 57 unmarr1ed women who did rot

cords was carried.out by a’ researcher who did not have pr1or know]edge
‘of wh1ch records represented the ex6ér1menta1 or control groups Also,‘
on]y consu]tat1on records pr1or to the pregnancy'Were in st1gated
The resul+ts of the study 1ndlcate that s1gn1f1cant1$;more (x -

11. 9, 1d.7 o < 0. 001) of the pregnant unmarr1ed students (45 6%) had .
.consu]ted the1r doctor with conspicuous psych1atr1c d1sab1]7ty in the §

' flrst year of un1vers1ty than had the . contro]s (15 8%) Also, the

1ater pregnant students had h1gher consultat1on rates than the contro]s”'

~which is'in keep1ng w1th a neurot1c persona11ty type

Giel ‘ound that the factor d1fferent1at1ng the neurotic students

from the non-neurotic and control students was that ‘of.an unstab]e
i famlly background 1n the neurot1c group Giel states that

“The most common pattern seen was that where an“unstab]e home
}background -induced a neurotic need for a secure re]ationship,-
one rich in an understanding and;.a degree of interpersonal IR
communication that the, young womeh ‘had lacked previously. In"
most cases the need, for emot1ona1 'security that sought its
- “ulfilment in the sex re]at1onsh1p was - largely uncdfscious.
' Among others, their own awareness of neurotically-endowed
ioneliness and social inadequacies had brought about’a,con--
_ scious hope ‘for emotional security to,result from the eeper.
o contact of the sex relat1onsh1p" (p. 593). _

e] p01nts out- that Exgenck (p 59f§ us1ng psycho]og1ca] tests'.hs'f
‘if“ AR fnu*d unmarr1ed mothers to be more neuvo* !c and- extraverted than
| marrted mothers Farnsworth (Na1man, 1966q p 456- 466) 1nfan unpub-'~

Lo C



* lished ﬁaper has a]so found that co]]ege students who become pregnant _

- out of wedlock are more d1sturbed emot1ona1]y than a, group of controls

s -Home) 1n Alameda County, and 373 unwed mothers in H1gh1and Hosp1ta1 in _

of co]]ege students who did npt become pregnant

M1dd1eman (1970 - f, st111 other factors inf]uencing the un-
;; wed-mother which “tenc ©  :cyreat te a crisis s1tuat1on for the unwed
mother M1dd]eman looks upun teenage unwed mothers‘from an: Eerson1an
' po1nt of view wh1ch emphasizes the var1ous stages or cr1ses 1nvo]ved 1n
v'the deve]opmental process from 1nfancy to old age M1dd1eman’states
_ that the unwed mother is s1mu1taneously fac1ng the identity ‘crisis of
_ ado]escence, the cr1s1s of generat1v1ty or creat1ng and nurtur1ng a
‘new 11fe, and the cr1s1s of 1nt1macy Thus,vthe unwed teenage mother
'dur1ng and . after pregnancy may be descr1bed as exper1enc1ng tremendous . ;
.psycho]og1ca1 cr1ses which, 1f not reso]ved may resu]t in. 1dent1ty
d1ffus1on rather than a sense of 1dent1ty, 1so]at1on rather than in- .
"t1macy, and se]feabsorpt1on rather than gener tivity.. Furthermore, a
'_mother suffer1ng from se]f—absorpt1on, soc1a1 1so]at1on and 1dent1ty
: d1ffus1on will have 11tt1e to offer a ch11d in terms of wirmth, concern

1 and a sense of secur1ty

V1ncent (1961) has a]so stud1ed the persona11ty pattern of unwed

”mothers V1ncent s samp]e of’unwed mothers was made up of 189 unwed
G’}
’mothers attend1ng Booth Menivrial Hosp1ta1 (Sa]vat1on Army Maternity

',}Alameda County in- 195& The' women ansered a genera] quest1onna1re and
the Ca]1forn1a Psycho]ogica1 Inventory (CPI) V1ncent found many -
;s1gn1f1canf1y different persona\yty qua11t1es between those unwed
mothers who kept thelr chi]dren and those who surrendered thelr

y T : )
o

ch11dren for adoptlon o



o
The main resu1t5‘of_Vincent's‘analySis of the personalities of"
the unwed;mothers was that onra group basis the"unweds who kept'their '
children had a s1gn1f1cant1y less: pos1t1ve CPI profile than those who
re]eased their children for adopt1on< The unweds ‘who kept their k
ch11dren had s1gn1f1cant1y 1ower scores (p < 0 01) than the unweds who
surrendered the1r ch11dren on th1rteen of the e1ghteen CPI sca]es ‘The
only sca]e on wh1ch the unweds keeping their ch11dren was h1gher was on
the "Fem1n1n1ty" scale. An item ‘analysis showed that "the h1gher Fe

score of those who kept their ch11dren was more a man1festat1on of

: pa551ve, 1mpuls1ve and ret1r1ng behavior and of an avo1dance of respons1-

" b111ty and 1eadership than a ref]ect1on of feminine warmth and concern i

hroﬂmm"(p ]W).,:' R

With regard toffamily-baCKground Vincent conc]udes,‘"On a group,

'bas1s, the unwed mothers who kept’ the1r ch11dren had s1gn1f1cant1y 1ess

,pos1t1ve 1ntra—’ mily re]atlonsh1ps and home situations than thosc wﬁo

released their ch11dren for adoption" (p. 188). Vincent a]so‘found,

'"The unwed mothers who kept theiriChtldren came fromvunhappy;and'mother; N

'Z}dominated\homes" (p. 189). This eua1uation was based on questtonhaire |

datavindicating'that the parent's marriage was unhappy and’fu11'of

arguments and ‘open conf11ct and that the mother was dom1nant in decis1on—;\

‘-pmak1ng Itvwas reported that the unweds keep1ng the1r ch11dren were ';1' '

5

.d1sc1p11ned ma1n1y by the1r mothers who- used phys1ca1 punishment “and .

3

‘r1d1cu1e before th1rteen years of age and r1d1cu1e after th1rteen years

of age. "Those who~kept their ch11dren reported that~they d1d not get

rewards, 1ove, or affection from e1ther parent" (p 190) and that a]- . |

‘though they had felt c]ose to the1r mothers prl%r to age th1rteen,

after age th1rteen they d1d not fee] close to. anybody They a1so fe]t :

P
N

o



' that they we e d1sc1p]1ned more harshTy and liked Tess than the1r s1b1-'
| ings. | | ' ' |
The unwed mothers who kept their bables were sTlghtTy older in

~ mean age and 1 ss educated There was a def1n1te pattern for the un-
weds keep1ng the1r ch11dren to come from broken homes wh1ch were ma1nTy
the result of a1death of one parent T
It was aTso found that the'"unwed mothers who kept their children
had Tess self-confidence and exper1ence in heterosexua] re]at1ons, and 2
- more negat1ve att1tudes concern1ng sex than those who had released
the1r ch1Tdren" (p 190) V1ncent states that the unwed mothers who -
vfkept,r"appeared to be e1ther reTat1ve1y isolated. from, or in revoTt
agalnst the trad1t1ona] sex mores and the stigma attached to dev1ant
sexual. behav1or" (p.. 190 191) Th1s statement is based partTaTTy upon
“7the fact that very few of the unweds (6%) who kept stated that they
.'wou]d not have 111eg1t1mate ch1Tdren 1f they could rellve their T1ves ‘
. aga1n (as opposed to 86% of the unweds who surrendered he1r ch11dren),
' and/upon the. fact that most who kept (85%) stated that .they had never'

been in troub]e because of the1r sexuaT behav1or (as opposed to the

o rate of 3% for the unweds who surrendered)

Vincent diﬁhded the group of unwed mothers keep1ng the1r ch11dren

- ‘into. three ma1n groups wh1ch tend to 1so]ate d1fferent c1rcumstances or

reasons for the women dec1d1ng to keep the1r ch11dren The f1rst group
' has m1n1maT pos1t;ye 1dent1f1cation w1th\1nd1v1duals and soc1a] groups
' who m1ght commUn1cate the trad1tlona1 sex—mores and the st1gma con- : -
' comitant with g1v1ng b1rth out of wedTock to them in a mean1ngfu] way" a

(p 193) The second group tr1es to “showythe1r desperate need for at
' least one pr1mary reTat1onsh1p 1n which they gL needed and Toyed oy

- e

N



dence on them makes it safe for them to rece1v~ and

‘J\J‘_

return that Tove 1n the1r own ways" (p.. ]93) These girls came,from a

| someone whose depen

_host11e and pun1t1ve fam11y background and they fe]t anx1ety and doubtsh
;'concern1ng their persona11t1es, the1r appearance and thelr chances of
“‘ever gett1ng,marr1ed Vincent states’ that the th1rd group of ‘mothers
.keep1ng their’ ch11dren have a high potential for be1ng good mothers
He states that a "m1nor1ty of unwed mothers keep1ng their ch11dren have*
pos1t1ve persona11ty profiles and exper1ences of fam11y Tife; they are
motivated to keep their ch11dren a) as extens1ons of pos1t1ve meaning-l
ful re]at1onsh1ps with sexua] mates whom they ]ove, and b) ds expres-
's1ons of their capac1ty and des1re to love and rear the1r ch11dren" |
(p. 195) The above resu]ts tend.to substant1ate V1ncent 3 or1g1na1 _
;"hypothes1s that the maJorlty of unwed’mothers who keep their children
1ack the potent1a1 for good motherhood' n (p 199) Vincent con-
c]udes that the "above CPI and famlly questionnaIre data tend to- .. |
corroborate the op1n1on expressed by many 1nd1v1duals who prov1de
counse]1ng, casework, and therapeutic services for unwed mothers, o
namely that (a]though there ‘are. 1nd1v1dua1 exceptions) many of ‘the
unwed mothers who are the most 1ns1stent on keeping the1r ch11dren
:appear the least 11ke1y, because of persona11ty and fam11y 11fe ex- -

_ per1ences to become adequate mothers" (p 191) { | | |
"There is a maJor methodo1ogica1 problem w1th V1ncent s study s1nce
' ;the unweds who kept the1r~chi]dren were found ‘to be from fam111es oﬁ
1ower soc1o econom1c background than the unweds who\surrendered Coae(i
sequent]y, some,of/the’d1fferences found between the two groups may

| ‘be attr1butab1e to. the d1fferences in socio- econom1c status rather :

Vthan to whether or not the unweds kept or surrendered their ch11dren

gcr.
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Inlother'words, had Vincent controlled for socio-economit status, he
}.:Pmay not have found the above stated significant differenoes betWeen‘the
'unwed mothers who kept and those who surrendered ‘ |
There is a¥ 1arge body of research wh1ch spec1f1es the d1fferences
in ch11dfreartngapract1ces and child deve]opment which vary with the
_mother's socio-eeonomic}statUS For’example, Chi]man (1968); and Searsgaf
.Macoby and Lev1n (1957) found that<mothers of lower socxo -economic
status tend to be more pun1t1ve restr1ct1ve and demand1ng of thélr ’
‘ch11dren. They apply: more pressure on the ch11d w1th regard to the
_chi]d's‘egpress1on of sex, aggressjon and_dependency. whereas, the :
middle class mothersltend to be more permissfve, less demand1ng and ;
'more reward or1ented rather than pun1§hment-or1ented Lower c]ass.
mothers a1so tend ‘to be colder to. the1r ch11dren than middle class |
mothers, and 1ower c]ass mothers use obJect-orlented techn1ques of d1s-
'c1p11ne wh1ch the Sears*group have found to be less’ effect1ve for rap1d
'development of consc1enoe (or 1nner contro]s) 'M1dd1e class mothers,
“on the other hand,. tend to be more accepting and warm w1th their children
,and they-use~]ove-or1ented_technlques of.d1sc1p11ne. A1so-re1ated}to |
'socio-econOmie.1eve1,;Corrigan (1970) “and other researchers have found

~that the rates. of-psychiatric disorder vary dnverse]y‘by 1ncome , With

. ;h1gher rates of emot1ona1 d1sturbance accompanying 1ower 1ncome groups

K ‘-"

Sears has found that when the ch11d grows up and has ch11dren of
her own, she tends to use the same ch11d rear1ng pract1ces as those to
wh1ch she herse]f was exposed For examp]e, the 1ower c1ass ch11d wi]]'u
. cont1nue to use the ch11d rear1ng pract1ces of the 1ower class Sears 4
-vhas a]so found that the Chl]d reay1ng pract1ces of the different socio-“.

‘ econom1c classes have different1a1 effects upon the ch11d s persona11ty



10.

development. For examp]e Sears has found that the pun1t1ve or1enta-
t1on of the 1owem class mother is 1neffectua1 in contro111ng the ch1]d S

behav1or, for 1nstance pun1sh1ng the child's dependenpy,behavior for

“the purpose nf eliminating it tends to 1ncrease the amount hf dependency

Gy

exh1b1ted by the ch11d Another examp]e is the fo]1ow1ng us1ng
"'phys1ca1 pun1shment in order to try to e11m1nate aggress1veness 1n the
child tends to 1ncrease the ]eve] of aggre551veness exh1b1ted by the
child. | |
Because of the d1fferences in the materna] Chl]d rear1ng att1tudes ‘
and the child's persona11ty deve]opment which vary as a result.of socio- L
,‘econom1c status, it is necessary to equate cqmpar1son groups of unwed
mothers and contro] groups with respect to soc1o-eco*vm1c status.
\Because Vincent did not contro1 for soc1o—econom1c status, his resu]ts'
are of quest1onab1e va]1d1ty ‘The present-study attempted toﬂcontrol,
for this major methodo]og1ca1 error by obtaining Ss of'simtiar sdcio;
econdmic status Thus, the present study attempted to d1scover whether
or not the re1at1onsh1ps found in Vlncent 3 study st111 hold. | , -
The present study dlffers from the one carr1ed out hy V1ncent ﬂhas-
l‘much as the contro] group is- one of married ‘mothers of lower soc1o- )
- economic status rather than “unwed mothers who surrendered their ch11dren
The. author found that 1t was extremely d1ff1cu1t to obta1n a samp]e of |

unwed mothers who had surrendered the1r chlldren Th1s was because the |

~* -government hes1tates to release the names of unweds who gave up the1r

ychildren for reasons of the mothers right to pr1vacy -
In add1t1on to emp1r1ca1 stud1es, there is an abundance of anecdota]
material that supports thé& f1nd1ngs of V1ncent w1mper1s (1960) reports

an anecdota1 f1nd1ng concern1ng the unyed mothers who keep as opposed to
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ﬂ"fthose who surhender'their chiidhen for‘adoption which- is simi]ar*to
';;hat of V1ncent s study With regard to a study of unwed mothers in

1
the County of Midboro -in Eng]and w1mper1s reports that when the

teenage unwed mothers had a re]at1ve]y normal home the baby was usua]ly

adopted. However, when the unweds came frofunstable ow broken home
backgrounds so that it was almost 1mhoss1b1e for them to give the1r
ch11dren a riormal unbr1ng1ng, most of them kept the1r bab1es. Of
twelve unweds from broken homes, on1y three parted with their children
and "the other nine clung to the1r babies, poss1b1y somet1mes feeling,
as one‘mother eXpressed nt,_that it was the only thing that ‘belonged
~to her' in an empty, friehd]ess world" (Wimperis, 1960, p. 272-273).
Wimperis goes on to describe c]infca1 findings relating to some

‘ of-the»difficd]ties,faced-by the,onWed,mothek in trying to raise her

child alone and the negative,impliéations for the chi1d‘s.own'deyelop-
ment R . .‘ : >

Dr. Chr1st1ne Cooper descrlbes the 11fe of ‘many of these
(illegitimate) children.
“The /child is_cared for in constantly changing'circum= .
stances, being moved about among relatives and friends, taken
“round to different lodgings by the mother, or put in and out
of day or residential nurseries. He often has periods in- the
. care of the Tocal authority's Children's Department, and..
“ finally may be removed from his mother's care to an institu-
tion or foster home. Here his behavior is usually difficult or
delinquent, and this may result in further changes of care
This unfortunate fate is suffered by many illegitimate -
children and there is an urgent need for steps to be taken
to prevent such treatment. The mother is usually vac111at1ng
in her attitude to the ch11d being alternately over-pro-
tective and neglectful. He is unable to attach himself per-
- manently to his mother or.reliable substitute, and develops
. into the affectionless, §§{$tquent adolescent ‘who, as Bowlby
- has pointed out, only too en produces illegitimate: ch11dren TN
 himself and the cyc]e is. repeated" (N1hm§r1s p. 259 260) ’ :

_If the unwed " mother doos in fact reJect her chi]d her negat1ve

att1tude towards the child oan;effect many.of her cha]d-rear1ng

\ SRR L T
.



12.

Lo

practices and the chi]d's_own development. Symonds, Kinstler, Ba]dwin,A

~ Kalhorn andlBreese (Medinnus, p. 91f;fandiHorney (1937) regard the
L ees : _ . .

parental attitude of either acqeptance‘or rejection toward *he child ds-

: a basic dynamic or determinant of other parental behaviors toward the

child. Horney fdnds that covert rejection or a lack of genuine care
and affect1on for the child can be more harmfu] to the ch11d S per-
sonality deve]opment than overt reJect1on on the part of the parent

Hur]ey (]965) has demonstrated an 1nverse retationship’ between parenta]

N attltudes of- reJect1on for"the chlld‘and the ch11d S 1eve1 of 1n-

\

te]]ectua] deve]opment He also emphasazes the research ev1dence ine

d1cat1ng that a reJectlng,‘punitiVe attitude;towards children resu1ts

- in a "bruta]tz1ng and 1nte11ectua11y 1mpover1sh1ng 1nf1uence upon

humans" (p. 1]3)

More unwed mothers are keep1ng their ch11dreﬁhthan ever before 1n

: Canada and the Un1ted States; however, there are 1nd1cat1ons that a

proport1on of these unwed mothers are 1ater surrender1ng their ch11dren

because of an inability to cope w1th the1r s1tuat1on (Newsweek Sept

- 18, 1971) In her study on the problems of the one parent famt]y 1n

Canada, Guyatt has shown that,'"These s1ng]e parents revealed the1r
fear of 1one11ness, loss’ of self- esteem, fee]1ngs of fa11ure, gu11t
depress1on host111ty, b1tterness and the fee11ng of be1ng overwhelmed

by the1r s1tuat1on ! The Tack of se]f-esteem, depress1on and f1nanc1a1

pressures cou1d produce parental.reaect1on of se]f-or parenta] reJec- ,’

@hon of - the ch11d e1ther of wh1ch cou]d 1ead to the ch11d s reJect1on
of self (Med1nnus p. 155) R

DI
2.

He]per, Cohen, Be1terman and Eaton (1968) a]so found that “Certaint"

- theories and some pl1n1ca1,data. .. suggest that 11fe stress before or

4
)

Y
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during'pregnancy may interfere with the woman's-psycho1ogica1 affi]ia-‘
untjon with the fetus, and thereby Jeopardlze her ab111ty adequately t*
mother tﬂb baby after birth" (p 183). He1per s study Was designed Lo
_determ1ne the kinds of. 11fe events women Judge to 1mpose part1cu1ar1y o
h great d1ff1cu1t1es,on adqustment to pregnancy.

The groups of women chosen tor Helper's study were comprised of:
varaous re11g1ous backgrounds, socio-economic - status, ages and pregnancy
status The corre]at1ons between the var1ous groups of women concern1ng
the extent of- agreement on the dlfflculty Tevel of 1ife- events was
genera]]y h1gh w1th over one half of the corre]at1ons above 0. 85 for the
“list of events referr1ng to the during- pregnancy stress s1tuat1ons The
vresults of the study 1nd1cate that c1rcumstan%es represent1ng maJor re-

Jectlon of the pregnancy e1ther by the father of the ch11d or by society :
: as Q whole create the greatest amount of d1ff1cu1ty 1n acceptance’of

the pregnancy by the woman It was found that four of “the f1ve top-
?rated items c1ear1y f1t th]S category S ,
1\ - It may be p01nted out that with the unwed mother, the father of
', the child has in many cases reJected the pregnancy and that genera]]y
soc1ety a]so rejects the idea of 111egit1macy wh1ch does not conform "'
fto,m1dd1e class standards.‘-Rashbaum,~Rehr, Eaneth and‘Greeberg‘(]963)-
- states that-“"In ourlsociety; to become pregnant out of wedlock is
‘ cons1dered an act of sbc1a1 1rrespons1b111ty" (p 1i)ﬂr Further. the'
:Canad1an Counc11 (1971) 1nterv1ewed unwed mothers and found a general

‘feellng of ostrac1sm amongvthe unwed mothers A1so, Bernste1n (1963)

L :states that the,'"tota1 s1tuat1on for many unmarr1ed mothers 1nc1udes

endur1ng exper1ences of poverty and d1scr1m1nat1on and hav1ng a. d1s- ' '

) trust of the future.f. W (Bernsteln, p. 54). Psychodynam1ca11y .'



: oriented thboriestsV(Medinnns,f ’155) wou]d conc]ude that the genera]
reJect1on of’the pregnancy by both the father and soc1ety wou]d tend to,
lead & d1ff1cu1t1es for the mother 1n accept1ng her chi]di n‘

 Clothier (1943) exp1a1ns the unwed mother S ear]y re]at1on to her
child by different1at1ng betwéen fu]]y exper1enced matern1ty and, mere - ’;~4

'phys1o1og1ca1 matern1ty "Fully exper1

ced maternity is def1ned as
the inner convict1on of hav1ng f1n" 7 Pén'granted a 1ong-sought w1sh

‘of hav1ng a baby It a1so 1nc1udes”théiach1evement of sat1sfact1on

d'not only from be1ng loved by the husband but also from act1ve1y nurtur- .
ing and 1oving On the other hand physio]og1ca1 mothenhood 1s

. d1vorced from a warm fee11ng of self—satisfact1on and an almost over-
"ddwhe1m1ng outward]y d1rected tenderness Phys1o]og1ca1 motherhood is -
mere]y the woman s awareness of b1o1ogIca1 pregnancy w1thout an accompany-;
ing fee11ng of happiness. | B :

St

C]othier connects the ambiva]ence or reJect1on ‘of the child by the

\;"'unwed mother to the lack of deve10pment of- fu11y experienceddnatern1ty.‘,

Most’ unwed mothers mere]y exper1ence phy51olog1cal matern1ty S -

| The second 1mportant factor besides personallty to consider 1n*
study1ng unwed mothers 1s the1r ch11d rearing att1tudes Devereux _
g (1970) Schaefer, Bay]ey and Be]] (1960), Becker (1964), and Zuckerman,,~* ,
:R1bback Monashkine and Norton (1958) cons1d§?”maternal behav1or to be
descr1bab1e in terms of two primary dlmens1on5' love host11dty (°r~,[ o
'acceptance-reaectlon wh1ch is descrlbed above) and control- autonomy.
- The "contrc or1ented behavior is ana]ogous to an author1tar1an or N
| wautocrahc or1entat10n whereb)fthe maternal behavior is character1zed
':by r1gfd1ty, convent10na1 att1tudes, strlct discip]ine and.physical

o pun1shment. The "autonomy"eor1ented materna] behavior is synonymous -

oo a
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“with a humanistic or democratic or;Zntation in which there is']ess
empha51s on disc1p11ne, love- oriented punishment _and the ch11d is en-
: couraged to- express h1mse1 and to oeve]op his persona11ty

Schaefer has Formu]ated the "C1rcump1ex Mode] for Materna] '
Att1tudes" wh1ch combfnes the two maJor d1mens1ons of Tove- host111ty

and autonomy-contro]. The fo]]ow]ng dlagram\ﬁ]]ustrates Schaeflr s

L \
" Model: o i | o
5)??‘ | " . . Autono ’14, : -
e B ' ?.’v | Freedom ;/f‘
: Detachedll R
. ’ : Democratic -
e Ind1fferent S o
'-u_Neglect1ng }7 A t;CoOperattye\ei 1{;
rostigigy Relectins M) Acepring®
'»Antagonistfc#Demanﬁfngff' : 0verindulgent S 'fif :;//(fij‘
’ Authoritarian-|. p.. - o ST
M leratoria) | Protective-Tndulgent |
| | Overprotective - »
o o - ///ﬂf v;Possessiveness;_ E oLy /
R - L Control |

Figure T A Theoret1ca] Mode] for the Clrfwmplex'of Maternal Behav1or7di

LN

2 (Source Schaefer, 1955 p 232) :;" R _f.i
Becker (1964) has reviewed the re%earch regard1ng the effects of
the parenta] ch11d rearing att1tudes of the four quadrants of Js/i .
53 . .

: Schaefer S mode] on’ the ch11d S persona11ty development Accord1ng to""

‘ ﬁm
- the research a comb1nat1on chgpve and Contro] tends to produce

R ) T
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chi1dren who are submiss1ve dependent pd11te, fr1end1y, conform1ng,

w'comp11ant but not creatlve or aggress1ve A comb1nat1on of Love and
‘Autonomy tends T opro ug§ a: ch11d who is soc1a11y outgoing, creative,

) aggress1ve, 1ndependent friendly and who can. take adu]t 4oles with

/

~ ease. A comb1nat1on of - Autonomy and’ Host1]1ty tends to produce chlldren

‘n"

_ who are de11nquent "non- comp11ant aggress1ve towards others and- who are’

genera]]y problem chi]dren Host1]1ty and. Contro] when comb1ned tend.

A to create neurot1c, quarrelsome, socially w1thdrawn ch1]dren who are

" shy w1th their peers and who f1nd it d1ff1cu1t taking adult roles

Many research studles haVe demonstrated the . effects of authorw—

tar1an and- democrat1c parentai behav1or on the persona11ty deve]opment .

of the ch11d Watson: (1965) has stud1ed the effects of parentsdstress-b

~1ing str1ct discipline and perm1551veness on the persona11ty deve]opment>

-of the ch11d ~In Watson s study, the ch11dren were we]] ]oved and

accepted in both the disc1p]1ned and perm1ss1ve hpme env1ronments . Thed"

: ;resu]ts of the study 1nd1cate that the two groups of ch1]dren did not

_dwffer on d1mens1ons of se]f-contro] inner secur1ty or happiness, but " o

| that tt /- did differ on the fol]ow1ng d1mens1ons the chi]dren ra1sed

AR
“in the permlss1ve env1ronments h1b1ted more 1n1at1ve and 1ndependence,

;'better soc1a11zat1on and- cooperat1on less inmer hostTTTEV\and—more

fr1end11ness, greater spontane1ty, or1g1na1ity and creat1v1ty

In Bay]ey and Schaefer s study (1965) of ‘the. re]at1on between

' ,autocratlc and democrat1c mothers and the*r ch11dren s behav1or, they
afound that lov1ng, accept1ng mothers tend to have ca]m, happy sons ‘and

o that contro]11ng, hosti1e mothers tend to have exc1tab]e unhappy sons.

”The g1r1s in the study showedomore var1ab111ty of behav1or, however,3; D

P the ma]adausted g1rls 1n the study t nded to have hosti]e, control]1ng
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Ty

mothers who were pun1t1ve and 1rr1tab1e Schaefer has found greater
' |

cons1stency over t1me for the 1ove host111ty (acceptance reJect1on)

d1mens1on than for the autonomy contro] dimens1on ' In other words,‘

the mother's degree of" affect1on for the ch11d remains relat1ve1y con-
- / @

,stant throug out the years, however, her methods of contro] of the .
) B
ch11d change w1th t1me as the ch11d grows o]der and as ‘his needs for |

1ndependence and autonomy 1ncrease .

R ev1nger has atso stud1ed ch11d rear1ng practices of mothers us1ng

the democratlc autocrat1c dimens1on as. a bas1s for study1ng materna]

att1tudes Loev1nger stresses that "good " 1ov1ng mothers may be e1ther(ﬁc

democratlc or autocrat1c in thelr or1entat1on to the ch11d and-that the
- ch11d s persona11ty may determ1ne whlch materna] approach is more ,
appropr1ate For examp]e, some chlldren fee] more comfortab?e with a

‘more- structured disc1p11ned env1ronment' whereas, other ch11dren seem

-

o

to. prefer a perm1ss1ve env1ronment 1n wh1ch they may express the1r

i

1nd1v1dua11ty ", | °.' o =S

Corrlgan s study (1970) of the persona11ty and. chi1d rear1ng

att1tudes of unwed" mothers 111ustrates the necess1;y for 1nc1ud1ng )
measures/of both the - tove-hosti]1ty and,autonomy contro] d1mens1ons
Corr1gan stud1EP on]y the autonomy conitrotl d1mens1on< so ﬁhat although

the unweds appeared to be more permiss1ve than the ccntro]s voas

v

not p0551b1e to determlne whether the pe#m1551veness was a. conromitant

of an accepting cooperat1ve or1entat1on or/gf an 1nd1fferent— ;t ) __:‘

—

reJectlng or1entat1on

- 0

Corrlgan s study was comprlsed of 90% Puerto - R1can and Negro ,?- -

¢ subJects and’ 10% whltes from a-lower" soc1o economic background )pon-

-,

-, sequently, the results of her\study are not genera]izab]e to an a]]-f C

£l

R
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white popu]at1on s1nce the Amer1can Negro v1ews the notion of 111eglt1-A
g {, macy d1fferent]y from the midd]e class whlte (Ra1nwatc~ §572) ~ However,
Corr1gan conc]udes her study by stat1ng that the re.. 1.3 of her study

and “the resu]ts of other stud1es have raised the q. stion as to

whether perm1ss1veness has been - confused w1th rejection or d1s1nterest"
(p *56) -The present study will ttempt -0 answer the above ‘question
of whethen-pe?m1ss1veness has been confused with regect1onfor dis-

-interest s1nce the d1mensions of both acceptance re3ect1on and

autonomy perm1551veness w111 be ass’s sed.,



| : Hypotheses

“ 1. The unwed mothers have more overt and covert reJecting attitudes
towards their th11dren than either marr1ed mothers or adoptive mothers.

2. The unwed mothers. have fewer psycho]og1ca1 resources or’ less ©
'p051t1ve persona11ty prof11es as measured by the Calﬁforn{a Psycho-
Togical Inventory than the marr1ed mothers of comparab]e Tower soc1o-
n'econom1c status. ‘

" 3. The unwed mothers and marr1ed ‘mothers will have author1tar1an
ch11c-rear1ng attitudes since they are al] of the 1ower soc1o econdm1c
: status. The adoptlve ‘mothers will have ‘more perm1ssive ch11d rear1ng
attltudes since they are more representat1ve of the.middle soc1o-

‘econom1c status

,4. The marr1ed mothers of ]ower soc1o-econom1c status have more

rejecting’ attltudes towards their chi]dren than adopt1ve mothers of

R

.m1dd1éQ§oc1o econom1c status



' Method
. The three groups of mothers chosen for the stuHly varied‘on two
factors: marriéd or unmarried, and biological or adopted:chi1d.‘ These
- two factors»may be comb1ned into four poss1b1e groups, the -following /
three of wh1ch were chosen for the study 1) the unmartied mothers
‘"who kept the1r ch11dren are the ma1n exper1menta1 group of 1nterest
(Group A), 2) the marr1ed mothers who kept ‘their b1o1og1ca1]y own
"1ch11dren served as ‘a contro1 group for the unwed mothers (Group C);
‘jand 3) the marr1ed mothers who adopt the1r ch11dren are 1nc1uded be-
cause this- group served as a group of mothers who presumab1y Tove and
accept thelr ch11dren (Group B).. Also, .the adoptive group is 1nc1uded
for pract1ca1 purposes since the soc1a1 worker is often faced w1th
'the decision of" whether or not 1t wou]d be "better" for the 111eg1t1-‘
| mate ch11d to live w1th the natural or. adoptlve parent, thus, it is-
1nterest1ng to determ1ne what 1f any, d1fferences actual]y exist
between these two groups of mothers The fourth poss1b1e group of
'51ngle women who adopt ch11dren was not included in the study because
- there are few mothers in this category and consequent]y they are re-

~latively 1naccess1b1e.

: 'éubgects .
h | There were 65 Ss who served in thlS study.’ \
In Group A (unwed mothers), there were 24 Ss who were contacted
| through MOVE an assoc1at10n for the assistance to unwed mothers or
dthrough a' pub11c i a}th c11n1c where the pub11c hea]th nurses informed p
the mothers of +he study and the mothers vo]unteered to part1c1pate o

in the studyJ ‘The ma30r1ty of . women attend1ng MOVE were elther work1ng'

q‘,
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1 adopt1ve mothers appea11ng for thewr cooperat1on in the study 'The

- 3 21.
. B

or, on/public assistance, or worklng and rece1v1ng add1t1ona1 a1d from

\
public_ as51stance Most of the famiTles or origin of the unwed mothers
were ;? lower class backgrounds and all of the unwed mothers were pre- .

sent]y in the lower class. All of the unwed mothers were 11v1ng on

- their own with their children as a one- parent fam11y The maJor1ty of

unwed mothers were tested through MOVE S1nce th1s was the only organ1-
zation in the C1ty of Edmonton from which a sample of unwed mothers was.
read11y ava11ab1e

There were 19 Ss in Group B (adopt1vefmothers) who were contacted

through the prov1nc1a1 government N The government sent out Tetters to 7§

Tetter sent to the adoptive mothers’ appears in Append1x A. 0n1y those

v

adopt1ve mothers who volunteered to part1c1pate in the study were in- "

'cTuded 1n the study The government had a]ready screened the adoptive

,'mothers before they were cons1dered e11g1b1e to adopt a ch11d These

i mothers were seTected in terms of-ﬁhe1r middle soc1o econom1c status

and in terms of the government choos1ng only those women who woqu pro~

bab]y accept and Tove their adopted ch11dren Consequent]y, the adop- T

1.t1ve mothers used in the study were of m1dd1e soﬁio econom1c status and .

i-_probab]y accept1ng and Toving with thejr*chfldren ‘\

There were 22 S Ss 1n Group [ (married mothers) ‘who' were contacted

_pr1mar11y through the provincial government The government sent

Tetters to marr1ed mothers receiving pub11c assistance request1ng them -

to part1c1patezin the study.- The letter sent by the government appears

,1n Appendix B. Only those marr1ed mothers who voTunteered to part1ci-:

. patein the study'were incTuded in the study This group of married |

vﬁ'mothers rece1v1ng pub11c ass1stance was. part1cu]ar1y chosen as'a con- ‘

't
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troT‘group since they matched the unwed mothers soc1o-economicaTTy |
The remawnder of Group C were contacted through public health cT1nics
and vo]unteered to partic1pate in the study ‘ :
| It shou]d be noted that a voTunteer efféét may héve effected the
results of the ‘study. Because the adoptive mothers and controT mothers
mnvo]unteered for the study 1t is T1ke1y that they were very enthusiastlc
mothers who were enJoy1ng part1c1pat1ng in the study In contrast the;j
unwed mothers were soT1c1ted more d1rect1y by the author and director
-at MOVE and consequent]y, the. unwed mothers may have been Tess enthusi-
astic about the study Thus, a seTect1on effect may have occurred as a'f
' resuTt of the voTunteer effect 1nasmuch as a more representat1ve sampTe -

, of ‘unwed mothers was probab]y seTected whereas, primar11y enthusiast1c |

adopt1ve and contro] mothers were se]ected who may not have represented

the popuTatlon as a whoTe o
Mater1aTs
o
! HoTT1ngshead s TwWo Factor Index of Social Pos1t1on (H0111ngshead

. - .
“ 1957) The soc1o-econom1c status of . the Ss was estab]ished by appTy- .\'

1ng HoTT1ngshead s "two factor index of soc1aT pos1tion w The tWo -
factors refer to *pccupatmn whlch is gwen a factor we1ght of 7 and

' educatlon whlch is given a “factor we1ght of 3 Each occupat1on 1s g1ven"'
a scale score wh1ch ranges from 1 to 6 with, for exampTe, higher ex-:

| ecutlves and maJor professionals rece1v1ng a score of T and sem1- ]

sk111ed empToyees receiving a score of 6. In Tike manner, the educa- S
m: t1ona1 leveT of the 1nd1v1dua] is g1ven a scaTe score w1th for examp]e, : b

graduate profess1oqa1 tra1ning receiving a sca]e score of 1 and Tess - 3,
than seven years of schooT rece1v1ng a scaTe score of 7 ‘The "1ndex of

soc1a1 pos1t1on score" 1s caTcuTated by multip]ying the sca]e score by
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the factor we1ght for both the education and occupat1on, and then by
// addlng these two scores H0111ngshead has attempted to va11date the
/ assumptxon of a mean1ngfu1 correspbndence between the estimated class f”
pos1t1on of people and their soc1a1 behav1or by the use of factor
anaTySIS |

-

The Callfornla Psycho]ogjcal Inventony (CPI) (Gough, 1969) . The

- CPI cons1sts of 18 scales and it is made up of 480 quest1ons The mean
're11ab111ty estabTished for the 18 sca]es in one study of h1gh school
females was 0. 66 ‘A Tow score on any of t e 18 measures 1nd1cates a.

low degree of . that personallty quality and a h1gh score 1nd1cates a h1gh

~ degree of the quality. Genera]]y, thh scores 1nd1cate a more - soc1a11zed

' mature, 1nteTTlgent and pos1t1ve]y motlvated persona]1ty The CPI was
chosen because it provides a measure of the psych01091ca1 resources of
the mothers' persona11t1es, and because 1t prov1des a rep]1cat1on of

V1ncent s study.

ParentaT Att]tude Research Inventory (PARI) (Schaefer, 1958). 'The,.u_,

PARI is a paper and penc11 test éons1st1ng of 23 sca]es measur1ng : -
o parenta] att1tudes It is made up of 115 quest1ons Schaefer has

kfound that the reliabilities for the scaTes of the PARI are satxsfactory
1for mu1t1var1ate research on group d1fferences (Schaefer, 1958 p. 351)
Schaefer states ‘that the pred1ct1ve va]1dity of the scales is suggested
by the many research stud1es carrled out using the PARI wh1ch tend to <“
support the hypotheses Of ‘the studies Factor analyses of ‘the PARI y1e1d

‘two pr1mary factors. (Zuckerman, 1958) 10ve host1Tity and acceptance—.
o

:reJect1on Consequent]y, the RARI was part1cu1ar1]y suitable to the “:'-‘

ausevit'prov1des measures of both factors of

‘present stu '

IS

Schaefer s C1rcump]ex ModeT and also because Schaeferchas found that

“*\."

v
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' the PARL s sens1t1ve to materna1 att1tudes -as they vary w1th socio-
econom1c status. The PARI quest1ons and the code for scoring the re-

sponses appear 1n Appendix C. o o B : \\A

U.S.C. Maternal Att1tude Scale (K1nst1er, 1961) The U. g\t TN

) materna1 Attltude Scale’ IS a prOJectlve quest1onna1re measur1ng the .
fo]low1ng four materna] ch11d rearing att1tudes of the mother: covert*
~and overt acceptance and reJect1on of the child. The u.s.c. Materna]
'vAtt1tude Scale was part1cu]ar1y appropr1ate for th1s study s1nce 1t re-

Tates to the acceptance re3ect1on dimension of Schaefer s Circumplex
Mode] by providing an operafronal definition of maternal covert and -
overt acceptance and reJect1on of the ch11d Th1s test has been used
by Klnstler to d1fferent1ate mothers of stutterers from mothers of non-
stutterlrg c 1dren since 1t was found that mothers of stutterers re-
ject the’r ch1 dren covert]y but accept them overtly, Th1s study he]ps |
?to estab]lsh the pred1ct1ve va11d1ty of the sca]es The u. S C '_
Materna] Att1tude Sca]e was made up by: 26 experts, 1nc]ud1ng c11nc1a1
“psycho]og1sts, psych1atr1sts, professors of speech pathology, pro-l
| fessors of psy ho]ogy, and speech patho]og1sts 1n pr1vate practice who
evaluated the. 1tems of the sca]e w1th regards to whether or not the
v-1tems measured covert or overt acceptance or reJect1on Th1s test pro-
| v1des a second measure of materna1 acceptance and reJect1on in add1t1on’
to the 1ove-host111ty measure from the PARI thus providing a means of

f oL
‘ est1mat1ng the va11d1ty of the Tove- host111ty measure of the PARI The

.'sirU S.C. Maternal Att1tude Scale and the scor1ng code answers appear in

‘Append1x D

A quest1onna1re very 51m11ar to that adm1n1stered

L uest10nna1re

in V1ncent s study was adm1n1stered wh1ch prov1ded basic demograph1c

i
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information such as age; edudation, occupation and socio—eeonomit status.
The questionnaire also included quest1ons concerning the Ss fam11y back-
ground and dat1ng exper1ences, as well as.questions re]at1ng to the un-

- wed mother S current chi]d rear1ng and fam11y ]1fe prob]ems Some of the
4 quest1onna1re items were included for other agencies and on]y thosé
‘questionnaire -items which were particularly important for'the'present ‘,,
study were analyzed. The Questionnaire appears in Appendix»E. .

'Procedure

Group A (UnWed'Mothers) Subjects were tested at their own homes.

'The author or representative at: MOVE gave each S the battery of tests S

' and asked the S to comp]ete the tests within a week Upon comp]et1on,
the tests were put into a se]f—addressed and stamped enve]ope provided
by the author and were malled back to the author ‘

Group B (Adoptlve Mothers) One hundred 1etters were sent to

adopt1ve mothers by the provincial government request1ng that they te1e~~
phone the author if they were 1nterested 1n vo]untar11y part1c1pat1ng

in the study. Upon;rece1v1ng the phone cal1s, the author made appo1nt-~

P

}ments to meet the Ss at the1r own homes. The author gaye eaghr§_the

battery of tests except for the CPI and asked the S to complete the
tests within a wéeky.'The~‘§s then returned the cempleted tests td:tﬁg‘af;lv
“author by mail in a se1f—addressed and'stamped envelope provided by the

hf-author

Group. C;jMarr1ed Mothers).! One hundred 1etters were sent to =

married women rece1v1ng publlc ass1stance from the’ prov1ncia1 government'

’ request1ng that they te1ephone the author if they were lnterested in:

4vo]untartly part1c1pat1ng in the study. Upon rece1ving the phone caﬁ?s "

Ll . L ! , 4
~the author made an appointment to meetvthey§_at.her own home. 'The_author
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‘gave each S the battery of tests and asked the Ss to comp]ete the tests -
within a week The: Ss then returned the comp]eted tests to the author
.by ma1] in a self-addressed and stamped enve]ope provided by the author.
_Scoring iL. SR | B ' B |
. The CPI PARI and U.S.C. Materna] Att1tude Scale were scored by

hand accord1ng to the cr1ter1on set by the test makers

Methods of Analysis . ' \
‘ The CPI and PARI were factor ana]yzed in order to ach1eve the
‘f0110w1ng purposes: " to determ1ne the 1nterdependenc1es améng the set
;\.of varlab]es 1n the CPI and in the PARI; and to ach1eve a pars1mon1ous
‘Adescr1pt1on of the data by establishing factor scores which were used 1nh_
;.a d1scr1m1nant anal/sh |
- The factor mode] used was the pr1nc1pa1 components factor ana]ys1s :
(Ve1dman, p. 206 236) us1ng the principal axes factor techn1que The
| pr1ncipa1 axes techn1que extracts orthogona] components of var1ance in
the data de]1neates the basic d1mens1ons of the vector space def1ned
, by the data matr1x, and maximizes the variance in each success1ve '
f‘co1umn of the matrix. | |
: An R-Type factor ana]ys1s was. performed on the PARI and CPI data
; Th1s type of ana]ys1s consists of factor ana]yz1ng a matrix w1th
_ var1ab1es in the co]umns of the matrlx and cases, in the rows

The number of factors cr1ter1on used was an e1genva1ue of 1.0.

;{,Thus, factor eutract1on ceased 1f a root was obta1ned wh1ch was less

,ffthan the crlterlon elgenva1ue bf 1. 0 | "‘w" |
;%ﬁ” " The Var1max (orthogona]) rotatlon technique was app11ed to the
l;'pr1nc1pa1 axes factor Yoad1ng matr1x in order to ach1eve a s1mple

: gu structure so]utfon ; E}S 2§
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The d1str1but1on trangformat1on emp]oyed by Ve]dman S Factor pro-

‘”gram was - the transformat1on of all scores to z- -scores in order to

achieve greater s1m11ar1ty of the variables w1th respect to the

_fcentra]1ty and var1ab111ty of the var1ab1es The matrix. transformat1on

emp]oyed was the fo110w1ng the column vectors of factor 10ad1ngs in

" the matrix were normalized by uS1ng the e1genva1ues to y1e1d a new
Cmatrlx of e1gnvectors Veldman's Factor progran a]so computes the

- factor scores for each subject. _ ' o |

- A Ve]dman s “Relate" (Ve1dman,'p 236-245) program was used toacom-.

pa = the factors found for the CPI and PARI for the thes1s data with

those factors found in the 11terature Th1s program computes a series -

of cosines wh]Ch 1nd1cate the extent of corre]at1on between comparab]e

'factors derlved from d1fferent stud1es _ .

The factors derlved frpm the thes1s PARL data were compargapw1th

'vthose found 1anNStudy by Zuckerman (Zuckerman, 1958) A]though

Zuckerman extracted three factors in his study, the matr1x of corre]a-

tions among var1ab1es was factor ana]yzed by ‘the present author u51ng '
~ Veldman's "Factor" program (Ve]dman, p. 206- 236) and f1ve factors were
'extracted.‘ Zuckerman S data were factor analyzed us1ng Ve]dman s pro-
.gram ‘in order to e11m1nate the var1ab111ty between Zuckerman s factors
-and the the51s factors wh1ch wou]d have been caused by uS1ng d1fferent

. factor analyt1c programs \

.' A d1scr1m1nant ana]ys1s (Sampson, 1970) ‘was computed on the U. S C

vaq&ab1es and the PARI and CPI factors 1n order to estab11sh the degree_

':iof d1scr1m1nat1on between the prof11es of the unwed and .control groups

: A second d1scr1m1nant ana]ys1s was - computed to estab11sh the degree of

<dlscr1m1nat10n between the prof11es of a11 three groups for the U. SGF



variables and PARI factors. -

Nrp
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: ResuTts and Dlscuss1on S ¢

..Demographfc Data on SubJects Der1ved From the Quest1onna1re

The mean age for the three groups d1ffered in the fo]]ow1ng E%ys- o

| group 1t was 26 30 years, and forﬁghe adopt1ve group, it was over 30

v years. Although the author requested younger _women as a’ controT group,,

" if the women were marr1ed and on we]fare they were generaTTy older' ‘

,vthan the group of unwe hers. - i' o S :
oo The prlmary reaso:’T::l the adopt1ve mothers were oner than the
unwed mothers 1s probabTy that a marr1ed coupTe often attempts to have
a ch1Td of the1r own before they flnaTTy choose to adopt a cthd
Sears (p 438) concTudes that the mother's age is a m1nor in-

“'J.

fluence 1n Ch]]d rearlng ATso, Sears concTudes that soc1a1 status 1s

far more 1mportant than age 1n determ1n1ng the sever1ty of the mother s

cthd rear1ng pract1ces Consequent]y, aTthough there are age dlffer-

ences between the three groups of mothers, theheffects of age may be

- cons1dered m1n1ma1 1n reTatlon to the effects of d1fferences in soc1o-~

econom1c tatus wh1ch have been controTTed between the unwed and controT
.. _groups in the study ' R & g _ . z
The average number of ch1]dren for the unweds 1s/T 04 for the :
contro] group the average 1s 1. 59 and for the adoptive mothers 1t 1s
2 42 These d1fferences woqu be expécted because the maJorlty of
unwed mothers(h@ye only one” ch1Td and the maJority of marr1ed mothers |
\\\\EEVE‘more than mae ch11d Sears (p 436)1found fam11y size to be a
, minor 1nfTuence Gn ch11d rear1ng pract1c€s 1n comparison to the soc1a1

' cTass and educatwon of the mother which were controTTed 1n th1s study

Consequently, thhough there are. dlfferences Ain. fam1Ty s1ze between

Cohe T

- . . ‘v'. . . . )

the mean. age for the unwed motﬁgrs;was 19 20- years; for. the controlﬁ§yl h

)

.' B
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the three groups, the effect may be cons1dered of minor 1mportance
The three groups differed marked]y w1th respect to the month]y in-
come thCh was under $300 00 per month for the unwed mothers, $400 00-

$600 00 per month for the control greup and over $600 00 for the adopt1ve

<

. mothers . These d1fferences woqu be expected s1nce the unwed mothers be— »

»

long to the group of fema]e one-parent fam111es wh1ch genera}Ty exper1-
ence f1nanc1a1 probTems The poor 1ncome lTevel of the unwed mothers ;
would be a result of the 10w weTfare payments wh1ch they rece1ve and ;:‘~
a]so the Tower wages which . women who' have not comp]eted h1gh schooT
or un1ver51ty generaTTy rece1ve in compar130n to men. ‘ | '

There were no d1;;erenees between the contro] and unwed mothers
in terms of soc1o econom1c status Bothjéroups were in HoTT1ngshead;s

foth soc1o-econom1c status level. wh1ch roughly corresponds to the .

]ower c]ass The fam11y of or1g1n of” the unwed’ mothers and contro]

group was in Ho]11n95head's fourth soc1o econom1c status Teve] as :f 2/”

f
measured by the education and occupathn of“the father In contrast

the adopt1ve mothers beTonged to HoTTingshead s th1rd soc1o economlc

status Tevel\wh1ch roughTy corresponds to the m1ddTe cTass and they came

from families of or1g1n 1n the fourth soc1o economic status Tevel as o

.‘ measdred Hyethe educat1on and occupat1on of the father of the f' i

or1g1n The obv1ous soc1o-econom1c status d1fferences betweenf

the unwed mothers and control group compared'w1th the adopt1 e group

w1TT account for. many of the d1fferences 1n the resu]ts because soc10- e ;

econom1c status 1s cons1dered to be a: maJor rnf]uence 1m;determ1n1ng' Co

qbl!d rear1ng attitudes (Sears, p- 432- 433)

ATthough the three groups d1ffered on severa] demograph1c varl-

R ables such as the number of chi]dren and age of thexmother, several.of

L

h/ v

)
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theSe variabTv are, of m1nor 1mportance in determ1n1ng the nature of -

' ,the ch11d rrec g att1tudes«accord1ng to the Sears group, Also, 1t is

very d1ff1cu]t,to find a control group wh1ch exact]y matches ‘the

-~

(.

character1st1cs of the unwed _mothers. . (o

Descr1pt1ve Data on Unwed Mothers

| A. Re]at1onsh1p w1th the Father: .
( ‘With gegards to the contact with the father of the ch11d,m40 9%
h'had a. s1ng]e or casual re]at10nsh1p with the father before ‘the preg—v
nancy occured 45 4% had a steady dat1ng re]at1onsh1p and 13.6% were
, engaﬂed”to marry the putatlve father
| - It was found that” 62 5% of the. unwed mothers received 11tt1e or'
! no non-financial support from the father %O 8% rece1ved moderate or
hlgh~non f1nanc1a] support fromvthe father but the re]at1onsh1p is now _
vended and 16 7% exper1enced a h1gh1/ ne 1nanc1a1 support1ve re]at1on- N
“‘.sh1p w1th the’ father which 1s st111 ex sting. |

At the present time, 23 B% of the Inwed mcthers have a host11e re-
1at1onsh1p with the father of the child, 44 8. feel 1nd1fferent1y towards
the father and 28. 6% feel” moderate]y or very close with- the father
3. Source of Income and ReS1dence dur1ng Pregnancy

It was found that 54.2% of the unwed mothers resided with fr1ends
or the1r fam11y durwng the1r pregnancy, 29.2% resided. 1n matern1ty homes .

‘_or cormunity res1dences, 12 5% res1ded a]one and 4 2% reswded w1th the - :

 father of the chﬂd ‘ s
- The 1ncome sources for the f1rst six mqg;hﬁ of pregnancy were the f‘
fol]ow1ng 41 7% were dependent upon their fam111es or the father of

the child; 33 3% were - emp]oyed 25 0% were on soc1a1 .a) Towance and

“8 3% had other sources. . | ",:- ﬁl v'v o L S



32.

The sources 0f income for the 1ast three months of pregnancy were
the fo]]ow1ng 62.5% were on social a]lowance, 16. 7% were empioyed; |
16. 7% were. dependent -on the1r fam1J1es, 4 2% wetre supported by the
' father; and 4 2% had - ‘other sources of 1ncome
- C.: ¢, Gbntacts w1th Soc1a] Service Agenc1es, Doctors ‘and Counse]]ors

It was faund that 69 6% had one or two contacts with soc1a1 service’
“agenc1es, 26. 1% had three or- more contacts w1th social service agenc1es
and 4, 3% had no contacts w1th soc1a] serv1ce agenc1es

After conf;rm1ng the pregnancy, 91.7%.0f the dnwed mothers had re-
“gular. contact witn a doctor and '8.3% of the unwed mothers saw. doctors
-from two to oger five t1mes a]though they d1d not have regular v1s1ts
to the doctor. - = - . _ " o ’\;‘- .

* . These stat1st1cs 1nd1cate that the vast maJorlty (95 7%) of unwed
n‘mothers rece1ved at 1east some a551stance from soc1a1 serv1ce agenc1es
"and that the majority (91 7%) recelved adequate med1ca] attention
during thelr pregnanc1es f- ff I A

| if the unwed mother rece1ved counse111ng dur7ng oregnancyc 50 5%
found the counse1]1ng either he]pfd] or very he]pfu] whereas 27. 3%
. found the counse]]lng elther no he]p, a hindrance or confus1ng and
18 2% found the counse111ng very confus1ng or a great h1ndrance The _
fact that a1most ha]f (45. 5%) ofothe mothers found the counse111ng
e1ther ‘no he]p or a great h1ndrance perhaps indicates the tremendous
prob]ems whlch the women were fac1ng and the psycho]og1ca1 d1ff1cult1es

L

: wh1ch they were exper1enc1ng dur1ng the1r pregnanc1es

3

N D;. React1on of Family to Pregnancy - o L.

Dur1ng the pregnancy the fam111es reacted in the fo]low1ng ways s

58 3% were support1ve or h1gh1y supportive 25 0% were re;ectlng

s
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er h1gh]y reJect1ng, 8.3% were 1nd1fferent and 8.3% d1d not know that
. thelr daughter was even pregnant The fact that 41 6% of the fam111es ,
were e1ther reJectwng, 1nd1fferent or kept from knowing of the preg- |
nancy 1nd1cates that almost ha]f of the mothers exper1enced e1ther re-
Jjection or a Tlaca of concern and support from the1r fam111es which may
part1a11y account for some of the psycho]og1ca1 d1ff1cu1t1es accompany-;
ing their adJustment to the pregnancy (see "E" below). ﬁg_

-The . present reactlon “of the fam111es to the child are the fo]]ow-
,1ngi '81.8% are e1thgr supportive or highly support1ve and 18 1% are
1nd1fferent These results’ 1nd1cate that although the 1n1t1a1 reactlon |
'of the fam11y of or1g1n may be negatlve or 1nd1fferent and the fam11y
may be kept from know1ng of the pregnancy (in 41 6% of the cases), |
once the chqld is born the family eventua]]y adJusts to the new
s1tuat1on and accepts the ch1]d L 3'., \C' ', _
"E. React1on of Unwed Mother to Pregnancy and S1n le Parenthood
"> It was found that 59. 1% of the unwed mothers?>e1t that thay coped '
_With the pregnancy we]] or very wel] 36. 4% fe]t that they cope: n1th
the pregnancy w1th elther some d1ff1cu1ty or great d1ff1cu]ty, and 4. 5%‘
.fe1t that they coped w1th the pregnancy to an average extent

"It was a]so_found that 81 8% of'the unwed.mothers fe]t that they
- are coping with single parenthood e1ther well or very well, 13. 6%'
fe]t that they were cop1ng to an average extent, and 4.5% felt that
they were exper1enc1ng some d1ff1cu1ty with single parenthood

Results of Relating the CPI and PARI Factors ‘to the
~ Factors in _the Literature

. The corre1at1on matr1x of var1ab1es for the CPI and PARI, and the '
‘unrotated and rotated factor ana]ys1s so1ut1ons for both the CPI and

" PARI appear in Append1x F o
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A. PARI Factors' o | ’f e -
The character1st1ts of* the subJects d1ffered between the Zuckerman‘
,'study and the present study The cases used in Zuckerman S study of
the PARI were. mothers of church soc1a1 groups, mothers of nursery '
. Sschool ch1]dren and young mothers attend1ng a n1ght extension course.
’Whereas, the cases in the present study ‘were spec1f1ca11y chosen for
the1r soc1o economlc status (contro] gr- ) and unwed motherhood status,
“along with adoptlve mothers '
" The varlables that were factor ana]yzed 1n th& Zuckerman study and
,;uthe present study‘were 1dent1ca1 In both stud1es, the fo]]ow1ng 25
gf ' ivar1ab1es were factor analyzed 23 PARI var1ab1es, age and educat1on .
of the subJedts, The fzve Zuckerman fac* -5 were comoared with the s1x ﬁ

¥

'extracted from the thesis data.

‘ . Tab]e ’ A _
' Factor Compar1son of PARI Factors Cooine: !Cor- ciations’) Among
?i““f\*\;\\e, o Factor/Axes Estab11shed By Prog il he]ate )
v I Zuckerman s ‘Factors - o
Thesis f65€§r$‘ I 11 mo-w oy [
U foesseog | | ) S |
B2 ¢ A -~ | 0.6465 T o
SRS .. [0.6561 . - v
oo | T .| 0.7188 | T
VI o SN N I B | 0.2548 w
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_ From Table 1 it can be seen that the first four‘factors match
reasonab]y—we11 and the .fifth taetor does‘not match as highly. A]-
'though the correlatidn,for'the fifth faotor is 1ow,'ithis'positjve1y
._correlated and it is generally related since the'PAﬁl variab1e of
"Strictness" be]ongs to the- f1fth factor of.both the Zuckerman and
the51s factor ana]yses In the present study "Sec1us1on of Mother" and
"Breaking the W111" a]so 1oad on factor V; whereas, 1n the Zuckerman '
ffactor ana1y51s, only "Strlctness" loads on the fifth factor
| Genera]]y, the resu]ts of the comparison. of the factors. for the |
two tud1es are suff1c1ent1y similar to estab]ish the stab111ty of the
‘factor structure for the PARI data used in the present study s1nce 1t
adequate]y rep]1cated the factor structure found 1n the Zuékerman study
B. “CPI Factors .. | | “
‘ The CPI factors found 1n the present study were compared using
' Ve]dman 's Re]ate Program w1th those found in a study by Crites (1961),
h The cases used in the two studles differed in the fo]]ow1ng ways: ;in"'
Crlte s study, the subJects were members of a Jun1or and sophomore |
psychology course, whereas in the present study the unwed mothers -and
: contro1 group ‘were of 1ower soc1o-econom1c status and they had not
_ attended un1ver51ty The var1ab1es used 1n the ‘factor ana]yses of the

'tuo stud1es were 1dent1ca1. name1y the 18 CPi sca]es



TabIe 2

Factor Compar1son of CPI Factors Cosines (Corre]at]ons)
Among Factor Axes Estab1¢shed by Program Relate ‘

O~
Crite's Factors - Thesis Factors o
. | T | - IIX , 1v
S O 0.9934 | . o
* Ir b 7 ] 0.9119 o
Ir N e ’ 0.8676 y
v B | o.7857

the thes1s CPI data are h1gh1y re]ated to those CPI factors found in
the Cr1tes study Consequent]y, it may be concIuded that the factor

‘_structure emerg1ng from the present study 1s cons1stent w1th the factor‘.

‘structure that had been prev1oust found for the CPI

-_Interpretat1on of the Factors ;

| Each factor was identified by thoSe varlables with factor Ioadings
that were greater than or equa] to 0. 60 and by those varlables that |
v.dId not-also - Ioad hlgth on other factors ‘The number 1n parentheses

foI]ow1ng the name of each factor 1nd1cates the percentage of . var1ance

' Iaccounted for by the factor

" A, PARI Factors

“FactorII:‘ Fostering Dependency (13j7) o
e Th]S factor was compr1sedio$ the foIIow1ng PARI scaIes js.
1. }FosterIng Dependency (O 7796);-2 Exc]ud1ng 0uts1de Inf]uence
(0 6660), De1f1cat1on (0 6431) and 4 Martyrdom (0 6075)
’»GeneraTIy, these var1ables may be. reIated to an attempt by the mother

to make the ch11d very dépendent upon her as she exc]udes dutswde in-.

«
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| f]uences from the child and as she exaggerates (de1f1es) the 1mpor— o

: Factor.II: Rejection4Acceptance (10.1)

2%

- order to make the quest1onna1re more pleasant for the subJects to -

tance of her role in re]at1on to the child. This factor may be named

Foster1ng Dependency.

!

'

( Th1s factor was ‘made up- of - the fo]]ow1ng PARI scales: 1. Irrit-
ab111ty (0 8280), 2. Fear of Harming the Baby (0. 7415) and.3 ‘he-
Jectlon of Homemaking Role (0.6110). This factor was naméd the
Re3ect1on Acceptance factor-in Zuckerman S study and 1t w11] be S0 '

called in the present study.

: Factor III: Soc1a1 Des1rab111ty (8 7)

Th]S factor was compr1sed of the foIIow1ng three scales: Comrad-

: sh1p and Shar1ng (0. 7548) Equa]1tar1an1sm (0 7368) and 3. Encouraglng |

Verba11zat1on (0. 6762) Th1s factor does not generally d1scr1m1nate

between groups s1nce Schaefer and Bell 1nc1uded these. three scales in

answer. . The respondents “had comp1a1ned to Schaefer that most of the

_quest1onna1re a]ternat1ves seemed very negative towards the child and

R <Y

the mothers appeared to themse]ves to be "bad mothers " Consequent]y,

by 1nc1ud1ng these three sca]es whlch were eas11y answered by the -

mothers since they represented soc1a11y des1rab1e responses, 1t was

possible to ~tta1n better subJect cooperatlon in answer1ng the quest1on-

' naire Th1s factor 1nc]udes the same scales as Zuckerman s Factor C

wh1ch he termed the Soc1a] Des1rab111ty Factor. This factor will aIso

be ca]]ed the . Soc1a1 Desirability Factor in the present study

Factor IV: Authorltar1an Perm1551veness (15. 1)

-This factor was made up of the foIIowing variab]es 1.'Aydidan¢e

. of Communxcat1on ( 0. 74679 2. Acceleration of»DeveJopment (-0.7201),
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3. Suppre5510n of Aggress1on ( 0.7069) and 4 Approval of Actdvity
( 0. 6416) Th1s factor corresponds to about one half of the scales in-
cluded 1in Zuckerman S Factor A wh1ch he named the Author1tar1an— | |

Permissiveness factor Th1s factor w111 be named the same in this

© . .study.

-Factor V. Implicit Rejection (10.4) |
Th1s factor was compr1sed of the fo110w1ng PARI sca]es 1. Stnict-.»
ness (-0. 8385) 2. Breaking the Will (-0, 6672) and 3 Sec]usion of’ |
the Mother (40 5620). Th1s factor will be ca]led the Implicit ReJect1on
factor because in expreSS1ng the attitudes: of str1ctness andkbreak1ng of
the will, the mother is not® acknow1edg1ng the 1nd1v1dua11ty of the ch11d
but rather she imposes her oWh values on- the child. Therefore, she is
1mp11c1t1y reJectlng the 1nd1v1dua11ty of the ch1]d (Horney, 1937).
Factor vI: Marital Strife. (12.2) ° f‘;"ﬁ' o
l This factor was made up of the;followfng séa1e§4 ‘1, Marwtal
v Strife (0.7217), 2. Ihconsideraféﬁess' ~of Husband (0.6233) and
3. Dependency of Mother (0. 6028) | The unwed mothers in answer1ng the
f1rst two sca]es were asked to answer in terms of what the1r attitudes
were regard1ng the issues ra1sed by the quest1ons since, obv1ous1y,
they could not respond 1n terms of the1r own marital exper1ences
N Th1s factor will be named the Marital. Strife: factor
B.- CPI Factors |

Factor I: AdJustment d§>50c1a1 Conform1ty (29 3) |
The first: factor was compr1sed ‘of the fo]]ow1ng CPI sca1es \ ‘
L Respons1b111ty (0f8]77), 2. SeTf_Contro?~(0;8486)? . )Good |
| Impress1on (0.8436), 4, Socia]izatfon.(b@7§€?) and 5. AEhfeVement 1‘.

via Conformity (0.7372). With the'exCeptiqn ef'Achievement via Con-



form1ty, these sca]es correspond to Gough s Class II "Measures of
'Socia11zat1on Matur1ty and Respons1b11ity g M1tche11 (M1tche11 p.
454) generally found these sca]es 10aded on the first factor of hIS |
factor analysis of the CPI and he-named this factor "AdJustment by
‘ Soc1a1 Conform1ty," which w111 also be the name of this factoréfor«thef :
present study. | v
Factor II: Social Poise (2] 3)
| The second factor had “high 10ad1ngs on, the‘follow1ng CPI scaIes
1. Self Acceptance (0.8857), 2. Soc1ab111ty,(0.8556), . Dom1nance
(0.7935) and 4. Capacity for Status'(0.6621)' “A11 of these scales |
be]ong to Gough' s Class I. "Measures of Poise, Ascendency ‘and Self-
. Assurance " Mitchell (p. 454) also found these scales Ioaded signifi-
cantly on h1s factor ana]y515 of the CPI ‘and he named,the factor'"Soc1aI_
- Poise," or, a]ternat1ve1y "Extrovers1on " This factor will be named :
“Soc1a1 Po1se" in the present study | |
Factor III Capac1ty for Independent Thought and\Act1on (16 5) |
| The CPI var1ab1es that ‘loaded h1gh1y an th1s factor were the
,f0110w1ng I; F]ex1b11ﬁty (- 0 .8294), 2. Inte]]ectua] Eff1c1ency : |
' .'(—0 6448) and 3. Ach1evement via. Independence ( 0. 6263) Except for |
'Flex1b111ty, these scales correspond to Gough's Class III "Measures ‘
'vof Ach1evement Potent1a1 and - Intellectual Eff1c1ency " In M1tche1] s
~ factor ana1y51s of the CPI (MltcheII p. 454) these scales altl: :loaded
on hisethird factor. M1tche11 named th1s factor "Capac1ty for Inde- -
pendent Thought and Act1on," which will a]so be the name for the
) _factor in .the present study |
Factor IV: Super Ego Strength (8 3)

Two var1ab1es Ioaded 51gn1f1cant1y dn th1s factor 1. Conmunality‘
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(0. 7176) and 2’” Femininity (0. 7232) Because these sca]es suggest a

| serious, responsible consc1ent1ous att1tude M1tche11 named th1s
| factor‘”Super Ego Strength" wh{ch w111-a]so be the name for th1s factor
in the present study. f: ) ‘ 'l} ) ' )

Resu]ts of the Ana]ys1s of Var1ance and D1scr1m1nant Ana]ys1s

Means and standard dev1at1ons for. the CPI factors, PARI factors
and USC vartab]es for the unwed and contro1 groups are set forth in

"

3Tab]e.3. These are p]otted as mean prof11es in F1gure II and F1gure N
I11. , . ‘
‘ The one’ way ana]ys1s of variance of . the CPI factors resu]ted in
the unweds scor1ng s1gn1f1cant1y 1ower (p 0. 005) than the contr01

group on one CPI factor which was “AdJustment by Soc1a1 Gbnform1ty.
iL -8
s

_Consequent]y, the unwed mothers exhibited s1gn1f|cant1y 1ess{
t tion, matur1ty, se1f contro], respons1b111ty and conform1ty than tf:*
: contro] mothers and the unweds have less ab111ty to create a good im-
.press1on on others than the contro1 group'as measured by the CPI sca]es
ompr151ng the factor of "AdJustment by Soc1a1 Conform1ty ..
Only two sca1es 0r factors from the USC and PARI approached

significance. when compar1ng the unweds and contro]s - The contro]s had

. greater. mean, scores than the unweds on the USC variable of 0vert

. Acceptance (p < Q.]O) and the unweds scored\more hlghly.than'the con-
'trols.onhthe'Imp]icit,Rejection factor of the_PARI (p'<.0.10).:.These-
) results indicate~a tendency for the unweds.to ouertly'aCCept'their
ch11dren 1ess than the contro] group and also a tendency -for the unwed -
mothers to 1mp11c1t1y reject their ch11dren more. than the contro] group
US1ng a]] 15 var1ab1es and factors of the USC PARI and CPI dis-

,cr1m1nant funct1ons were-derlved that classified the two groups as
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Table 3

Y

Tab]e of Means and Standard Dev1at10ns for ‘USC Var1ab1es and PARI and
CPI Factors on. {yo Groups, Unweds (Group A) and Contro]s (Group C)

,,‘

' _ : Group A Group C
Variables o 24 . n =22
and Factors . Mean (SD) | . Mean (SD)
R - 17.92(4.57) 19 50§7 .22) A<C
r - ‘ 87.00(25.27) " 82.18(25.66) A>C¢C
A . 37.79§13;22) 44 .86(13.07) - A< C*
. 30.33(12.55) | 34.23(13.82) C>A .
al a/A | 4.04(2.60) | 5.73(4.42) C>A -
,EM¢Q3 €T I | -0.41(0.99) 10.45(0.85) C > Axx
N CPI II : 0.04(1.16) * | -0.04(0, 84) | A>T
CPI III -0.02(0.84) . - =0. 0321 20) | A C
CPI IV 0.07(1.00) - | -0.08(1 04; o A>C
PARI I - 0.17(1.04) . ~0.15(0.88 .1 A>C
PARI ‘11 -.0.20(0.78) . - 0#11(1.26) Yl A>C.
PARI III . 0.20(1.28) © ~0.13(0.88) - A>C
PARI IV -0.23(1.20) = - =0.14(0.93) .C>A
PARI V 0.35(0.90) . | -0.16(0.98) = | A > c*
¢ PARI VI .0.22(0.93) | - 0.16(0.94) | A>C
- p < LI*
p <.
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v

0———0 Unweds (A)
C*--<> ControTs (c

o
a . i
. a/A ,
AR 1 RO
20 40 60 80 :

p< 0. ‘IO* ~Using Anova . A . : JERTEES
F1gure II* Means for the USC Var'1ab1es Plotted for Two Groups, .Unweds -
, and Controls : : SR R ‘
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.



Tab]e 4
C1ass1f1cat1on of SubJects Into Two Groups, E
Unweds and. Contro]s

D‘A.NUmh_er'of'CasAes C1gssified'into Groﬁps,
1Grbﬁp,"_  Unwed '} Control
Unwed | .66.67% | 33.33% | n =28
Control | 22.73% | 77.27 | “n=22

. Total correctly (lassified - 71%.

C.44,
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¥ @i
L child-rearing att1tudes, it is 1nterest1ng to note thatothe unweds,

e

s

e

| 1nd1cated in Table 4. . -The overall function correctly classified 71%

‘Acceptance (USC);

of the Ss and was statlstlca11y s1gn1ffcant for the f0110w1ng seven
factors and var1ab1es 1. "Adjustment by Soc1aiﬁConform1ty (CPI),IZL
Overt Re3ect1pn (usc), 3 . Socia]-Desireabi]ity‘€PARI),f4.' Overt

5. ImplicNt Rejectiqn,(PARI), 6. Authoritarian-

~ Permissive (PARI).and 7;‘ Super Ego Strength (CPI). 0f the two .classi-

: F1gure v and F1gure V.

thegthree groups, Means and standard dev1at1ons are set forth in-

\fications, Ss were correct1y fdentified fn the'wnwed grodp 67% of the

t1me and 1n “the ”ontro1 group 77% of the time.

' P

Ana]ysms of . the PARI factors and USC var1ab1es was computed for

ol
i

- Table > with the mean prof11es based on the three groups p]otted Wn

’ '{

3

._To:beg1n with, the comparWSQn-of the control group and adoptives

on thi]d rearing attitudes usiﬁg a one way. ana1ySis'of variance shows

_that these two groups are very s1m11ar s1nce they d1ffer s1gn1f1cant1y

LY

on only one PARI factor of Author1tar1an-Perm1ss1veness The adopt1ves .¢:

-~ have’ s1gn1f1cant1y more author1tar1an att1tudes (p < 0.05). than the

contro1s;; There is also a tendency for the- contnols?to score h1gher

[

(p 2‘0 10) than the'adoptiyes on themPARI’Maritat Strife*taétdr.

)

Because the adopt1ve$ and contro]s have very s1m11ar prof11es on

“.when compared to the adoptives on child rear1ng att1tudes, d1fferec

' -marked]y from the adoptvves This d1fference between the 'unweds and .

o

7

e

—

/

adoptlves, as d1st1nct from the compar1son between the controls and

‘,adopt1ves, 1nd1cates that the unweds haw% a conste]]atfon of ch1]d

rear1ng att1tudes which is d1stnnct from that of the controls and '

adqpt1ves.
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H Unweds (.A)
l}———iB Adoptives (B)v
Ch——4D Contro]s (C)
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p < O 05** Us1ng Anova

F1gure IV Means for the USC Var1ab1es Plotted for Three Groups

o Unweds Contro]s and Adopt1ves

9
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The unweds scored s1gn1f1cant1y higher than the adoptives on the

- USC var1ab1e of Covert ReJect1on (p < 0.05) and the unweds scored

s1gn1f1cantly lower than the adopt1ves on the USC,var1ab1e of Overt

Acceptance (p < 0. 05) The unweds scored s1gn1f1cant1y h1gher than

‘the adopt1ves on the PARI factor of Rejection- Acceptance (p < 0. 05)
vthus 1nd1cat1ng a more reJect1ng attitude towards the ch11d on the part
./of the unwed mother. The unweds also scored 51gn1f1cant1y 1ess on the

’ PARI factor of Author1tar1an15m~Perm1ss1veness (p < 0. 05) 1nd1cat1ng

that the unweds are more perm;ss1ve with their ch11dren than the

‘adoptives. The unweds a]so scored s1gn1f1cant1y h1gher on the- PARI
_'factor of Mar1ta] Strife (p < 0 05) than the adoptives wh1ch is not
-an 1mp0rtant comparlson since the unweds were. not respond1ng in terms

" of the1r experlence An marrlage, but- rather %in terms of how. they

thought that marlta] partners shou]d 1nteract 1dea11y

Ther was a tendency fon the unweds to score lower on the USC

. var1ab17/of Covert/Overf Acceptance (p < 0 10) than the adoptives and -

a tendency for the unweds to score more h1gh1y on the PARI factor of

‘Impggc1t Regect]on (p 2 0. 10), 1nd1cat1ng that the unweds have-a

tendency to hold an attltude of 1mp11c1t1y re3ect1ng the ch11d more -
than do the adoptlves '

The d1fferences between the ch11d rear1ng attJtude prof11es of

‘the unweds and adopt1ves cannot be exp1a1ned 1n terms of soc1o econom1c
”.}dlfferences between the two groups because the contro]s and adopt1ves
also. d1ffer w1th respect to soc1o econom1c status, however their child

"‘rearing prof11es are 51m11ar except for the PARI factor of Authori-

tar1an1sm—Permlss1veness.- Consequent]y, the att1tud1na1 d1fferences

fbetween the unweds and adopt1ves must be exp1a1ned 1n terms of other

A S

v



Table 6 .
7 Classification of Subjects Into Three Groups ,
e - Unweds, Controls and Adoptives -

N

Vo ' - o
Number"of.Cases C]assified;lnto Groups?'
_Group . | Unwed v_ControT' “Adoptive
Uhwed 70.83% | 16.67% | 12.5% =24
| contror 27.27% " | 50.00% ¢ | 22.73% = 22
Adoptive. |  5.26% | 5.263 | 947 = 19

&

" Total éof}ectiy‘c]aésified { 69%.




Loar,

-psycholog1ca1 .and soc1o1og1ca1 var1ab1es For éiamp1é the‘adoptiVes
'have p]anned for their child, whereas the _unweds have not in most caseS“
The adopt1ves have husbands who want the ch11d‘and support the mother. - .
emot1ona11y and f1nanc1a]1y, whereas, the unweds are general]y de- B
serted by the father of the ch11d and the unwed mother is usua]]y left
alone to face the f1nanc1a1 and emot1ona] burdens of ra1s1ng a child.

Also, the unwed mothers must face the soc1a] taboo of 111eg1t1macy _

and they may see themseTves as 1os1ng status by becoming unwed mothers,
-whereas, the adopt1ve mothers even ga1n status. by adoptlng children

since soc1ety admires the human1tar1an or1entat1on ot parents who :

.adopt ch11dren | . .

.Most_of the dﬁfferences in the attitudes of unWed and adoptive
' mothers centre around a reJect1ng att1tude of the unwed mother and an
accept1ng att1tude of the adopt1ve mother The above stated psycho-

logical and soc1o1091ca1 var1ab1es he]pzto expla1n why: thetunwed mother %
‘ %2 "‘Ar,, Dok

and adoptive mother tend to have these d1ffer1ng attftudes toyards the

u N 24 i 1 )
: . - . Bvitn LJ ‘P; o : \ .'T - < L
child. . S . LT e
° N " ~‘J- “rax
B

Y
FERIN

US1ng all eleven variables and factors of the Usc: and PARI dis-‘l
cr1m1nant funct1ons were der1ved that .classified the three groups as
1nd1cated in Table 6 The overa]] funct1on correct]y c]ass1f1ed
v,69% of the Ss and was stat1st1ca11y s1gn1f1cant for e1ght of~the fo]]ow- »{1
ing fag&%rs and var1ab1es L “Overt Acceptance (USC), . Imp11CJt
. Rejection (PARI), Mar1ta] Strife (PARI) 4. Author1tar1an Per-
'm1ss1veness (PARI) 5. ReJect1on-Acceptance (PARIY- 6. 50c1a1 L
‘Desireability (PARI); 7. Covert Acceptance (USC), and 8. Covert 'olf

[ Rejection‘(USC) . Of the three c]ass1f1cat1ons, Ss were correct]y

'1dent1f1ed in the unwed group 71% of the t1me, in Qhe contro] group



50% of the time and in the adobtive group 89% of the tﬁme.

i
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GENERAL DISCUSSION :

Two of the four hypotheses for the study rece1ved support.

4

Hypothesis 1. The unwed mothers h ve more overt and covert re-

Jecting att1tudes towards the1r ch11dren than elther the married motherS‘ ;
or adoptive mothers \\\\; j“' b | ’

— The data def1n1te1y supported th1s conc]us1on for the unwed and -
adopt1ve mothers. The unweds. scored s1gn1f1cant]y h1gher on the USC
'var1ab1e of Imp11c1t Rejection (p < 0 05) and the unweds scored s1gn1-_ -
¥f1cant1y Tower on the USC variable of ‘Overt Acceptance (p < 0. 05) The-

- unweds a]so sCored s1gn1f1cant]y h1gher than the adopt1ves bn reJect1on

- of the ch11d on the PARI Acceptance ReJect1on factor (p < 0. 05) There

‘was also a tendency (p < 0. 10) for the unweds to’ score h1gher than the
. adoptives on the ImpT1c1t Re3ect1on factor of the PARI

There was a tendency for the unweds to have Tess accept1ng and more
reJect1ng att1tudes towards the1r ch11dren when compared with the con-
etroTs The unweds scored Tess on the USC Overt Acceptance variable
(p < 0. TO) ‘than the controTs ATso, the unweds scored more on the PARI ‘
'factor of Imp11c1t ReJect1on (p < 0. TO) than the contro] mothers |
| Hypothes1s 2. The unwed mothers have fewer psycho]og1ca1 re-
' sources or Tess pos1 tive personaT1ty prof11es as measured by the

California PsychoTog1ca1 Inventory than the marrwed mothers ofgggipar~ - &

.able soc13 economic status. = - .7 ‘( o v gn J:QO. "Eﬁ‘gﬁﬁg
| This hypothes1s\was bas1caTTy conf1rmed by - the data¢& ‘A very strong
| 'effect occured on the CPI factor of "AdJustment by Soc1a1 Conformty";"j ;
on which the unweds scored s1gn1f1cant1y Tower than the contro]s . .
| :(p < 0. 005) The Tower score of the unweds on th1s factor 1nd1cates S e

K that the unwed mothers have a dlst1nct1ve persona]1ty prof11e char-



socialization and ach1evement via conform1ty
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~acterized by a Tow rating on the fo]Towing personality attributes:

responsibility, seTf'controT, capacity to create a good 1mpress1on,T
”v .

| The Tower scores of the unweds on th1s CPI factor 1nd1cate that
the” unweds have a generaT lack of matur1ty or fewer psycho]oglcal
resources than do the contro] mothers of eQUaT socio-economic status.

| The unweds did not score s1gn1f1cant]y d1fferent1y from the con—.

tro]s on- the other three CPT factors. Consequently, the resuTts of

| this study were not as conclusive as those of Clark V1ncent S study

-¥n wh1ch the unweds scored significantly Tower than the controTs on 13

of -the 18 CPI scaTes The reason for the d1screpancy between the re-
sults of V1ncent s study and the present study may be exp1a1ned 1n

terms of the fact that: the soc1o economic status of the unweds and con- -

" tro]s was controlled in the present study, whereas soc1o econom1cx ‘

2

status was not controlled in V1ncent s study. Another reason for the

discrepancy may be that in V1ncent S study unweds who kept their

ch11dren were compared w1th unweds who surrendered their ch1]dren,

- whereas, in the presentostudy, unweds who kept their ch11dren were
_ccmpared With married women. However, the resuTts of the present study
~ still tend. to conf1rm V1ncent S, conc]us1on that the unweds ‘have

| bas1ca11y 1mmature persona]itles because of the resu]ts on the f1rst

U

CPI factor of the present study. | e

Hypothes1s 3. The unwed mothers and marr1ed mothers w111 have

,author1tar1an ch11d rear1ng att1tudes since they are aTT of the ]ower .

' soc1o-econom1c status ~The adopt1ves w111 havé*mgﬂe perm1ss1ve ch11d-

rear1ng attitudes s1nce they are ‘more representative of the m1dd]e soc1o- ;

’econom1c status f



- is some controversy in the 11terature as to whether middle. c]ass mothers

~ lower class mothers. -The pregent study lends somevsupport-to the °

4
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The opposite: conflus1on to Hypothes1s 3 was conf1rmed by the data
Both the unweds and controls scored s1gn1ficant1y Tower (p < .05) than

the adoptives on the PARI factor of Author1tar1an Permissiveness. There

are more author1tar1an or more perm1ss1ve with their. children than are
&

2

former:conclusion.
Hypothesis 4. The marr1ed mothers of 1ower soc1o econom1c status
have more reJect1ng att1tudes towards their ch11dren than adopt1ve
mothers of middie socio- econom1c status. o
Th1s hypothes1s rece1ved only part1a1 support from the data There
Was a tendency (p < 0. 10) for the unweds to score 1ower than “the con-‘

trols ‘on the Overt Accepténce s;a%e of the USC and a tendency (p < .

0. 10) for the unweds to score/h1gher than the controls on the Imp11c1t

s

Re3ect1on factor of the PARI

The control and adopt1ve mothers of d1fferent soc1o-econom1c

status d1d not differ on the1r attitudes of rejection towards the child.

Th1s fact he]ps to c]ar1fy the 1nterpretat1on of the many s1gn1f1cant
dtfferences between the unweds and adopt1ves which 1nd1cate that&the
unweds have rejecting attltudes towards the1r ch11dren Because the
ch11d rear1ng attitudes of the controls and adopt1ves d1d not d1ffer

with respect to the acceptance reaect1on dimens1on, the more reJect1ng

| att1tudes Bf. the unweds, as compared to the adoptlves must be attr1-

buted to reasons other than d1fferences in soc1o-econom1c status The'

major factor on whlch _the unweds and controls d1ffered was the CPI
factor of "AdJustment by Social Conform1.y " Th1s d1fference between

the unweds and contro]s may. be used to exp1a1n the rejecting att1tudes
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of the unweds. Perhaps the 1ack‘of‘bsycho1ogtcal'resources maturity,
socialization, respons1bj]1ty and self control (as measured by the CPI
' factor) of the unweds, coup]ed with the other esycho]ogIca] and socia]
pressunes which the unwed mothers face, combine to create a reJect1ng

att1tude towards the 111eglt1mate ch11d on the part of the unwed mother; s

Imp]icat}ons

‘1rst major f1nd1ng of the study was that unwed mothers scored’

Z"' s1gh1 1nant1y 1ower than the' contro] mothers on the CPI factor of -

"AdJustment by Conform1ty " The 1mp11cat1on of th1s f1nd1ng is that
_ unwed mothers have S1gan1cant1y fewer psycho]og1ca1 resources«to br1ng
" to the parent-ch1]d re]ationsh1p than do marrxed mothers Th1s further

| "1mp11es that the 111eg1t1mate ch11§ 1s at a d1st1nct d1sadvantage when

o~
<R

'compared to the ]eg1t1mate ch11d on the factor of parenta] psycho]og1ca1
resources . _': o "" o | '

The second maJor f1nd1ng of the study is that the unw«H mothers
-have s1gn1f1cant1y more reJect1ng att1tudes towards the1r ch11dren than :

do adoptive mothers However, in 1nterpret1ng th1s f1ﬁﬁing, it must

'7~f_be noted-that the vo]unteer effect may have resu]ted in b1ased f1nd1ngs

for the adopt1ve mothérs and not for the unwed mothers, thus part1a11y
..account1ng fo - more reJect1ng attltudes of the “unwed mothers in com-
‘par1son with the adop;1ve mothers Also, it should be. noted that the
unwed mothers of th1s study were of 1ower socio econom1c status Con- ‘““f
sequent]y, the f1nd1ngs Qf th1s study app]y to on1y unwed mothers of |
’: 10wer socio- econom1c statr “d‘not.to unwed mothers'.of mldd]e_soc1o--
eco. omic status. &y | L e ;”,_ Y h ‘}’:v
One 1mp11cat1on of the second find1ng of the study 1s that 1t

mwght be adv1seab1e when counselllng the pregnant unwed mother, to .
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i 1nform her of the many. prob]ems ‘that she may encounter 1f she ch oses

1 to keep her ch11d and to live as a one parent fam11ya It might be .
advvseab]e 1n 1nform the u:wed mother of the prob]ems experienced by )
'§0me 111eg]t1mate ch11dren such as retarded 1nte11ectua] emot1ona1 and
thhy sfcal growth so that the ‘unwed mother, 1f she chooses to keep her
~child, will be gu1ded on how to avoid these prob]ems and she will be,~//
making her cho1ce to keep the ch11d fu]]y aware of the poss1b1e ob]ems o
that both she and her child might encounter -The resu]ts of the study
also- 1mp1y that the unwed mother shou1d\be counse]]ed on the 1mportance
of not assum1ng a reJect1ng att1tude towards her ch11d s1nce a reJect1ng

att1tude results in very deleter1ous effects on the ch11d s persona]1ty '

deve]opment

o

©
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‘ Appgndix’A’---

The Letter Sent to the Adoptin Mothers (Group B)

F " March 24, 1974

"Dear Méﬁgm ﬁ)a | o ' ,.f .

Mnss Caro1 Harvey is current]y-do1ng a study on unwanted and
111eg1t1mate children under my supervision. Miss Harvey feels that it
is very important to determine the extent to which unwanted ch11dren are
exposed to child rear1ng pract1ces wh1ch are injurious. ...

You, as an adopt1ve mother, represent a parent who.has planned for st
her child and who wants her child very much. For this reason, I would.
appreciate it very’much if you could make yourself available for a br1ef
interview-on a confidential and voluntary basis.. We can have the inter-

: view either at your home or in an office at the Un1vers1ty with Miss. ©
- Harvey who is a Masters student in the Department of Psychology. An
© - . appointment can be arranged at a time conven1ent for you any day up_ t?“ A

the end of April. ‘ : ‘ ‘ L e

1f you feel that you wou]d 11ke to volunteer ‘information that may
be helpful in dealing with the prolghem of unwanted children,. wou]d you
- please phone my secretary at 432 5330 r wr1te .in order to arrange for
- persona] interview. L .
- ’ t:""y N i S R
‘:, f Thank ‘you very much for your cooperat1on T

S1ncere1y yours,

S , SR o Pau] F. Zelhart Ph D . -
- S o Associate Professor of Psycho]ogy
' ~The. Un1vers1ty of A]berta e
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_ f | ',Apbendix B |
The Let f gan gtg the Markjed Mothers (Group C)
~ o . 1 ; ./‘;", . . . .

Wt
L

Augusf 23, 1974

Dear Madam: = 57\

[4 . . . . - .
Miss - Carol Harvey is currently doing a study on unwanted and
.i]]egitimate’chi]dren'under my supervision., Miss. Harvey feels that it
is very important to determine the extent to which unwanted children
are exposed. to child rearing practices which are injurious.

You, as” a married mother, represent a parent who has planned for _
her child and wants.her child. For this. reason, 1 would appreciate it
- very much if you could make yourse]f’avai]ab]e‘for a brief interview on
a confidential and voluntary basis. We can have the interview either

at your home or in an office at the University_with-Miss- Harvey who is
a-Masters student in the Department of Psychology. ‘An appointment can
be arranged at a time convenient for you any day up to the end of
September. R o L o

If you feel ‘that you would 1ike to volunteer information that may -
be helpful in dealing with :the problem of unwanted children, -would you
- please phone my secretary at 432-5330 or write in order to arrange for
a personal interview, - ' ’ . a .

- Thank you very much for ybur_cooperétion,

Sincerely, yours,

Paul F. Zelhart, Ph.D. -
S . E Associate Professor of Psychology
Coem s ' - . The University of Alberta :



Appéndix.B (cont'd)

Please return to : _;) E

Mr. R.H. Morrissette

Deputy Director

Public Assistance Branch ' _
Dept. of Health & Social Development

109 St. and 98 Ave.

EDMONTON, Alberta

Please check the relevant box

b

I am not interested in participating in the project.

I am interested in part1c1pat1ng in the prOJect and agree that
you can pass my “name to M1ss Harvey for arrangement for .an
1nterv1ew . .

NAME

“(BLOCK LETTERS) A
- ADDRESS o

.()

" PHONE NO. - @
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The -ARI Qu  “onnaire -

o

'69.

;i Z'TORY ATTITUDES ON -2 "LY LIFE AND -CHILDREN -
Rea ... o the statements below : 1 then rate them as follows:
A a d D,
1y mf?d]y - mildly strongly
agrze gnren dis

Indicate your

agree disagree

oy draWing a circle around the "A"

if you -

. strongly agree, aruund the "a" if you mildly agree, around the "d" if
‘you mildly disagree and around the "D" if you strong]y'disagree, :

There are no right. or wkong answers,'so answer accord
opinion. It is very important to the study that all questions be:
answered. Many of the statements will seem alike but all are

_to show slight differences of opinion.

1. Children should be allowed to dj agre

parents if they feel their ow ideas are better.

little difficulties.

1 2. A good mother should shelter herféhild from Tife's

3. The home is the only thing that matte
‘mother. . - _—

4.,Some-¢hi]dreh are just so bad'they mu

o fear adults for their own good. -

‘5. Children should réalize how much pare
. give up for them. :

-

6. You must a]wéys keep tight hold ofiba
-~ his bath for in a careless moment he

7. People who thihk=they can get along in marriage =

without arguments just .don't know the

8. A chf]d‘wi]] Be’grafefu1.1ater'on for
.. training. : ST

9. Children will get on any woman's nefv
has to be with-them all day. ‘

1

e with theif

rs to a good
st be taught
nts have to.

by during -
might sTip.

facts.

strict

ing to your owﬁf'.

e}

necessary &

o

R Dis~

- Agree  agree

A a d D

A a. d D

A = d D

A" a. d D

A ai d D
e B

a d D

A a d D

A a d D

‘a’ d D

es if ghe
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Appendix'c (cont'd) “~f‘,§§§¥?
| R Dis- .
e laree agred
- It's best for the child if he never gets started - T
..w0nderiqg whether his mother's Views are right, . A .4 d D

unae parénts shouTd teach thedr children tofhavé; fﬂ.v L
~unquestioning loya]ty'to;thém.. T P Ca

A child should be taught to avoid'ffghtfhg no; o - -
matter what happens. o T A a d D
. . to. - j‘l’r‘l ; . ‘ » s - -
- One of the worst thiqﬁglabout taking care of g ] s ,
home is a- woman fee%?fthat she-can't get out. " A .a . d D o

. Parents should adjugt to the children some rather
than always expecting the children to adjust to —
~ the parents. - o T

- There are so many things a child has to learn in
life there is no excuse for him sitting around

With' time on his hands. , ‘ ‘
. If you let children talk about theirftroub]esfthey :

end up complaining even more. " - o | A a d D
- Yothers would do their job better with the children. . . o

if fathers were mote "kind. o - A a doop
. A young chinishoﬁld}be-protected frbm,hearing o —,!d!f%
~about sex. R L S - A a . d D
. If a mothgh ®oesn ' t g6 ahead and make rules for _ -
~'the home ‘B¢ chiidren and .husband wi1] get into -

-troubles they don't need to.. o A a -d p
. A mother should make ‘it her bhsiheQS\to'knOW o T
-everything-her chi]dren»are thinking; o | A f_a,_ d D
. Children would be happier.and better behaved if e

parents would show an interest in their affairs. . A g v D
.fMo;t children are toilet trainedvhy 15 months of : L
‘age. ¢ U S | A a d-p
. There‘is,nothfng WOrse ?or'a’young mother than o
. being alone_whi]e‘going through,her,first ex- o
* perience with a baby. . o AU A a d D
- Children sﬁou]dfbe,enCOuraged to tell their parents S
- about it whenever they fee]”fami?y‘ryles are ... - Lo

- AT A "a dp

unreascnable.
e

( . S o .‘ _ 5



25,
2.
7.

28.

.29

30,

AN

-3,
- 32,

330
: _.ch1]d S eyes

34

35,

36.
: 37.
38,

39.
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~ Appendix C (cont'd )+

:‘ l e
Cap

f

- /‘..".'.
A mgther shou]d do her best to avo1d any d1s- '
appointment for her ch1]d :

"The women who want 1ots of part1es se]dom
‘make” good mothers ‘ : 3 .

It is frequent]y necessary to dr1ve the m1sch1ef i

out of a ch1]d before he w111 behave

A mother must expect to g1ve up her own happ1ness

for that of her chlld

.IA11 young mothers are afratd of thelr awkwardness

in handling and ho]dlng the baby.

,Somet1mes it's necessary for a w1fe toate]] off her'

husband in order to get her r1ghts

Str1ct d1sc1p11ne deve1ops a f1ne strong character

Mothers very often feel that they can t stand thelr

ch11dren a moment. Tonger.

A parent shou]d never. be made tp look wrong 1n a

.. The ch11d shou]d be taught o revere h1s parents h

above a11 other grown- ups.

A child shou]d be taught to a]ways come to- h:s L
: parents or: teachers rather than f1ght when he is.
in troub]ez } _

,Hav1ng to be with- the ch11dren a]] the time gives

a woman the fee11ng her wings have been c11pped

-Parents must earn~the respect of the1r children

by the way they act

Children who don't try hard: for success w11]
fee] they have m1ssed out on th1ngs ldater ‘on.

Parents who start a ch1&d tatking about his ',
worries don't rea11ze that sometimes it's better

o to just leave well enough a]one

40

.- Husbands could" do the1r part if they were 1ess
selfish. .

- 71,

. ***, Dis-
Agree agree
A -a no: D
4h: a “'d': D
A ‘ a d‘ b :

'A‘. ;” d D
‘.A -+ a d b ‘
Aoad o,
Ao; a ?Vd‘ .b-’
A a ::d: D
hoe 4o
| Ai' =y }iD
A vﬁa 'of: D
& a d D
'j‘A' R ':P:'
A e .o'__
f‘Aj'”a l'd;' D
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Appendix C (cont‘d)

. home which make them doubt their parents' ideas.

S, | . e S o VD'iS-
oy ' : " Agree  agree
41. It is:very important tﬁat,&buﬁg boys and girls not |
- be allowed to see each. other completely undressed. A. a d D
42. Children and husbands do beitef when the ﬁofher . o
. is strong enough to settle most of the problems. A a d D
~ 43. A child should néver keep a secret from his e
~ parents. ‘ I ' o A a d D
.-Laughﬁhg at'children‘s jokeé'and telling cHderen" .
jogesvmakes thingsvgo more ‘smoothly. . - - A a d D
45, The sooner a child learns to walk the better he's - :
- trained. o - A a d-D
46. Tt isn't fair that a woman has to bear just about . -
' all the burden of raising children by herself.* A 4 d D
. . - ; . 5-. _'vr » ) : .
"~ 47. A child has a right to his“own point of viawhand_ .
- ought to be allowed to express it. | A a d D
48. A child should-be protected from jobs which might
be too tiring or hard for him. - h - ‘A a d D
-49. A woman has. to chobée/between;havjng awell run. o
- home" and hobnobbing around with neighbors and - . .
~ friends.- S A a d D
, 9 ST o h
50. A wise parent will teach a child early just-who -
. is boss. - o - o A. a d D
51. F. womenjget'the;gratitudé_thé}»deserve fornall
. they have done,for their children. A a d.D
"52.'Mothers.nevéf stop b1amiﬁg thémsé]ves if theirf _ ; ¥
: babies are injured'in accidents. . . A a d 0
'53. No Mmatter—fow well-a married couple Tove one - _
- another,. there are always differences which-cause. )
irritation and lead to arguments... .. = A a d D
54._Ch1fdfen"wh6 are held to firm rulesigrow up to be .. g
. the best .adults. . - v W S A a d D
| 55§‘It’s-a rahe'mother'Wﬁo can be sweet énd'even,teh- o _
~pered with her children all day. - A-a d D
56. ChderenVShou1d,hever-1earn thihgslouf31de'the. . &‘
A . a D

n"‘



Appendix C (cont'd)

L e ' I , ’ . . Dis-
: : . ' Agree agree
' ¥

- ‘57,.A child soon Tearns that there is no greater wisdom :
R than that of his parents R A a d D

'Q5§: There is.no good excuse fénla'cﬁi1d"h1tting

¢ "another child.

- 59, Most youhgnmdthers‘are bothered mb;é by the feeling = - S
-of being shut up in the home than by anything,e]se. A a" d D

60 Children are too often asked to do all the com- *
promising and adjustment and th?t is not-fair: A a . d D

.. 61. Paréents should teach their children that the way ' _
 to get ahead is to keep busy and not‘waSte'time. A a d D

- 62; Children pester you with all théir.1ift]e”dpsetsw' - ,
if you aren't careful from the. first, . A a d D

© 63. When a mother doesn't do a»good‘jqb”with’children .
. it's probably because the father doesn't do his R
part around ‘the home. IR S
‘64 Children who -take part in sex play become sex- . "ib A
. .criminals when they grow up. -, A a d - D

.. 65.°A mOthef\ﬁas to do the p]ahnihg.BecaUSe she is"the |
one who, knows what's going on in the home. - A a d D

~66. An atert parent, should try to learn alll her chiid's

thoughts., = A a d D
_67; Pafents who are ihteﬁésfmd'in hearing about their- - .' o

.children's parties, dz -~ and fun help them grow - . &

up-right. Cee A a d D

" 68. The earlier a child s weaned;from:its.emotiona] S
- ‘ties to 'its parents the better it will handle its-
own ‘prdblems. . ‘ Do ‘ o

“69. A'wise womla will do anything to-avoid being by -

hgrse]f.before‘and after a’new baby. . A a | d. D

S v -

© 700 A child's ideas should be seriously considered in .
C Tmaking family decisions. ‘v:f S T A La- d ‘D s
271, Parents shprd;kﬁdw'better“théd~to allow ‘their e
o children to be exposed ‘to difficult situations, A a 7d D

o
® . .

~+ 72. Too many women. forget that a.mother's place is.din, ARC
~ .the'hgme. W. - T T . A Cat T d oD
2w R . x : o o AR ;

g TN



Abpendix C. (cont'd)

Dis=-~

. Agree © agree

73. Ch11dren need some of the natural meanness taken %,p#mg'., - '
. out of them. - A - d D
-, .' . O ] . - ) - S ) l‘ s .

76. Children should be more considerate of.their v
v mothers since their mothers suffer SO much for : s
them: . o A a d D

~ 75. Most mothers are fearfu] that they may hurt the1r'
babies in hand11ng them. A a d D
76. There are some th1ngs ‘which Just can t be sett]ed
- - by a mild d1scuss1on : o ‘ . A - a d D
77. Most childfen shou]d have moq@ d1sc1p11ne than SR ‘
~they get, e A ‘a d D
78 Ra1s1ng ch1]dren is a nerve wrack1ng Job A a d D

79. The ch11d shou]d not quest1on the th1nk1ng of -
' his parents .

B =]
Qo
Qu
o

80 Parents deserve the highest esteem and regard of-». . S
- - their ch1]dren < o A a .d Db~

81. Children should not. be encouraged to box or
wrestle because it often 1eads to trouble or : '
injury. ‘ R O ‘ f v : Co A a d D

r

82. One ¢f the bad th1ngs about ra1s1ng children :

“is that you.aren't frée “enough of the t1me to do O
just as you .like. _ o A a2 d D
83.'As much as is reasonab]e a parent shou]d try to -
- treat a ch11d as an equal - s A a- d° D
. \ ‘ . o ]
. 84. A child who is ”on the go” a]] the t1me will most Lo
' 11ke]y be"happy- S _~~ o A~ a’ d D
y85. If a child has apset’ fee11ngs it is. best to 1eave :
‘ him a1one and not ‘make .it 1ook ser1ous L A a . d D

86. If mothers could get their w1shes they would most )
-~ often. ask that therr husband be more understand1ng A a d D«

h87.;5ex is one of the greatest prob]ems to be - contended T
w1th 1n children. . _ ‘ .. A @& ,d°D

. 88. The who]e family does f1ne 1f the mpther puts her L :
' ',fshoulders to the wheel and takes charge of th1ngs A a ¥d

.7,



89.

90.

91.

92,

R

93.
94.
95,
96.

97.

75.

mAppendix C'(cont‘d)‘

f | e P
: I ~ Agree agree .

A mother has a right to know everyth1ng going on in ' ,
her child's ]1fezbecause her ch11d 1s part of her. A - a d D

If parents would have fun with the1r children, the :
children would be more apt to take their adv1ce A a d ‘D

A mother shou]d make an effort .to get her child

toilet tra1nedﬁat .the .earliest possible time. A a d D

8 _, ) "\
‘Most women need more. time than they ‘are given to ;o :
rest up in the home after go1ng through ch11db1rth A . a d D

When a ch11d is.in trouble he ought to know ‘he - - o
“won't be punished for ta1k1ng about it with h1s . :
_ parents. o _ A a d D
;e - IR
Children should be kept away from alv hard jobs, s
which m1ght be d1scourag1ng \ A a d D
A good mother w111 find enough social 11fe w1th1n L
the family. o A a d D
It is somet1mes necessary for the parents to break - ‘ g
the child's will. . ‘ ~ A a - d D
(g - e
.Mothers 9acr1f1ce a]most a]] the1r own fun for their 3 i
| ch11dren : o A a d D
. A mother's greatest fear is that in a forgetfu] _”
moment she m1ght ]et something bad happen to the T -
" baby. z B - A a d D

100.
101.

102.
- 103.

104,

105.

i

. It's naturaT to have quarrels when two people who - R
Jboth. have minds of. the1r own get marr1ed A .a d D

vChi]dren are actua]]y happier under strict training.A a .d | D

It's natural for a mother to "blow her top" when

children are selfish and demandﬂng . A a d D
There 1svnoth1ng worse thari letting a ch11d hear o
‘cr1t1c1sms of his mother. S ._4' . A a d D
~Loya]ty to parents comes before anyth1ng e]se A a - d D

Most parents prefer a qu1et child to a scrappy"' :
one. - , ‘ - A a. d-. D

A.young-mother teels "he]d dSWn"fbécaUSe'therebare



106.

- 107.

108.

- 109.

110.

113.
—114..

115.

woman should be eﬁpected to do all by herse]f_ - A a
_ - _ Y ey _

Y

76.
- Appendix C (cont'd) |
| * Dis-
) - Agree v - agree““
o , s B ,
Tots of things she wants to do while she is young. A -a. d éD
There is no reason parents should haye-fheir own .
way all the time, any more than that children _ "
should have their own way all the time, .- A a d
: . o . ; o ’
The sconer a child learns that a wasted minute Ts«_ LT
lost forever the better off he will be. \\>A ay,.d D
The trouble with g1v1ng attent1on to- ch11dren s N o
problems is they usually just make up a ]ot of : -
stories to keep you 1nterested s A a d D
,Few men realize that a mother needs some fun in . - _
Tife too. . . _ _ - A a..d D
There is usually something wrong wi*5 a child who Ty
asks a lot of questions about sex. ’ . A a d_ D
married woman knows that she will have to take o~y /
z1e lead in famlly matters. o kx A a d D
i is a mother's duty to make _sure she knows h .
c-i1d's innermost thoughts. ~M\\Q\ va : D
~en you do th1ngs together, ch1]dren feel c]ose .
27 you and can talk easier.” . A a d*&,@
£ child. shou]d Ye weaned away from the bottle dr
weast as soon as possible. A a d
1ak1ng care of a sm*]] baby is someth1ng that no
d.
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| ' v Append1x.C (cont d) ¢ er;
The PARI Score Sheet with the Code for Scor1ng the Responses :
SCORE SHEET FOR SAMPLE |

23 SCALE 5-ITEM QUESTIONNAIRE (FINAL FORM 1V)

=5 IT6

=0

NAME : R 5 DATE: ____ NUMBER:
- " PARENTAL ATTITUDE RESEARCH INSTRUMENT . |
: §C§1§ §cgrg - - - - -S!b T§5§ Title _ _ _
]" pé 7, 0 Pp3 Encourag1ng Verba11zat1on -
2 < : Fostering Dependency,
_,3 __ Seclusion of the Mother
4 Break1ng the W11}
> T Martyrdom :
6 . Fear of Harming the Baby
/ SR Marital Confliot
i Strictness |
9 ‘ Irr1tab111ty A .
10 Exo]ud1ng 0uts1de Inf]uences
1 L Deification = -
12 . o Suppression of:Aggression ’
13 ] ' - o ~ Rejection of the Homemak1ng Rote
'%;ff“ ' i ';__;__:;___f ‘EquaTitarianism P
g , : ’ : - Approvq] of Activity :
’ ' Avoidance of Communication
1 : | (s . Inconsiderateness of the Husgand
NEHIRE .}j: ) ﬂ.' Shopression of Sexuality
19 LY . o Ascendancy ‘of the Mother '
' §Intruswvehess o T <g o
(2l 1-- o o L _ Comradesh1p and Shar1ng ’
22 e Acce]erat1on of - Deve1opment

23" L ‘Dependency of the Mother '

. Instructions: .[Enter the. number-4, 3, 2 or 1 in each square accord1ng to
:whether the response was Strong Agreement Mild. Agreenen ., Mitd Disagree-
‘ment, or Strong Di'sagreement respect1ve1y Thus, if th: SUbJECt responded
- with Mild Disagreement to item #25, a 2 would be entered in the second

cell of the second row. Total score is. merely the sum of entries across

rows. Since items .are arranged in a cyc11ca] order by Scaies all items

i a given row belong to the -same - Sca]e Hence, summ1ng across gives:

the score for that sca1e :

T

N A - B VR
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i Append1x D
- THE* U.S. C MATERNAE ATTITUDE SCALE

PTease answer the foTTow1ng quest1ons in terms of your degree of
agreement or disagreement with the statement. For those questions that
you strongly agree with, circle the "A"; for those questions that you
strongly disagree with, circle the "D. w’ Circle the letters indicating
‘less strong agreement or disagreement with the statement by circling
the smaller "a's" and "d's."

’

- Strongly Agree S

| 9
w [7,] S
g oe—. o
[en] [om] =L .
> @3> >y
S 25 T
C O VLS QO
OQPYP OGNV DO
e S U S
: A4 (D= = T~ O
e N TV ©V
‘1. I'd prefer not to hawe any more children. D. 3d d 'a‘a A
",2.fI believe parents need to have hoT1days from o R
children. _ S R D dd .aaA
3. Ch11dren shou]d be ton to say, "1 Tove you." ”y f D dd aa A
4. 1 shou]d Tlisten to. my ch1]d whether 1nterested in -‘_' R
what he's say1ng or not. - X . D dd a ?.A
5. 1 feel better when I buy my child'a gift. - D dd aah
"6,’A child should be made to fegd what he shoqu do . L
‘without my having to order h#m to do it. - D .dd a a A
7. I should a]ways act as if I Tove my ch11d even l - B
if I don't. AN : _ o -~ D dd aaA

8. 1 tryimot to eXpress an%e‘ ith my chitd open]y D dd aaA

9. I always try to do what' S- best‘?ﬁr\the child' 's . : :
- sake whether he Tikes 1t or not. T . dd aaA’
10. A mother shoqu sacrifice her own desires for what |
~is best for her children. D dd aaAh

.fi]T. A mother shoqu help her ch11dren even if they v N
: don't request heTp o o o D dd: a.a A

A

‘TZ. A child shoqu be a good;reflectfon en his parentst D _'d'd-[ aa A;

13. I feel it is my duty to show my child that what I ) :
want _is for h1s sake. . , | N D dd -aa A

RPN ‘_ . . .
Nacd T : 4



14

15.
- 16.

LT,

20

‘; 21;
‘23.TA baby can be spo11ed 1f he is p1cked up when-".;b
24,
25,

26.
e,

28,
29.
- 30.

31

Appendix D (cont'd)

.nAny parent should be proud to have a ch11d who

is a]most a]ways we]] mannered

‘Any parent should be proud to have a ch1]d who
keeps himself neat and c]ean S

Any parent shou]d be proud to have a ch1]d who B
~ hardly ever is no1sy and quarre1some at home ‘

Any parent should be proud to have a ch11d whd\//‘,"
does what he is' told most of’ the t1me

. Any parent should be proud to’ have a- ch11d who
. has rarely shown any’ sexua] cur1os1ty

'T9:‘Any parent shou]d be- proud. to have a ch11d who o

was to11et tra1ned ear]y

. Any parent shou]d be proud to have a ch11d who _f

rarely cries.

Any parent should- be proud to have a ch11d who';
is weaned ear1y from the bott]e . ‘

Se]f—contro] and se]f sacr1f1ce are two of the‘f B
"most desireable: tra1ts of’ a good mother

ever. he crles

‘A child will -be spo1]ed if he gets h1s own way :
"too much when»he is sma]]

’A mother should stop nur51ng her baby 1f her .
doctor te1ls her he 1s big enough For a bott1E; B

I find. my ch11d except1ona11y attract1ve.f f]ﬁ"'

A mother should be proud to have a baby who 15;5'»»7

5

weaned garly from the breast

It's qu1te normal for a mother- to be reJ1eved ‘“;fq

when her ‘children start schoo1

-

“Children: restr1ct the soc1a1 act1v1t1es I wou1d

11ke to have

house

o

A

It s better for a ch11d to 1earn to 1eave th1ngs
alone than to have to put th1ngs out of. hIS reagh~4/D -

e &

d4

- dd

Children shou]d 1earn not to upset a- neat]y kept

80.

- dd
dd

dd

dad

dd
. dd

dd



32.

33.

D4

3t

36.
37.

- example of another child's

39.
40,

41,

42.

44,
45,
. 46. Py

- fpr good behavior.

47,

48.

49,

Most juvenile delinque
‘people were kept busy.

'UEJfberate disobedience™s

‘ "Appendi
Playing with children shou

housework is done.

Itvis better for a mother

when upset by her child's

' mother should intervene

X D (cont'd) |
1d wait. until the

tp:hold in her anger
conduct.

in children's quarrels

11 there is a possibility that one might be hurt.

The older child should be

riay with younger children

A baby Qhoqu never béfiég

_the older child resentful.

A mother should ‘encourage’

. It disturbs me when my chi
- other .children. - BN

1 réré]y'fbfgot'the‘feedin

I more often punish the. ch

his room than by spariking.

held responsible in his®
lected, even if it makes

her child to follow the
good behavior. '

1d is not superior to |

g hour.. |
i1d by confinement to

Fl

I more often punish by remoVa] of privileges than

by spanking.

Much delinquent behavior could be eliminated if
. parents taught their children control by stronger
~~ disciplinary measures. .. : ' S

43. The a]afming'growth in juveni]eiﬂelinQUéncy‘may be -

attributed in part to lax

n Cy

I have often wished that. I

Parents can contro]iéhiidfén;by inihg'them gi fts -

‘ta.

!

A

methods of discipline.

cou]d,bé”évbfded"ifIYPUhQ o
T T

were single again.

If a ¢hild>isywarnedjehough about bad behavigg, he

.may mat have to-be4punf§hedi56{much;?’j

Turning ovéRdiscipline to my spouse is often more

especially if it might lea

<

child's health. -

effective than ling it myself.

ould be punished severly,
0 endangering the = -

N

81.
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Appendik D (cont'd) -

. A good sco1d1ng seems to work better with my
~children than spank1ng

. I often have to "keep after" my chg]d to get him
to do th1ngs

. The reason more'“g1fted” ‘children are from upper-
class families is that these fam111es have higher
standards :

. It is 1mposs1b1e to "spoil" a. baby by too much -

indulgence. : -

. I am unconcerned when my ch1]d makes ‘a mess around
the house.

. Neatness and order11ness are taught by ear]y
- training.

. There are. many occasions when children shou]d be
seen and not heard .

. A good way to increase 3 child's: mOt1vat1on to do
better in school is to offer h1m -a pr1ze for im-

proved grades _

. I would be sat1sf1ed 1f my ch11d made "D" grades

at- schoo] N _ _

O shou1d hear my child just as soon as he >tarts

to cry at night even if I am asleep.

LI pay 11tt1e attention to'my child's express1on
-of "mean" or hostile feelings. -

.. I would 11ke to have a tr'stworthy baby s1tter two
or three times a week ' |

. I don'tslike ch11dren t p]ay together 1f they
den't get along with each other. ‘

. ‘Parents should 1av1sh the1r ch11dren with pra1se
for ‘their achievements at school.

R 4

. My child is genera]]y capab]e of mak1ng decisions

" for hlmse1f

. A child shou]d be g1ven music, dancing, or sw1mm1ng

. lessons,. even if he is not 1nterested

A parent shou]d fee1 respons1b1e for see1ng his -
ch11d do his homework : _
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68.

. 69.

- - 86.

70.

’.’,7 80

82

71.

72.
73.

74.
75

76.
.79,

80..
" 81.

in public than at home : - D
I frequent]y try to he]p my ch11d by correct1ng
his m1stakes ,
I don't like my child to eat dirt or grass D
I Tike to ho]d my child whether he is d1rty or
clean. g
'I am apt to be impatient if my chﬁld 1nterrupts me
when 1'm speaking to aduits. N ,D
I spank .y child when he 1s d1sobedient "D _
I always permit my child to have a 1rght burn1ng
- or his door open at night if he wants 1t A D
! do not permit my -child to climb ta11 trees N D
S try to dlscourage my ch11d from p]ay1ng in fhud
and dirt. . ) D
_ | R
I pun1sh temper tantrums f1rm]y and promptly
It is easy for me to té]] my ch11d that I 1ove h1m. D
1 fee] that some of my ch1]d S fr1ewds are a bad
1nf1uence on him. D
I genera]]y insist thah my ch11d eat what' [ be11eve
. to be best for h1m [ , D
I dislike chang1ng my ch11d s d1rty d1apers ‘ D
A child should be d1¢c1p11ned when he soils his
" pants after he ‘starts toilet tra1n1ng o D
. Parents should be d1sturbed if their child fa1ls S
to progress at the rate they know he should. '_D

_83..

»

" 84,
85.

\ ‘ Ry
Appendix D‘(cont'd)

A parent should expect his ch11d ‘to behave-. better

,Ch11dren should. be-allowed- to f1ght freely- w1th

thelr brothers and sisters.
I do not a]]ow my ch11d to say, "I hate you "
I allow my child to eat pretty much what he wants.

If- my ch11d sucked his thumb, I would try to dis-
courage him by some form of- d1sc1p11ne i ‘

B

“ D -‘

83.
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Append1x D (cont'd)"

. Ch11dren should be’ perm1tted to talk. whenever o
they wish. o _ - _ ‘D dd

. It s better to 1etda baby cry 1t out than to
pick him up every time he cries if there seems to \
be nothing wrong w1th him. : o d d

. I am greatly annoyed when my child whines or cr1es _
for long perwods ﬁ, o D dd -

. I don't let my child use crying as. a dev1ce to get |
out of a bad s1tuat1on . D - dud:

. I meet-my- Chlﬂd S demands for attent1on with f1rm L
but moderate d1sc1p]1ne o D d d

. Mothers shou]d feel free to work outs1de the home 1f .
they can find a good baby sitter for their .
children. - . ‘ » ) - D +dd-



: The Code' for Scoring the USC‘Responsesi |

Appendix D {cont'd)

THE USC MATERNAL ATTITUDE SURVEY

85 .:

B o . S n
: Judges”’ Ratings |« Judges’ Ratings
Item | Agree ~ Disagree Agree - Disagree
1 R . a r a
2 r a - r a
3 r a . r a
4. r R r- .a/A - -
5. r R T a s
6 r a r. R
7 r "R~ r " R-
8 r R r al
9 r a/A r : R
- 10 - r R r N A
1 r a r o a
12 r a a. or o
13 r a 54 R r
14 r a .55 Vo a.
15 r . a 56 r - a
16 r A 57 r.o b a -
17 r a/A 58 - A r
18 T A 59 r: . rl/a
19 ¥ A 60 a R
20, r a-. 61 - r.. A
.21 r - &/A 62 r “a/A
-22 o A 63 Cr 3
23 r ‘A 64 La r
24 r A 65 v a
25 r A 66 - r a
26 A R-- 67 r A
27 r a 68 . S o S \ "‘-“.a
28 r A 69 T - "a
29 r A 70 A R
. 30 r A 71 R A
3] r a 72 R-- a
32 r A 73 . A or
33 r R. 74 r a
34 A R 75 . ro a
35 r a . 76 R “A
36 r a 77 - A r
37 _r - a/A 78 e N
38 o : \ A - 79 r a/h-
39 A v 80 r "A
40 e ‘R 81 R A
41 r R 82 ‘R a
, A x .

-
i



| Appendix D (cont'd)-

Judges' Ratings i Jddges Rat1ngs
_ Agree Disagreée _ . Agree - 'Disagree
‘éi ..r r A
r VA r A
A r R A
r A r a
A r r A
- overt rejection : see : :
- covert rejection - ‘ , e B S
- .overt acceptance’ o E ' IR
- covert acceptance - S . -
- und1fferent1ated acceptancé_ . : :




»
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. Appendix E + -

. : - o .

_ QUESTIONNAIRE * S o
L w : S

«. - - The following questionnaire and tests are part of a research pro-

U being carried out by MOVE, a charitable society working for unwed
wuuners and a graduate student from the University of Alberta. This re-
search will aid us in getting a better understanding of unwed-mothers
and help us:and we hope the gommunity at large to provide services which
best meet their needs..  To insure your privacy.ifi this matter we shall

~.-not-ask your name. __He mould like to thank you for your cooperation and
time in assisting i our-efforts. ' : : '

- INSTRUCTIONS “

: B : o Y ‘ o
‘1% Please read the following questions carefully. .
2. Answer only those items which apply to you. L
v-3. On the items which do not apply please place the letters
- NA above, the check spaces for the choices or in the
- answer bfank, - , L oo b -
4. On the questions that .apply to you please checﬁ in the space ~

/" .next to the most accurate choice or fi]]_in,thé\plaﬁk as S
- indicated by the question. . ‘\ Lo YT A
\ . a . . 3 ‘ IR . v‘.‘ V .b —
' 1. Your age " a) iess than-16 o
. : " b)17 or 18 e
:cg’19°or 20 . ?;E
d) 21 to. 25 .
e) 26 to 30 o .
. i 'f) over 30 . o T
\,ﬂ’ 32.'Marita1-status- o "lf , a) single. o | K .
[ " > 4 b) marrieds _ . .
- . _¢) common-law marriage S
o S s - 'd)wseparated/divorced~‘:**—- S
. 3. Disposition-of child ~ - . a) kept child :
L - -+ b) surrendered: child

| | - -c) placed child with relatives
- LT Co d) placed child with non-relatives
: ' R @) two of above or other (specify)

T

. Children . . " a) one male child g
T -~ - b) one female child
.. c) one male/one female -
~ d) two male children D
e) two female children.. ' ~
f).more than two chiidren
g)'if'twinskp1ease'checkghere

-

NEEERE

= . L A
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! : o . " Appendix £ (cont‘d)" ‘ T > b S

' , o © st 2hd 3rd

5. Children's ages a) less than one year 4
: - " ©.b) 1 or 2 years old .

“¢) 3, 4, or 5 years old -

d) 6 to 10 years. old - ¢

INER

N °1'l I
NN

a) did not complete Jungor hvy?
~b) completed Junior. high
c) completed senior high-
d) completed trade/technical
course
obta1ned college degree

. 6..foun education level

3

)
7..Source of income - a) are dépendent on parent/spouse R
- o A 'b) employment . _
v ‘ : .c) support from” spouse/ch1]d S
: _ . o father .
. d) social. allowance (welfare) .
e) Manpower/prov1nc1a1 tra1n1ng

?ent

I

L f e f) other (please spec1fy

b

) 8 0ccupat1on (1f employéd) ‘ a)_profess1ona1/manager1a1
b) clerical X
Ksee categor1¢s on. . c) sales and service . _
o th1s page) 7. -d) production, transportat1on or
' construct1on

l l‘

v . e) student/trainee - / :
» - f)'other (p]ease spec1fy) L -

-9. Monthly income - ~~7 ~a) under $300 OO/month N ‘
' : RS b) $300 to $400/month. R
- (if employed or of . - .c) $400 to-$500/month - C
- spouse-if-married- . . " "d) $500 to $600/month
~._or in)commonrlaw SR e)‘over $600 OO/month
union : P : -

10. Residepce =~ = - 'a) with parents o B U
. - o . 'b) wWith spouse- = " )
roc) ving alone” :
- d) with*friends or relatives .
- @) with male in common-Tlaw union
'}/f__kf) ogper (p]ease speciﬁy)

||‘HH

- 17. Religion -~ . N a)‘Jewish . SRR

: SRR L "'b) Protestant o Ao
".c) Roman Catholic¢ :
d) other (p]ease spec1fy)

TS
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‘1VAppehdix E (cont’d)i\' ;

.Examples of different types of occupation to be used.ih QUestions
-8and 18. - T : 7 "

. K '
X !

Professional and Managerial 7

- physicians, dentists,-nurses, lawyers, eﬁgineérs, social welfare workers, .
-teachers, librarians, dietitions, laboratory.technicians,'draughtsmen,

. government officia]s,‘credit managers, sales managers,‘office'mapagers,
people in business on own account. . o T

" Clerical

. . ' . ,. . » - . ‘ ] . N ) o ) | ."A .

- Secretaries, -bookkeepers -and cashiers, stenographers, typists, ‘reception-

ists, office app]iancequerator§. o D

o -

Salgs and Service .
_sales clerks, salesgen, hairdressers, waitresses, nursing aides, social *
aides, cooks, homemakers/homehe]p, babysitters, telephone operators,
ushers, elevator tenders, janitors, service station attendants, firemen,

policemen, postmen, armed forces. - - .. P o .

‘Production, Construction and Transportation

-machinists, mechanics,'machiﬁe-operatdrs,‘Qressmakeis;*seamsttesEes;.
printing workers, carpenters, plumbers, electric#ans,- locomotive
engineers/firemen/conductors, bus drivers, taxi drivers, truck drivers.

12. Church attendance’ . - ' a) regularly ;f‘? -
= : e ~ "b) occasionally.- .
‘ “c) rarely —_
’ - d) never -
1301 paYe']iVed’in Edmohto?~" . % years. - ‘
" T4. I.have lived ihuA1berta<\\- .. years. - = U
AT N = R v s
15. I have /lived in Canada - L yéars. -
 INFORWATION O FAMILY AND RELATIONSHIPS .
TG.VHome-éiguation SRR, a) both parents alive/living .
Lo o : - together .
’b) home broken by death and you . °
lived with - o
i) mothen . o
ii) father. i

i) relatiyes: e
c) home broken by divorce or

. separation and you Tived with

K



. '.‘ R ' Append1& E (contéﬂ) c ,_' T
0 0 /’A i)-mother, ;' .
: s T ii) father S
- e jii) relat1ves *
17. If home broken d1d parent w1fh whom you ]1ved remarry7 . - yes’

. 18,,Fatﬁer‘§:occupation’r

‘]'1913Father's men£h1y*income>

[7 ﬂ

{

20;-Eather's‘edUCatipn _

L, R

- 21. Mother's education
a T

le

‘d1d not comp]ete

,obta1ned c011ege degree::\

91,

Profeséional/managerial |
clerical a
sales: and service

production, transportat1on or,
, constrution’ :

other (p]ease spec1fy)

° no

/ B

| Iﬁtl

“under” é300 OO/month
t

$300 $400/month

$400 to $500/month . é i

$600 to $800/month
over $800.00/month

‘did not-comp1ete-jdhi0r'high

completed: junior high

- completed.senior high

comp]eted trade/techn1ca1
course - .
obta1ned co]]ege degree

un1or h1gh
completed Jun10r igh-.
compieted senior high = -
compieted trade/tech51ca1
course

TEorr o

v, Parentfé religion -

o

.23r7Chprch-attendance'”

oy

_9'

~

-‘d)

a)
- b).

:é)
. b)

c)
d)

24 E§t1maf€ of parent s marriage a;

e

c)
d).

Jew1sh . S
Protestant Lo
Roman Catholic - ‘
ather (p!ease spec1fy) o

N

regular]y R
occas1ona1}y C
rarely . -

nedr’

very happy
happy .. -
average e
unhappy = = - ~<
very unhappy o

. » .

RS
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Append1x E (cont d)

.-Who made most of the 1mportant dec1s1ons 1n the fam11y7
o . . a) mo one in part1cu1ar
b) father
; mother
d someone else- (please spec1fy)

I'- |1

¢ ]

1

. How would you descr1be the 1nteraction between your father
and- mother in the home? ‘ o
» a) father def1n1te]y dom1nant
b) father tended to be dom1nant
c) it was about '50/50 ¢
. d) mother tended to be dom1nant
. e) mother def1n1te1y dominant

N l_ | I o

. Which of ‘the fo]]ow1ng best descr1bes the way you

‘ 7u'were disciptined? ‘ o gp:gdw13? after 137

. E a) father 0%

. . .- . b) father 25%
7 -c)Tather 50%

-~ .d)'father 75%

o e) father 100%

mother 100% -~ . R
mother 75%

mother 50%.- ¢
mother:, 25§ .
mother 0%

RS

A2 LR
g

o

. What was your re]at1onsh1p with your parents up i o
to the age of ]5? ! ST mother
‘ o ‘,‘a) very c]ose A
.~ 7. 7 b) close -
: S . " c) somewhat close .
oo, v d) not close
o 0 e) distant”
~'_ _ S . ,f) I don t remember -

I.:J’t‘l N

®

at the present t1me? _ ‘ mother father -
: R — ~~-,-w—-~—~~——a‘)-—vep:y{ 058 ——— et e L
' ~ o b) close f
L \\ c) somewhat close -
. -« . d) not close.
- v .e) distant
o : ’ £) other c1rcumstances--no con-.
tact - :

,VWhat 1s your relat1onsh1p with your paregts

'yi | H |*

“Lfl"*l 1 |[

'.f"”" -

. Of all the peop]e you have known, whoAdo you ', A .
. think most favorab]y 1mpressed you? . S up to
o o : a) mother
. 7~ . b) father:
| cg.brother and sister

—
U‘l

?.after 157

teacher .
friend of same sex j ,

: “« .. . -f) friend of opposite sex
e L L T g) other (please specify)

NRRRRREE

X

. {;1’ RREENE



| Append1x E (cOnt d)

.8

DATING AND MISCELLANEOUS INFORMATION

YRR .

i '32._How much d1ff1cu1ty d1d you have in early adolescence R
//////ﬂ ' -1n making friends w1th the oppos1te sex? IR S
PR g T a) vetyagreat d1ff1cu1ty B R O S
L " - b) great d1ff1cu]ty . 4“"’__} .
. P ,c) average diff1¢ﬁ]ty o IR
T o g Tittle difficulty . . R SV
b L }K o e) very ]1tt1e dlff1cuLty o

|
- 31, How old were\you when -you had yoyr f1rstﬂyate?igl."f Qrw*Ibgfffi
\

Vv

- 33, What was and is your evaluation of your .N o R
‘ phyS1ca1 appearance?' o , ’ U In ado]escence? Now?
e ) A .a) unusua]ly good 1ook1ng AR e
i . & . " b) above average looks
- ¢) average looks © .
, . d) below average 10dks
| | » e) home]y .
34 What .was and is your evaluation of your . SR L
persona11ty or persona] attract1veness? T - In adotescence? Now?
_ L a) superior. o )
5) above average
. c).average -\
- d) below_ave age o
, '.e) poor oo
35 How conf1dent are you- at present 14 asso%:at1ng
, With the oppos1te‘sex?
" S g very confident
- by confident ;
o) little confidence
, :?,d) no cOnf1dence at all

Sl o

o

_ 36 Do you ever have doubts about your chances of
e “——**‘““having a successfu] marnnage?u=; - Lo
. . _ A a);frequent]y . | : , S
bi occasionally L 2

1111

“o steady

N

38.“H6w§ﬁaﬁ§?aiffé}é§§” Bop ] | . Y R
. BTN al In In In
T, ‘ Jun1or H1gh Senior High‘ Col]ege~
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j’#., Before you were 15 where did you get most of your

94,

~Appendix E (cont'd) -
_ s .
. - c) 2or3
P C . d)4dors5s
S L e) 6 or7
N - f) 8or9 :
10 to 15 .

15 to 20
over 20

NEREEE

g}
h
i

39 Your school average was approx1mate1y .
a) 80% to.100%
b) 65% to 80% .
' .c) 50% to 65%.
v d; 40%-to 50%
S less than 40%

40. Before you were 15 did you 11ve most of your t1me .
o . a) in city over 500,000
- .. b) 100,000 to 500, 000
. . ¢) 10,000 to 100,000
. . d) 2,500 to 10,000
: - - e) village under 2,500
f) open country, non- fann
. g) on a farm.

i

: 1nformat1on about sex7 v
A . : A mother

father . o

" brothers and. sisters

friend, same sex

,friend, opposite sex

" schoal classes

reading -

parent -of fr1end

had no information

|
TG T D OO0 O
. et S N Vbt s et s st N

42 At whﬁt age d1d you f1rst have sexua1

1ntercourse7 L

LR T ) before 15 | S
S ~ 'b) 16 -18" “

‘.‘..“- :?); ' o »‘ - : ’ c) ]9 B 2]

o d)ee-es )
5-_.,;:'g‘ ',-.,p-- . e) after 25 - .

8 S
43 Drd you use any method of b1rth contr01 when you had

| your first sexua1 exper1ence? ‘

7o

>.44 D]d you fee] you were adequate]y prepared for- adu1t

11fe and adu]t re]at1onsh1ps?

U:flﬁ»fg,'w .th; _3';_ « b) we11 prepared

£

IEERERND

Yes

- No

a) yes, very well prepared '

LT

NN

RRRRREEN

NN



e %5, /\
’p-andix E (cont'd) ‘
c) adequately prepared-

- o - d) poorly prepared
oo , .e) .not prepared at all

| 1]

" 45, Mac . -gnan:zy. o :
‘ - a) planned
. b) not planned but wanted :
_ : c) acc1denta1 and not wanted

46, I» yaur oo in ath yvour child. . .
a) I don't want the child :
b) I often find myself reJect-
ing the child :
c) I occasionally find myse]f
rejecting the child
~d) I rarely or never reJect
the child :

47. If marr1ed were you pregnant at the’ t1me of , . 1

your marr1age? L _ L : o e

o a) yeS . . .
b) no

IF YOU WERE PREGNANT OUT DF WEDLOCK PLEASE ANSNER THE- FOLLONING

AR

48 Contact w1th the father of the ch11d ,
-a) a single social contact
‘ b) a casual dating relationship
. © . C) a steady dating re]at1onsh1p
' d) engaged to marry

l | 1]

49 Support (non f1nanc1a1) from father of child - ' L N
‘ : a) father highly’ support1ve and , 0
3 L : ~ _.relationship still existing -~ - .
e T et - b)~father-hlghly—support1¥e~but—~—*«—————
' . P - relationship ndw. ended - :
c) father moderately supportive
- d) father gave little support
N e) father unsupportive,
' . re]at1onshwp ended

N

50 Present re]at1onsh1p w1th father of ch11d S
a) very closc, aJprec1ative
b) moderately ciose ‘
 ¢) indifferent, - .
- d) moderately hostile =~ ¢

e) h1gh1y hostilg towards h1m

51. Residence during pregnancy '
o , : a) 11v$ng a]one :

g : ' o . b) Tiving with friends
¢ o o .. . . c) Viving with family .
B P d) ]1v1ng w1th father of ch11d__
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Appendix E (cont'd)

'/E) 1n maternity home or commun1ty

i residence _
‘ f) other (p1ease spec1fy) .
- V4 . . / )
52. Income source, first six months of I ‘ o
pregnancy . Lo :
é;vemployment ' ' _
h S “b) dependent (fam1]y, father
N : : -of child) - L v
: " c) social allowance - - '
. d) student/trainee loan or grant (
e) other (please spec1fy) .
_ _ A _ . — -
53. Source of income, last three months of -~ -~ -~ . Lo,
pregnancy - - ' R

.a) employment -

b) social allowance -

c) support from father of ch11d
d) depéndent of family

ITIT!

e) other (p]ease spec1fy)
. 14
: . _w _
54 Contacts w1th soc1a1 service agenc1es oY )

. a) had no contact -
| L o . b) one contact —_
o B " . c) two different contacts —

LT - - d) three or.more contacts N
~ 55. After conf1rm1ng the pregnancy, how many t1mes d1d you see
, ©  a doctor dur1ng the rema1nder of ‘the pregnancy? - A
: o a) regular contact - ° KA
S - b) one contact . A -
. < R c 2 to 5 contacts - i 'eﬁuf;_L

”‘_“Wh’aw"“h_*~'“' S . v d) over 5 but not regu]ar contact

56. If you rece1ved counse111ng dur1ng your pregnancy
from a social worker or other profeSSIOna1
counse]lor did you fing o

- b) helpfu] - e
- -¢) no help or h1ndrance : '
- - d) confusing or a hindrance
2 e) very confusing’ ora great

C _ hindrance -

.57 In the fo]]ow1ng 1ist p]ease rank the needs in terms of most to
least important or pressing. Place the number 1 (one) next to - A

+"the most important need 'and 2 (two) ‘hext to the second and so on’ ..

-t to the least 1mportant P]ease add ‘néeds you do not f1nd 1xsted .

[
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increased income : . ~ U
increased. training or schooling _ - -
" social activity for you and child N - "
better housing e : R o
@’he1p with. inco management - L S
“day care facilities _ o
social activity with same sex. _ 0 ‘
- social activity, ‘opposite sex L .
“transportation .
babysitting - . )
. -education for child care o . N
¢ professional counselling. . ¢
- non-professional person to talk to o
information on commun1ty sérvices s i -
legal aid. __. ‘ ’
medical care - o
58. Reaction of fam11y to pregnancy 5 AI
’ , ) uring . At
. : Pregnancy Present:
a) highly supportive’ [ S
R b). supportive ». S
o : ' - c) indifferent’ - - o
/’7 o d .re‘jecting ' o —_—
YR o ® e ?highly re3ect1ng PIRE
f)fthey don't know o __;h*b.
.59, Do you presently have any outstand1ng persona] S . tole

goals? i _ , 3 o
_ S vma)_educational 1mprovement o .
- b).job promotion . o L :
- - c¢)skill-trade tra1nhng
DU © - d) marriage
L © .. .. e) no particular goa]s iy
o f) other (p1ease spec1fy)

SEERRE

P

' 60. How have you coped w1th pregnancy, sing]e parenthood or |
. surrender as they app]y? : : '
. o pregnancy surrender parenthood
' ay very well ‘
: © b) well
2 c) average

d) some difficulty — - )\
J B

INEE ',I;
1] ] U

‘ __ e). great d1ff1cu1ty
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Appendix F (cont'd) ~
' Table 8
Unrotated Factﬁr Ana]ys1s Solut1on rorvPARI
B IT ITI | V. vi |
f - 1 /r - N ] v o
1] -0.4778 0.5528 '} 0.2147° 0 1399’ 0.2110 0.1880
2 ) 0.5044 | -0.2962 | -0.4766 .”O.2T95 - 0.3209 | -0.2290
3-] 0.6869 [-0,1332 | 0.3046 | 0.0179 | -0.3092 ©0.2617
4 | 0.6643 |-0.0225 | 0.3105 .| 0.1726 - -0.3293 | -0.0054
5 ] 0.7605 | -0.1810 0.0709 0.2036 |-0.2080- |  0.0067"
6-| 0.5785- 'y 0.2496 | -0.3914 | <0.2070 . -0.2326 | -0.2784 &
7-1-'0.4017 | 0.3949 | -0.1063 | 0.2877 [-0.0983 | 0.4267 .
8 0.4704 | 0.1519 | 0.5897 |" 0.0276 |-0.3712|-0.1930
.9 | 0.3487. | 0.6203 | -0.3151 | =0.0246 | -0.3498. | -0.1899
{10 p -0.7783 |[-0.1652 | -0.1559 | 0.0453 0.1448 | -0.3643
1 0.7324 1-0.0122 | 0.1970 0.2760. | 0.0923 | ~0.3081
112 0.5843 | -0.0517 | 0.3136 | -0.3416 - 0.1540 ~0,]55g/_
13 0.5614 '| 0.4537 | -0.4399 |-0.1948 | 0.0978 - 0.13714°
14 1 -0.2726 "}  0.4939 | 0.3452 |.-0.1720 ‘| 0.4726 0.1513 | =~
15 | 0.6293 { -0.4402 0.1089 |-0,3498 ‘1. 0645 | -0.1875,1,
16 | 0.6043 | 0.1900 | 0.0965 |-0.5Yi8 | 0.1 -0.0412Y .
17 | 0.7218-% 0.0960 |-0.0776 | 0.2249 |--0.0152 | 0.2232 | "
181 0.7982 | -0.1344. | -0.0680 | -0.1132 0.2019 '} - 0.0522 | B .
19,1 70,6187 | 0.,0127 | -0.1210 |-0.0126 |-0.0923 | -0.2299 R
20 | 0.6231 |-0.3568 | -0.0310 | 0.3750 |[-0.1832.{:0.2291 | ™ e
1217 1. 0.1326 | 0.6286 0.1917 | 0:4148 | 0.2968" -0.3169 y . v
22 | 0.7027 -|-0.1999" 0.0134 1-0.3512 - '0.1401 | 0.1919° ] .. .
{23 | 0.6776 | 0.3264.|-0.1324 | 0.1804 |-0.0477 | 0.1700
; . Y E
’ 4 ‘ : - T‘»”f';;.
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Tab]e 9

v

Rotated_Factbr'Analysis Solution for the PARI

101,

111

VI

| " 4% 11 v v
: s _ =
T | | . :
- 1 -0:37177 1 -0.0860 | 0.6762 | 0.2419 | 0.1310.| 0.0309
2 0.7796-| 0.7568 | -0.2379 |-0.0936 | 0.2335° } 0.1434
3| 0.0755 1%0.0398 | -0.2629 |-0.3654 | -0.5620 | 0.4701
| 0.2122 | 0.0992 | -0.1457 |-0.1932 | -0.6672 | 0.3435
5> | 0.6075 [-0.0318 | -0.0668 |-0.3528 | -0.2482 | 0.3745
61 0.2113 ' 0.7415 | -0.2060 |-0.2574 | -0.0946 |' 0.1115
71 -0.0110 | 0.2208 | 0.1583 | 0.0034 {(-0.0914 | -0.7217
B 0.0135 | 0.1180 | 0.0723 |-0.2076 | %0.8385 | 0.0486
1 -0.0425 1 0.8280 | 0.0872 | 0.0240 | lo.1544 | 0.2127
0.6660 | 0.1340 | -0.0704 |-0.4237 | -0.4070 | 0.0379
| 0.6431 -1 0.1440 | 0.0728 |-0.2238 |.-0,4838 | 0.1768
124 0.0979" 1 -0.0696 | 0.0025 |-0.7069 | -0.2462 | 0.180]
13 /,9\1168 0.6110 | 0.0821 |-0.3859 | 0.2096 | 0.44b9
14 1°-0.2773 [-0.1422 | 0.7368 {-0.2070 | /0.1562 | -0.0774 |
151 0.2574 | 0.2953 | 0.0784 |-0.6416 | -0.2019 | 0.0120 |
16 | 0.0695 1" 0.3132 | 0.0481 |-0.7467.] -0.1449 | 0.0618
17-1.0.3382 | 0.1839 | -0.0478 |-0.2320 | -0.2098 | 0.6233
18 1:0.4710 [ 0.1210 | -0.1568 |-0.5781 | -0.0969 | ©0.3339
191 0.1742 1 0.1926" [ -0.1946 [-0.3200 | -0.1314 | 0.4839
20 | 0.5742 {-0.2352 | -0.2024" [-0.7610 | -0.1125 | 0.5279
211 0.3097 | 0.2670 | 0.7548 | 0.1634 |,-0:2078 | 0.0575
22 | -0.2288 | 0.0220 | -0.2444 |-0.7201.| -0.0695 | 0.27971 ']
23 | 0.2453. 0.3767 | 0.0792 |-0.2021"| -0.1853 | 0.60e8
o | : R Ry L -
/
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 Appendix F (cont'd)

Table 11

!

"..103.

Unrotated Factor Apa1y§js'501ution for the CPI.

<

~

I 1T 111 IV,

1. 0.5149 | .0.4421 0.4747° | -0.,2755 [
2 - 0.6889 0.4452 [ 0.0902 -0.0088
3| 0.4848 0.6783 | . 0.2962 0.0039 |
4 0.3754 -0.8219 | -0.0794 0.1212

5 - 0.1805 0.7595 |- 0.4757 0.1435

6 0. 8054 -0.1899: | -0.3064 -0.1257
7 0.6496 | -0.5110 0.2212 0.1040

8 - 0.596 [ -0.4828 0.2765 0.1332
9 | 0.5200 $-0.7823 -0.1047 - | -0.0389
10 0.8564 ' [ -0.1547, | -0.2486 0.0997

|1 ] -0.4768 - | " -0.6458 ‘| 0.1211 -0.4057
12 0.2214 =0.2133 °  "-0.0570 [ 0.7130
13 0.7144 -0.2529 | 0.2376" |  0.0015°
14 - 0.7770 0.1148 -0.2320 | .0.1489
15| 0.8221 0.2849. -0.1564 | - 0.1595
16 - 0.759 - | - 0.0753 - | 0.0243 |  -0.33:3
17 0.2822 U436 | -0.6545 | . 0.1831
18 -0.0851 . [ -0.4162 |—~0.4749 0.5621 |

i N
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~ Table 12 . ‘
RotatedxFaétor"Ana1ysi$ Solution for the CPI
1 1 m o . o
" | o0.2680 | 0.7935 0.0498 | -0.2404 4
2 |.0.2818 .| 0.6621, | -0.3987- | -0.0652 ] -
3 0.0217 0.8556.% |' -0.2156 | -0.0624 | -
4 |-0.2346 | 0.7050 | -0.5304 | -0.0642
5 | .-0.2540 0.8857 ‘| 0.0131 - 0.0849
6 |-0.6985 - |. 0.0367 -} -0.5378 | -0.1266
7 ].0.8177,. | -"0.0385 .- |--<0.0017 | 0.2695"
8 | .0.7648 0.0672 - | 0.0513 |  0.3020
"9 | o0.8486 . | -0.3942 | -0.0759 | 0.1166 |
10 | 0.6843 0.1202. |.-0.5809 - | 0.0947
M | 0.8436 | -0.1973 | .0.1646 | -0.2142
12 | 0.1510 | -0.0747 .| -0.2506 | 0.7176
13 [ 0.7372 | 0.2573 | -0.0774 0.1228
14 | 0.4581 ='| 0.2885 | -0.6263 ~0.0869 | -
15 | 0.4034 | 0.4713 | -0.6448 | 0.0790
16 | 0.6037 | 0:387 -0.2919 . | ~-0.3089 |
17 1 -0.1909 | 0.0725 . | -0.8294 . | -0.0508 | -
18 | 0.1577 | -0.0583 | 0.4131 | ‘0.7232)
—- SE 7 A



