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"'.between the ages of flfteen and elghteen, completed f1ve

"wrzlnstrumentS' the Adolescent Perceptlons of Parent

'[fBehav1or Inventory,,the Rosenberg Self Esteem Scale, the_ =
‘Q,TPAT Anx1ety 5cale the Anagram Test and the Rathus
A

f[Assertlveness Schedule B ]ff,_}ﬁi}*[u_la;\”WG
It was apparent from the results that there were
Ansidlfferences among the percelved authorltarlan,‘

democratlc, and lalssez falre parentlng styles -on ‘: '

. .
.4

'-,measures of.adolescent sblf-esteem and anx1ety The oy

" ._:._"'fmdm& that the self esteem of females‘ who percelve

@;nthEII mothers to be democratlc is hlgher than 1s the

”rflalssez falre is consistent w1th the llteraturei It was'-'*

.f rthelr mothers to be democratlc was 1ower than was the

h"ﬁ.creat1v1t¥ and’assertlveness.

h-self-esteem of those who percelve thelr mothers to be,

v 3

;;;;

’Q:also found that the anx1ety of adolescents«who perce;ve

\

htanx1ety of those who percelve thelr mothers to be elther '
Aiauthorltarlan or lalSSéz falre. f;ﬂ’;;;fu;' SRR ) o

'3 leferences among the three percelved pare ing

'styles were not found for the measures of adol ‘ht

purpose of the current study was to test th:
9, 0 ’

7im"ct of pencelved parentlng styles on the personallty

"development of female adolescents.; It was predlcted

that there would be dlfferences among the percelved

..



0 N N
eat1v1ty, : and assertlveness.

« . -
a e

."‘. e ,;

£
&



;nn'guldance pOSlthe attltude, and sense of" humor

L. i ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS |
o .l K . ‘ o '_':\"‘::.\-l\\" .. ‘ .l‘.

- I w1sh to thank Dr E” E. Fox for hlS profe551onal

Loy,

vdgthroughout the creatlon of thli\thESlS. @ . .
R :

I would also llke to express a‘deep sense of

.‘fj'appre¢1at10n to my husband Dav1d Bérndt who has ;

]

37proV1ded me- w1th falth nndenstandanq, and endless J“f

: Iencouragement A thank -you ‘is due to our daughters

“

°Serena and Justlne who have helped in thelr own Spec1a1

Addltlonal thanks are dlrected tdward Irene Kwan,'

-Jeannette;Cooke,_and‘Llsa,Rlchter.

-~ -



’dHAPTER

/)II;' REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE '\ ”,f;;.‘ﬂ :

o

INTRODUCTION .MQ;;.,lQ

L Authorltarlqn Parentzng Style.-.

;Democratlc Parentlng Styie P }ygt;*,e;ﬁ}'ghi

-;Lalssez falre Parentlng Style.';ﬁ§§.-fb: ;-3
f‘statement of the Hypatheses.f,‘;ﬁ{f;t( ..;fsf-‘

- \

kY

APerceptlon of Parentlng Stylesr ,w_f;'gf:“,“ '

Self- Esteem and the Perceptlon of

Parenting’ Styles:. . . o < & o i e v ool 12050 0

‘,.\

Anx1ety and the Perceptlon of Pareﬁtlné

SEYLES . . o 4 e e ee se e e ‘::..\‘ ‘-,_-.\u;""l.9

Creat1v1ty and'the Perceptlon of Parentlngﬁ

%gssert1Veness and the Perceptlon ef B

SEYLRS .+ wv v o ek s e e sl 24

arentlng Styles e e e e e W }'.[,_gﬁiiftfﬁf

K Demographlc Information. ,e;'; e L;;‘{2@'37f5

" METHOD,AND PROCEDURES. .+ . « o w-e o « & o« 4 397
1Y . - . ‘

TSAMPLE .+ e e e e e e e e e b a39

hinsttuments. L S ;'.,f.i L. 39
_other Data Collection Procedures

Investigetional'Proeedures,.'.e. . .:;'h;.'46‘

e . . ..

RESULTS- Y o ‘o"o .‘o . . ... -’ . '.- o: « * | ' ‘48 o ",;’..:-

- Self-Esteen and the Perceptlon of Parentlng

styles L] o L] o L] .. L . L) ‘e I. . . . . X -0 . 49 v . .

I

vi



o - [\ e e z
B . o L Y
- T - & o' e ® ] ’ -~ . L
R - B y X e g ‘ L
- " i 4 . . -
- ) ‘\', - o' -
e v o h \ . . '% L
»

'gé ; ﬁ?;.f Anx1etx and the Perception of" Parentlng'

R R styles e ,,._,..‘, R
. "A . . e el

_f; ,1;¢,(;- Creathlty agg the Perceptlon of

B Stylgs 2 :,,ﬁ L R e e

. ve i -’
-------

”~

Parénting‘

aAssertlveneSSVand the Perceptlon‘
Parent1ng°stylgs, e el

'Anclria;y Flndlngs e e e T e
: e R s ) & . ‘

‘4 Y ... -Summary of Conclusions . . .
L L [y N R . n .
R N -v.."’f". v

.

-~

V. DISCUSSION'AND IMPLICATIONS

Impllcathns e e e e

L - .

REFERENCES R T ._;?;_. :

,,-,_

‘Ef' APPENDIX ).\ ADOLESCENT PERCEPTIONS OF PARENT "

o Dlscusslon ,;; ff. v e e e el

‘ BEHAVIOR INVENTORY. e e e

',“, APPENDIX 2.u PERSONAL INFORMATION FORM

8 APPENDIX 3. TABLES FOR- CORRELATIONAL DATA

" APPENDIX 4. TABLES FOR T-TEST. DATA. .- .
o . vvl’.}.“ . . ‘

of-

o 'f,

. 55

;51

54

57

.62
63

. 63
.i707"
.75

.. 85

88

91

. 104



10

11

13

LIST OF TABLES ? .

" “Description

\..

Analysis of Variance of “the Self Esteem

“

Scores For the Three Parentlng Styles

ot

Means,

Standard Dev:.atlons ,g?{)
Range of Scores For Percepti®ns Of

And

Parenting. Styles For Self Esteem

2

ﬁAnalySLS of Variance of’ the Anx1ety
- Scores Fer the

Means,

Analysis of Variance of the Creat1v1ty :
Scores For the Three Parenting Styles

Standar

hree Parentrng Styles
e

Dévxatlons (SD) And"
Range of Scores. For Perceptlons of

‘;-Parentlng Styles For- Anx1ety

|

: C » RN : o
Means, StanBard Deviations (SD) And

Range. of Scores Perceptions Of

Parentlng Styles

RN

r’Crea ivity

_Scores For the Three Parentlng Styles

Means, StandardﬂDev1ations (SD) And
Range of Scores For Perceptions Of.

J‘I

~

. Parentlng StYles For Assert1veness :

'Pearson Correlatrons Between Age And
The. Parentlng And Personallty Varlables

Pearson COrrelatlons Between Blrth Order

And The" Parentlng And Persdnallty

Varlables'

‘Pearson Correlations Between Famlly Slze

]

Ahd The Parenting And Personallty"

}Varlables

.

Pearson Correlatlons BetWéén M'arl'tal :

Status And The Parenting And Personallty

Varlables

_tu:w

L,

. Pearson Correlatlons Between Grade Aﬁq; o
The Parentlng And Personallty Varlables~fj .

. Analy51s of Varﬁf%ce of thelAssertlveness

..

T 52

"53.

54

55

56

lgs L

- 96



15

16

17

18

20

21

22

- 23

24

f\‘

. . & -

" ‘Pearson Corfelatiohé'Between Reiatieﬁ’ "'tév T

of Mother And The Parenting And . . . +1°

,Personallty Varlables

’Pearson Correlatlons Between Relatlon‘

er And The Parenting And

‘Pers_nallty Variables - o :v.‘  98,

Pear on. Correlatlons Between: Soc1oeconom1c
Status And@Tpe Parentlng And Personallty_ o
Varlagies'“f _ . , ‘ .99

Pearson Correlatlons Between Educatlon

‘of The Mother And The Parenting And

Personality Variables - N 106
;o -

tPearson Correlatlons,Between Educatlon
of The. Father And The Parenting And

: Personallty Varlables C .7 101

Pearson Correlatlo 1S Between Occupatlon\
of The Mother And he Paregglng And -

"fPersonallty Variables : - ' 102

LY

‘pearson’ Correlations hetween Occupation

of. The Father And The Parenting And = ——

'Personallty Variables oo~ » : 103

B

'Self Esteem

. anxiety

Sumhary of leferences'Be:ween_catholic.,
And Protestant Denominations on -

. » 5
Summary of leferences Between Cathollc
And -Protestant Denominations on

m\,;,,J . e

- summary of Differences: Between Cathollc y',;

And Protestant Denomlnatlons on _
Creat1v1ty ‘ . - 106

Summary of leferences~Between Cathollc SR
And, Protestant Denomlnations -on - ' R
Assertlveness o R E 2106



C - s - Introdqctlon DR P .
AL o There has been a trend Ln the llterature toward a ,_' l‘E

.

Chapter l

‘. - . & ]
focus on perceptlons of parentlng styles by adolescents

‘1n relation to the study oT adblescent development .'. ; »_jg

' R s
(Gecas and Schwalbe, 1986) In.researching adoleScent

perceptlons=of parentaI styles, it 1s hoped that one can4§ f

Lo et PO
shed new llght on theylmpact of parentlng on the L “-~_”
R LR _ e , Lo
personallty of the Chlld *\ o oo F

‘.*' - ot e R . €

P’arental chll‘drearlng pra:ctlces,' in gene?a?g’v have
E

been the focus of much current research in the area. of ‘f<f

Chlld developmeﬂt. Interest ;n the topic of paﬁggtlng T
’a - . .

styles 1s generated by the fact that parents afe

]

con51dered to be’ among the most 1mportant\enw1ronmental

1nfluenqps for adolescent personallty development
t

(Forman and Forman, 1981) Addltldnaffy, research has

1nd1cated (e g.., Balsw1ck and Macrldes, 1975 Eskllson,.'"

Wlley, Muehlbauer,4ppdder 1986 Gold and Yanof, 1985)

3
hat the style of parent-adolescent 1nteractioﬁ f
1nfluences>the communlcatlon and coopgratlon patterns of

adolescents w1th thelr parents, peers, teachers, and :

~
>

'y

communlty members. .

The present study addresses the concern for

: effectlve functloningf} adolescents in theJ.r homes,

| schools and in the. 1arger communlty. It has been‘

U

suggested (Coopersmlth 1967) that the inclusfpn of both '

.. -‘ - l ,,“A . , S : l | “;.'w



.,mother-daughter relatlonshlps.

P ! b . : )

. males and females in research is llkely to confdund.hﬁf’(//

»

’results, therefore, the researcher has elected to study

]

K

Three styles of: parentlng %hat are based on the

work of Baldw1n (1948) and Baumrlnd (1973) have been

' selected by the researcher for the present study

'r_authorltarlan,_democratlc, and-lalssez-falre These

C®

'percelved parental behav1ors that have been outllned in f

"exert some form.of punlshment 1n consequenceﬁgf thelr.j-

"three garentlng styles are deflned as they relate to the

A -
currenf study, and they 1ncorporate major dlmen51ons of

3
@,
-

the literature. L T, '

. o . . o ;
M Parenting Style *

Female«adolescents in the Authorltarlan category

typlcally perceive th t thelr mothers ‘exert a hlgh

: degree £ control over- thelr behav1or, restrlct their
behav1or <$§y to~shape and. evaluate their behav1or in

Qaccordance W:%hgé strlct set of rdles and régulatlons,

non—compllant behav1or, and dlscourage v%rbal - o ot
D L

_ 1nteractlon W1th them. They tend to percelve that thelr

4

_ A
‘ mothers expect them to respect<author1ty, and to value

_obedlence ' Also descrlptlve of some adolescent glrls in

thls category 1s thelr perceptlon that thelr mothers

' perlodlcally reject them (Baldw1n, 1948, Baumrlnd 1973,

JMaccoby;A1980; Schaefer, 1965b)



e
T _f : Democratlc Parentlng yle
Female adolescents in the Democrat c cztegory
t;plbally percelve'that thelr'mothers encourage ‘verbal

“

. 1 communlcatlon with them, allow them to partake in. = - ;
dec1slon-mak1ng for matters that are of concern to them,_
encpurage autonomy and self-dlrectlon, and respect them
é; 1nd1v1duals. uThey also generally percelve that thelr

T mothers are acceptlng and supportlve of them, and that
.".v. thelr mothers part1c1pate 1n act1v1t1es w1th them
(Baldw;n, 1948; Baumrlnd, 1973; Gecas: and Schwalbe,
1986{~Maccoby[ 1980; Schaefer( 1965b) .- |
“ | ‘Laissez—FairehParenting style
. Female adolescentS'in~the-Laissea-Faireqeategory
~typ1cally percelve.that thelr mothers place few demands
or restrlctlons upon their behav1or, a551gn them mlnimal
respon51b111t1es, demonstrate 1nd1fference ward or.
' 4 dlsinterest.n thelr beha,v1or, av01d the exercxse of
k control, and expect them to totally regulate thelr own:
behav1or. Addltlonally, adolescent glrls in thlS ‘.
category tend to percelve that they have more lnfluence

‘than do thelr mothers in dec151on-mak1ng for maﬁters of

concern to them”(Baumr1nd,ﬁ1973; Kelly and-Goodw1n,

1983, Maccoby, 1980; Rosenberg, 1965; Schaefer, 1965b)

: Several factors of Chlld development are affected

by parental chlldrearlng practlces' social, emotional

vcognltlve, and more spec1f1cally, personality varlables.



'.~A1though a vast amount of the llterature has explored '
the relatlonshlp between parentlng and Chlld ‘
: development, not much research has examlned the extent
to whlch the personallty development -of adolescents is
/

'affected by thelr perceptlons of parentlng styles.

The purpose of” the pre‘ent study is to extend the

current research by examlnlng the relatlonshlp between |

‘.the personallty of adolescents and thelr perceptlons of’

parentlng styles. - -~ o L

~

"The flndlngs from a con51derab1e amount of - e

research (e,g.,‘Gecas and ‘Schwalbe, 1986; Olowu, '1983)
-~ N 'B

corroborate the assertlon that self-esteem is a

+

'personallty varlable of adolescents that is affected by

thelr perceptions of parentlng styles. Adolescents who

T~ Y

perceive that thelr parents treat them 1n an ...
i

authorltarlan or perm1551ve manner tend to the lower

-self:esteem~thanido adolescents who percelve that their

parentshtreat them democratically;(Gecas and'sChwalbe,
1986; Litovsky and Dusek,.1985;'Rosenberg, 1965).

- ' . e e D, L ,
There has hgen some‘lndlcatlon in -the literature

/)Forman and Forman, 1981) to uphold the contentlon that'

N
anxlety is a personallty factor of adolescents that is

m
-5 4

‘fected by their perceptlons of parentlng styles.

Not much llterature has focuseg spec1f1cally on this

~ topic. However, flndlngs ‘from research (Flllenbaum &
&

Jackman, 1961; Forman & Forman, 1981) v1nd1cate the

- 0\



~

folldw1ng 1nference | Anx1ety 1s a factor that. ls more
:'typlcal of adolesc?nts who: percelve thelr parents to be
Lbauthorltarlan qpan of those who percelve thELI pare;ts
to be democratlc £$ thelr chlldrearlng practlces

h The llterature (Datta and Parloff 1967, also
upholds the conv1ctlon that creat1v1ty i1s an asoect of
»personallty that is affected by the perceptlons of
}adolescents 1n regard to parentkng styles. There 1s.not
:much llterature that relates dlrectly to this toplc.'
FHowever, there 1s ev1dence in the 11terature to lnfer
rthat an env1ronment in whlch adolescents percelve that }
thelr parents treat them democratlcally is typlcal ‘and
‘an atmosphere in whlch adolescents perce;ve_that_their
parents treat'them'infan'anthoritarian manner'isi' o
atyplcal of creatlve development (Dav1s, 19757 Dew1ng
nd Taft 1973, Rlchardson, 1985). S

There is also some support in the 11terature

v-(Forman and Forman, 1981; Pl X, Kearney; and Beatty,
’1985) for the contentlon that assertlveness is a v
vcomponent of. personality that is affected by parentlng.
styles as percelved by adolescents. There has not_beeni
smuch experlmental research conducted that is-
'spec1f1cally related to this topic. However, there is
.eGidence in the literature to:infer that'assertivineSs'"
“is typlcal of adolescents who percelve that their
-~,parents areademocratlc and atypical of those ‘who.

: -\j,‘j S . "u



- 3 v .y

perce1Ve that their parents are authoritarian (Forman'

and Forman, 1981, Kandel and Lesser, 1969)

i Statement of the Hypotheses
" The present study. is structured to test the

follow1ng four hypotheses L f"‘ -

1. In mother-daughter relationshlps, there W1ll be

differences among the perceived authqfitarian,
democratic, and laissez ~faire parenting styles in -

regard to the measure of adolescent self esteem

.2. In mother-daughter relationships, there w1ll be

dlfferences among the perceivedtauthoritarian,
4
" democratic, and‘laissez-fairevparentingvstyles\in
. regard to the measure .of adolescent‘anxiety.'

1]

3. In mother-daUghter relationships, there_will be
| differences among the perceived authoritarian,
demooratic, and 1aissez-faire'parenting_styles.in'
regard to the measure of adolesoent»creativity.
4. In mother—daughter relationships, there. will be .
| ‘dif‘erences ;mong the perceived authoritarian,‘
' democratic, and laissez- -faire’ parenting styles in
" regard to'the‘measure of adolescent assertiveness,'

In relation to the organization of the text to
o e ’

‘ follow,vcégpter two is a reViewfof the literature that

is pertinent to the hypotheses being tested. Chapter

three is a discus.ion of the methods .and procedures that -

[
<

“have been undertaken in the present study; .Chapter four



o

'contalns a statlstlcal ana1y51s ‘of the results of the
study, followed by an 1nterpretat10n of the flndlngs ‘in
chapter f1ve. References and appendlces follow the ‘main

- body of thk text. f'\ SR



Chapter 2.
._ Review ,the therature

A revlew of the exper1mental and pSychologlcal

. llterature that underlles the’ present study has brought
. : L4
~into focus three 1mportant styles.of parentlng:

uthoritarian, democratic,.and,laissez-faire, Four:
,personallty characterlstlcs that are 1mportant for the

' ’ ) >
development of adolescents have also been noted 1n the

J

vllterature' self-esteem,.anx;ety, creat1v1ty, and

' sqertlvéness.

The lrterature that has been rev1ewed hereafter,

1s organlzed 1nto SLX ‘subsections w1th1n the present
chapter f%e fvfst subsectlon is a dlscu551on Qf the‘
_perceptron‘bf pazentlng styles. Subsequently, each of
the four aforementloned personallty charactsflstlcs is
dlscussed in turn, as 1t relates to parentlng styles as
percelved by adolescents Flnally, the chapter contalns
a brlef dlscu551on of the demographlc 1nformatlon that

&

has been'selected for the present study.
| . Perceptlog of Parentlng Styles ,

The relatlonshlp between parentlng styles and
cnild development has been w1dely-researched. Two
bcla551c studies. have focused upon chlldrearlng practlces -
'and the development of young chlldren One study was
;conducted by Baldw1n in the 19405, the other study was :;

B conducted by; Baumrind in the 1960s (cited in Maccoby,
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-'1980) BaldWiﬁ (1948) 1dent1fied two ma]or dimenSions ._’

- of childrearlng. democraty and control Baumrind (1973)

'cla551f1ed three patterns of pqrenting authoritarian,,

o authoritative, and perm1551ve. The cla551fication of

"lparenting styles from the . Baldw1n and Baumrind studies

3ffocus of the present study

delineated for the present study The follow1ng

form the ba51s of the three parenting styles

»

(authoritarian, democratic, 1aissez faire) that are the

Childrearing technigues that have been outlined 1n'

"ythe literature tend to overlap the authoritarian,?'

l{ ! .
democratic, and 1aissez -faire dlmenSions that have beenl

..

- ¥

parental practices are 51m11ar to the perceived sf

authoritarlan parenting style. perceived'

1

‘unreasonableness (Harrls, and Howard 1981), coercion .

(Openshaw, Thomas, and Rollins, 1984), and parental

commands (Smith 1983)- The folloWing parental

'practices resemble the perceived democratic parenting

style° perceived reasonableness (Harrls and Howard

.p1981), and 1nduction (1 e., parental explanations or-

reasoning) (Openshaw et al., 1984,rSm1th 1983)
The authoritarian parenting style, as defined for
the present study, incorporates psychological and firm

control. According to Schaefer (1965b), psychological 3

' control refers to “covert, psychological methods [e g.,,

‘;.guilt anxiety, love Withdrawal] of controlling the

-
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f-chlld’slact1v1t;e§ and behav1ors that woglg not permlt\
‘the Chlld to develop as an 1nd£v1dual apart.from the
,'paren;" (p 555) Flrm control 1nvolves.varlous degrees'
of strlctness and punlshment.: Lax control 'whlch 15‘
4 "11ncorporated 1nto the deflnltlon for the lalssez falre
parenting style, 1ncludes extreme autonomy or 1ax o
,pdlsc1p11ne.'hl1“‘._" ;j'fd :;I“'"‘bv d
Controversy exists* 1n‘the llterature mlth respect
to perceptlons of parental behav1or and’ the relatlon£a1p>
: of these perceptloﬂs to adolescent development Some ofﬁ-
the more dated(research (e g., Dewlng and Taft 1973,
Nichols;_1964) has focused upon the perceptlon of d
parental behav1or by the parent rather than by the chlld

for. studies pertlnent to adolescent development.

-

It is apparent from the findings of GFcas~tnd
Schwalbe (1986) that the perceptlons of pareﬂ%ifare |
fseparate from~the perceptlons ‘of children Wlth respect
to parental behav1ors bThe-results indicate lowbto‘ |
moderate correlatlons between the perceptlons of parentsi
and those of chlldren for parental chlldrearlng

Jppractlces. The reports of adolescents were found to be

, con51stent1y lower than the reports of thelr mothers for
\the dlmen51ons og parental support and part1c1patlon.
Slmllarl McKenry, Prlce-Bonham, and O'Bryant (1981)
have concluded that parent-adolescent perceptlons dlffer

in terms»of parental'dlsc1p11nary practlces. ¢
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: Advocates of the symbolic 1nteractlonlst p051tion
.~ hold- that parent-child 1nteractlon is medlated by the

v meanlng that adolescents attach to the parental

behav1ors (Schludermann and Schludermann, 1983) The_?‘i

| parental behav;ors and attitudes percelved by the
children are'internalized by-them and become part of .
' their psychological structures (Vygotsky, 1962)

| : Studies that. have been based on the symbolic

kinteractionlst approach to Chlld development (e. g.,

'Gecas and Schwalbe, 1986 Openshaw, Thomas, and Rolllns,,“

1984; Schludermann and Schludermann, 1983) support the

'contention that 1t‘1s the perception'of parental -

- behav1or by the Chlld rather than by the parent that

'1nfluenfes the development of the adolescent.i Gecas and»

Schwalbe (1986) found that the level of self-esteem for
‘.adolescents was more closely related to their v
.bperceptions than to the repérts of their parents in
"regard to’ parental behavior. They fé;ther 1nd1cated ,
that the outcome of reports from p ents 1n respect to '

: their childrearing practices haig? ttle effect on

adolescent self-esteem.l

According to Forman and rman (1981), personality

{3 are influenced by their

hers. They reported that

11
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influenced by parentlng styles as percelved by

~relationship betweEn self-esteen-of adolescents and

12

personallty characterlstlcs of chlldren" (p 163).~\The

present study is focused upon the follow1ng four,. o
-personallty factors:1sel£-esteem,.anxmety,_creat;vity,

~-and assertiveheSs. In this manner, the investigation

can shed llght upon the personallty varlables of

adolescents which have been 1nf1uenced by thelr

‘perceptions of parentlng styles..

§g1§-£steeg and the Perceptlon of Parentlng Styles

%elf-estéem is one personallty tralt that has been'

reported (Gecas and Schwalbe, 1986 Olowu, 1983) to be

. s

adolescents. - Gecas (1972) has reported that the o "

, )

’their.perceptions of parental support is important,for'_

the effective functioning of adolescents in their «
envxronment
The relatlonshlp between self esteem and -

chlldrearlng practlces has received much popularlty in
[\

the 11terature. Most of these chlldrearlng technlques

have not been cIa551fied as- authorltarlan, democrat1c,~
or laissez-falre, but for the present study, theyvhave.*

been incorporated into the definitions for these three

parenting styles. For the parental:practices that are-

not part.of the definitions,,the commonality between.

‘these chlldrearlng technlques and the three parentlng

styles has been outlined in the prev1ous subsectlon of



,-: R o
.. the present chapter.,' ’ S

Consensus among experts as to the naﬂnre of self-

R

esteem has not~been establlshed. Accordlng to Elllott
‘(1984),"se1f-esteem is a dlmen51on of the more. global
'term, self-concept.‘ Elllott has suggested that self-‘-
concept refers to. "the tgtallty of the 1nd1vrdual’
thoughts and feellngs w1th reference to hlmself as an
object" (Rosenberg, 1979 p 7). De?anb(1982) and Leahy,"
(1981) have focused on the self-imagz/disparity aspect’
. of self-concept._other researchers (Barnes and Farrier,
1985 Gecas and Schwalbe, 1986 L1tOVSky and Dusek,

- 1985) have used the terms self concept self-evaluatlon,\

and self-esteem 1nterchangeably a
| Petrle and Rotheram (1982) have deflned self-esteem f‘

as "1nterna11y rewarding oneself for one S own actlons"

(p. 964) . Self-esteem has also been referred to as
"p051t1ve or negatlve self feellngs (as a reactlon] to

the ;maglned evaluatlons of sxgnlflcant adults"

(Eskilson et a1.,‘1986;*p. 501) Several other

j. 1nvestigators (Gecas, 1971, '1972; GeCas and Schwalbe,
1986, Openshaw, Thomas, and Rolllns, 1984) have |
1dent1fied subcomponents of self-esteem. self-efficacy,».
self-esteem power-(feelings of competence, and personal -
1nfluen3e), self-esteem worth (feellngs of moral worth),a
and seé&-derogation.' o l" o o ;" : “5'

'. The definition of self-esteem which has been
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ffeellngs, self-esteem power, and self esteem worth.

+

concelved of by Rosenberg (1%95) has ‘been selected for
the present study. " In the~v1ew of Rosenberg, self—
esteem'refers to the p051t1ve or favorable attltudes
that one holds toward oneself Rosenberg ha; stated
"When we' speak of h1gh §elf-esteem...we shall s1mply

mean that the 1nd1v1dual,respects .o [herself],,

-con51ders . [herself] worthy....Low self esteem, on

the other hand~—1mp11es self rejectlon, self—
~N ]

dlssatlsfactlon, self—COntempt" (p. 31). The gollow1ng

 are examples of the aforementloned aspects of self-
‘esteem that corre%pond w1th the deflnltlon that has been”

v.prov1ded by Rosenberg 1nternal rewards,_p051t1ve self-

¢

@ Supporters of the stbollc 1nteractlonal theory

"‘postulate that the self- esteem of adolescents 1s.

Vacgu1red 1n the process of parent—adolescent

interactlon° Adolescents int nallze t \eir perceptions

of thelr appralsed 1nherent worth that J}s reflected to

. them by the1r parentS»(Openshaw, Th , ‘and Rollins,
1984)‘ According to Gecas (1971), Ege\refponses,of.'

adolescents toward themselves, and the bellefs’that they

Vfacqulre about themselves are 31m11ar to the attltudes

f

‘,.

. that are expressed towérd them by sxgnlflcant othersag

" He also reported that parents are, among the most

’ 1mportant 51gn1flcant persons 1n ‘the llves of

,adolescents.

-

¥



Results of studles that have been based on the
symbollc 1nteract10na1 perspec?lve (Gecas, 971 Gecas

and Schwalbe, 1986) 1nd1cate that p051t1$e self esteem

.o f female adolescents 1s related to maternal support as

ﬂ»percelved by the glrls. thovsky and Dusek ;1985) have.is'”‘
: reported similar flndlngs from thelr 1nvest1gatlon of
' percelved parental behav1ors and the development of
. adolescents:. These researchers found that adolescentsh‘
.who percelved thelr mothers to be warmer, aggeptlng, and
allowlng of autonomous behav1or had/hlgher levels of
self—esteem than did- those who percelved thelr mothers
to be colder, rejectlng, and psychologlcally controlllng,.
- of their behavior§ h" . :_ RO &' “
| - Openshaw et al. (1984) have 1nvest1gated the
effects of percelved parental behav1ors on various'?
L .dlmEns1ons of” adolescent self—esteem.' A negatlve ';v .: ‘.J-

relatlonshlp was found to ex1st between the self- N

~—rn

y

_derogatlon of female adolescents and their perceptlons
of-both maternal supportlveuand 1nduct1ve béhavlor.

w These 1nvest1gators also reported a’ positlve ‘ N -
relatlonshlp to ex1st'bethen Qarental support ahd both
the self-esteem worth and self-esteem power d1mensxons

| for female adolescents. | .

Gecas (1972) studled contextual varlations of self-~

‘esteem. On the ba51s of his results, he qualified the

E ]

J
positlve relatlonshlp between percelved matepnal supp\wg T

r



';ﬂ ;and‘self-esteem of female adolescents 1nd1¢ated in hls
B earller (1971) worku& Gecas (1972) reported a- - |
f_relatlonshlp to ex1st between the self-esteem worth of
: female adolescents and thelr percedVed parental support
1n the contexts of both adults and peers. The self-
esteem poWer of adolescent glrls was found to be
- assoc1ated w1th thelr perceptlons of parental support 1n
“the context of adults, but not in _fhe ¢ ntext of peers
iﬁence the _' _/R\\t/p
across conte ts than was'the power component of self—'

LN

:esteam Gecas (1972) has’ noted that self esteem,

rth-component waS»found o be more stable.'

partlcularly feellngs of self-worth that has been

fl

naccumulated in one context wlll to a llmlted extent

carry over,to varlous contexts. Th\“?ork of Barnes and

"Farrler (1985) “has attested to the stablllty of self-f

esteem across tlme..z' “.

Based on thelr flndlngs, Openshaw et al (1984)

.clalmed that there 1s little ev1dence "to support the
L Y
‘v1ew that parental self—esteem per se is predlctlve of

i

the self-esteem of adolescents. In support:of this

o ‘ o
_soc1al learnlng v1%w, 0penshaw et al found only one -~

relatlonshlp to ex1st' Self-derogat;on of. the mother

was p051t1ve1y rerated to the self derogatlon of the
v'daughter. These researchers reported that the self-

esteen worth component of the parents was moregllkely to

: [ /
be modeled by daughters who percelﬂed the;r parents to '
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' be supportlve and less llkeAy to be modeled by those who"' k

‘fpercelved thelr parents to be powprful. It was

concludéd by these 1nvestlgators that the self- esteem of

\

sadolescent daughters was more llkely qP be predlcted by

dlrect parent-chlld 1nteractlon than by the- modellng of |

'»'A.

parental self-esteem. p-h~

"; Perceptlons of daughters in regard to maternal B
coerc1ve behav1or have been found to correlate
'7negat1vely with the self-esteem worth and pos1t1ve1y
:w1th the self-derogatlon compbnents of adolescent self- '
besteem. Addltionally, a lack of self confldence
and feellngs of 1nferlor1ty and 1nadequacy have been
reported by adolescents who percelve thelr parents to _:
be coerclve (Openshaw et al., 1984). Slmllarly,s
: thovsky and Dusek (1985) have - noted that . a hlgh degreei
' ‘of parental control as percelved by adolescents conveys,
to them a sense of personal 1neffect1veness and
1ncompetency, and dlscourages them from 1ndependeng
exploratlon. Eskllson et al.. (1986) found that the mean
r:self-esteem score for adol;scents who percelved a h%ah
~ degree of parental pressure was ‘lower than for those who
.-perceived elther moderate or low levels of parental
pressure in- regard to academlc achievement.and success.v;

BaSed on’ hlS study of obedlence pressures in regard

~ to authorlty, Mllgram (1974) reported that the subjects

, 3
attrlbuted to the authorlty flgure (experimenter) the
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-~ initiative for their actions; He suggested that the
‘perceived loss of»control by the respondents was related

to their lowered feelings of self-worth.-,In their

vlongitudinal study, Zern and Stern (1983) pointed out

. contextual variations of the impact of parental

'obedience expectations on the self-concept development @

of adolescents. The study involved the relationship

etween obedient(behav1ors of young children toward

R
'their mothers and the self-concept development of these

3

'ch_'dren as adblescents. These researchers found that

ient behavior in dangerous situations was positively

xassociated with'welleevelop%dvselffcon épts of female

A R . AT : _
adolescents. In'trivial situations, obedient behavior

was negatively related to self-concept.
According to Rosenberg (1965), the perceptions of.

adolescents in regard to maternal 1nterest in their

\"',

_friends, mealtime conversationsl_and academic

performance, con51stent1y revealed a p051t1ve

' relationshlp between maternal 1nd1fference and low,

' self-esteem of adolescents. In regard to academic

performance, Rosenberg'stated, “"Apparently more than
depreciation andbchastisement, and certainly‘more_than.

praise or support, such indifference is associated with

.blower'self—esteem in the child" (p 141) In the view of

Kaplan (1982), parental neglect in regard to school

achievement contributes to self rejecting attitudes of
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adolescents} It has been reported (Atvater;'1§83) that:.
_children who are reared by permisSive or’ negiectful
parents typically remain exces51vely dependent upon the E
‘approval of others to gain a sefse of personal value.
‘The above reView is an account of the 1mportance of :
'the perceptlon of parentlng styles to the self esteem.e;i
compogent of adolescent personality development ‘There
is ev1dence in the literature to suggest that |
perceptions of adolescents in regard to supportive or
,democratic styles of parenting generate higher levels of
self -esteem for the adolescent. It is also ev1dent in
the literature that both controlling or authoritarian
and indifferent or laissez faire parentlng techniques
lead to lower levels of self-esteem for adolescents.v
Henée, 1t is hypothe51zed that there w1ll be a
difference between the three perceived parenting styles
in regard to the self—esteem development of the‘
,?doleseents. However, further exploration is needed to
:Hdetermine which of the childrearing techniques,
. authoritarian or laissez faire, as perceived by |
adolescents, leads to a higher level of adolescent self-

'

latter exploration of perceived

esteem. Thiqa

childrearing technigues and adolescent self esteem is a
focus of the current research. R

Mmmzﬂﬁp&iﬂneﬁmﬂqﬂm/
, Anxiety is another personality variable that is '
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.affected by the perceptlon of adolescents in regard to
the chlldrearlng practlces of their parents (Forman and :

Forman,-1981); Several researchers (Elllott 1984.
. ‘ : ' g

7

Petrle and Rotheram, 1982; Rosenberg, 1965) have used
self-esteem as a p1votal p01nt from which to 1nvest1gate
. the anxiety of adolescents. For the present study, ’ |
anxihty refers to “‘h actual fearlike response or to a
tendency to respond with fear to any current or
.ant1c1pated 51tuatlon that is- percelved as a potentlal
threat to self esteem" (Ausubel Novak and Hane51an,
1978, p. 442). | | ) o

Ausubel et al. have attested to the.lmportance ‘of -
-the. effect of anx1ety on learnlng and on the development;
of self—esteem. They have-reported_that anxiety
, facilitates rote, reCeptive, andvdiscoveryllearnino, but
‘that it tends to. 1nterfere with the more complex, novel
types of learnlng tasks. These researchers have also
'asserted that students who are highly anxious. tend to
set unreallstlcally ‘high academic goals for themselves
to relieve their anx1ety. Ausubel et al. have stated
that since these highly_anx1ous students are -no more
academically inclined than are nonanxlous students, they
typically failvto’neet‘their self-inposed high goals.
Ausubel et al. have acclalmed the follow1ng. |
| [The failure to meet such goals] is centrally

traumatic to self-esteem and commonly prec1p1tates

4acute ‘anxiety. Recovery from this condition,
furthermore, tends to leave a permanehtly damaged



. self—esteeni (p. 445)
| Hence, Ausubel et al have held that a. cycle 1s

-

established 1n which the low self-esteem of students

e \‘

results from their high levels of anx1ety
According to Rosenberg (1965), factors that

"contribute to a low level of self—esteem tend to

generate ‘anxiety. He found that adolescents with Low

"'self-esteem were more likely than those w1th high

' self- esteem to ‘have unstable self-conceptions, to "
present facades, to be extremely vulnerable or sensitive

\to criticism, and to be afflicted w1th loneliness, he
reported that adolescents w1th low self esteem exhibited

"more psycthomatic symptoms of anxiety than dld those»"
with high self—esteem. -In support of this finding,

) Petrie and Rotheram (1982) have reported that high self—‘
esteem is-related~to lower levels of anx1ety-and:to-
fewer psychosomatic symptoms of stress. | .

A It 1s apparent from the findings of Elliott (1984)

‘ that vulnerability to the CrltiC15mS of others almost :
‘entirely mediated the relationship between low self—'

vesteem and: soc1a1 anxiety of adolescents. In respect to
the development of soc1al evaluative anx1ety, Watson and
Friend (1?69) ‘have suggested that both fear: of negative
evaluation and soc1al avoidance and distress are perhaps

" a function oﬂ'various experiences in the process of

social interadtion. e. g., 1) prior disapproval

"
/
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accompanied with afdesire for approval; 2) prior

._punlshment,\B) prior frustratlon.

Zern and Stern (1986) have asserted that\obedlence'n‘j'

in dangerous c1rcumstances tends to allev1ate anxiety
assoc1ated w1th belng overwhelmed by the 51tuatlon..,
:However, 1n tr1v1al contexts, obedlence to parents
typically arouses conlect ugease, and anx1ety w1th1n

'the ch11d SIn support of thls assertlon, Harris and

@

Howard (1981) have found that female adolescents

| reported feellngs of anger in the context of |
unreasonable-parental authorlty. Slmllarly, Smith
(1983) indicated: that although both quallfled
(reasonlng) and unquallfled (no reasonlng) parental p

-

commands -maximized compllance, these commands’ were '

g likely to generate expre551ons of resentment by
'-adolescents. Watson and Frlend (1969) have noted that
threats of neg%tlve evaluatlon from 51gn1f1cant others '
w111 perhaps 1ncrease compllant behav1or if 1nd1y1duals
perceive that thelr compllance wrll-allev1ate the - .
-anx1ety assoc1ated‘w1th the threat. \

| It is reported by Flllenbaum and Jackman (1961)
that dogmatlsm (closed—mlnderess) is p051t1vely

- correlated with anx1ety. The dogmatlc or.closed-minded

individual'does,not appear to be descriptive of the sort

of person who one would expect to have been reared in a . '

democratic envjironment. An adolescent giri who

K
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l_perceives that her mother promotes verbal 1nteraction, .

dec151on-mak1ng, autonomy, and self-dlrectlon

:"(democratlc parenting style) (Baldwin, 1948,.Baumr1nd

: 1973 Maccoby, 1980) would appear to be typical of one

;?Q

k4

who is open—minded."-
Since dogmatlsm is reported to reflect

authoritarianism (Rokeach 1960), the dogmatic or

closed-minded 1nd1v1dua1 would appear to be descriptive r‘y

of, the sort of person who bne would expect:* to have been

'"reared 1n an authorltarian env1ronment A female
adolescent who perceives that her mother is: very

-controlllng and restricting, and who perceives that she_

must value authority and obedience (authoritarian
parentin?)sﬁyle) (Baldw1n, 1948 Baumrind 1973,
Maccoby; 1980, Schaefer, 1965b) would appear to‘be .
typical of a person who 1s closed-minded.

On the ba51s of his study, Mouw (1969) concluded

_that closed-minded 1nd1v1duals tend to depend on

:authority for ‘both direction and support more ‘so than do

open-minded persons.j It is reasonable to suggest that

an adolescent who has been reared in an authoritarian o
-

penv1ronment would be more 1nclined to be anxxous and to
Fbe dependent upon an authority'éigure for support and. :
_'direction than one who has: been raised in a democraticlb

‘env1ronment. Indeed the impact of democratic and

authoritarian styles of parenting upon anxiety are onef

FR LT ‘
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soc1ab111ty and‘lndepgpdﬁhce werf'

N A Y
adolescents who were enCOuraged to be de0151

Q.‘.‘L;..' T e . \.‘

fsuff1c1ent assertlve-éng fpréSs1ve ‘of ‘the ¥ gs:
'y ; ;

i

Again, such descrlptigwaf ;ffr to be moregy

characterlst\c of an 3_.>§§ert who has been ~"a'recl.."in;a,."‘»

b 6 -
% & - ¥

"democratlc rathe? “than in- aﬁaauthbrltarlan env1ronment°h
g. wooy

The above~rév1ew is a, hlghllghtlng of the .

1mportance of the perceptlon of parentlng styles by\ e
adolescents to the development of the anx1ety COmeneh#‘_
‘of their personalities. There is evidence in the .
1itérature.t°'Sﬁégest'that the'democratic'Parentiné-l:

.style is. atyplcal and ‘the authorltarlan parentlng style

is typlcal of the sort of parentlng that fosters anx1ety

. ¢ within adolescents. Hence, 1t is hypothe51zed for thlS
| research that there w111 be a dlfference between the

‘three parentlng styles (authorltarlan, democratlc,

laissez falre) as percelved by the adolescents in regard

. to their development of anx1ety

Q;ggtixi;x h Eercept;on _j Parent;ng Style

Another personallty characterlstlc that has been

reported (Datta and Parloff, 1967) to be 1nfluenced by

Y

i
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perceptlons of" adolescents 1n regard to parentlng styles
'1s creat1v1tyu, The personallty varlable, creat1v1ty,“
has recelved much popularlty in the research howeverp
i:there 1s ‘a- lack of current experlmental llterature that i
Eaddresses the relatlonship between creat1v1ty and
parentlng styles. | . |

Creat1V1ty 1s deflned w1th1n the cpntext of varlous
Ny psycholog1ca1 theorles. Advocates of the
rpsychoanalyt;cal approach generally have held that
creat1v1ty is the result of subllmatlon- 1,e,;y
bllbldlnal energles.are dlsplaced into creativefl;‘
activities (Taylér, 1975). The view of Getzels and
s'Csikszentmihalyi'(1976) has emerged.from the
psychoanalytﬁc tradltlon.: in.their view,’creativity is
<governed by both stlmulus-reduc1ng (confllct) and
,r‘stlmulus-produclng (dlscovery) forces.. One major V1ew
h1n humanlsm is that the drlve for self-actuallzatlon is
the source of motlvatlon for creativ1ty (Taylor, 1975)

The positlon taken in the}present study 1s based on

-

| TN\
‘the associatlonistic perspectlve gf creatlvity i

: dSupporters of this approach hold that creat1v1ty ﬁesults
from an unusual recomblnatlon of elements (Taylor,.
1975). Mednick (1962) has deflned ‘the process of

creative thinking as follows"

[Creative thlnking is] forming .of a53001at1ve _
elements into new combinations which either 'meet
specified requirements or are in some way usefal.

‘jThe more mutually remota the elements of the new

°

/.'v



comblnatlon, the more creative the
process or: solutlon (p. 221). K T -

The work of Kowalski (c1ted in Mednick, 1962) has r‘éﬁgﬁ'

‘revealed that orlglnallty 1s p051t1vely related to

e

1 creat1v1ty.' The orlglnallty component of creat1v1ty is

" the focus of the present study.

|  The 1mportance of creat1v1ty in the development of
jthe adolescent has been well documented by Torrance
_(1970) He has suggested that creat1v1ty is an .
‘_1mportant resource in stress management and in-
vvocatlonal success. He,has also no%gd'theplmportance of
creativityhin inventions, arts, and scientific
advancements.' The iRy ofﬁEinstein and Infeld
:(1938) is as follows' | |

The formulation of a problem is often more -

essential than its solution, which may be merely a’
. matter of mathematical or experimental skill. To

. raise new questions, new p0551b111t§es, to regard
old problems from a new angle, requlres creative
1mag1natlon and marks real advance in- sc1ence (p.
92). ' :

'Accordlng to Torrance, ‘human surv1va1 is dependent upon
the creat1$2 thought of future generatlonsu |

T It is ev1dent from the fIHdlngs of Nlchols (1964)
;that self- reports of originality for adolescents were
negatlvely related to authorltarlan attltudes reported
by thelr mothers, and self-reports for thelr conformlty
:of thought and expre551on were p051tive1y-re1ated.‘ In

regard to hls study oﬁgthe personality correlates of

-creativ1ty, Rlchardson (1985) found a negatlve

BV
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correlation to exist between rigidity'and creativity for
his sample of Jamaican adolescents. ' i

The work of Dewing. and Taft (1973) corroborates f:_he"~
1find1ngs of Nichols and Rlchardson._ In accordance w1th

.“the findings from their study, Dew1ng and Taft stated
~ that daughters W1th high creative potential had mothers
who reported more equalitarlan attitudes and less
'rejection of outside 1nfluences in terms of

childrearing, than dld mothers of daughters in the

' control group._ It was also.foundrthat-mothers of

Lreative daughters were more COmplex and less dogmati;
than were t se of "noncreative" children.. Onlthe baSis'Jigi
",of the reszﬁgs of thelr study, Datta and Parloff (1967) ;F?
1nd1cated thaé less creative students percelved their ;
parents to be higher in control and enforcement and

- 3
lower 1n allow1ng of autonomy’than dld more creative

students. )
Many researchers (Ausubel et al., 1978 _Barron, i ia
1970 Dav1s, 1975 Getzels and-C51kszentmihalyi, 1976,
MacKinnon, 1970°-R1chardson, 1985 Torrance,,1970) 'c
} 1dent1f1ed various personality characteristics that were
found to be related to creativity . Three major
categories that 1ncorporate ‘these personality traits are
| as follows.‘ 1) 1ndependence, 2) sense of well-being,
: and 3) open-mindedness and flexi!(lity ‘
First ‘various traits indicative of independence

v ’
EH
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were reported to be charactéristic of creative
.individuals: autonony, dominance, self-assertionl self-g
i suff1c1ency, and self-Control vSecond a variety‘of
tralts related to a sense of well—belng were attrlbuteth
to creatlve 1nd1v1duals, self—assurance, emotional’ i
naturity, self-acceptance;'and:self-confidence; ,Thlrdg'
a number of characterlstlcs that are assoc1ated w1th
open-mlndedness'and flex1b111ty were found to be related
to creative people: resourceful and adventurous,
tolerance to amblgulty, preference for complex1ty,
curlous, rlsk—taklng,fand novelty-seeklng other
‘.;characterlstlcs that have, been assoc1ated w1th creative
individuals are as'follows: 1ntrospect1ve,
unconventional insightful' 1ntu1t1ve, and inventive.
It w111 be recalled that adolescents who percelved
-the1r mothers to be coldlsh rejectlve, and- : ' f
psychologlcally controlllng (i.e., authorltarlan) were'
found. to have ,lower levels of self esteem (thovsky and .
;Dusek 1985)2 0Rlchardson (1985) reported that a sense
'gg%of well-being was associated w1th creat1v1ty for the
g&dolescents in his study The authoritarlan parenting
style is assoc1ated w1th a lower level of- self- esteem
rather than with a sense of well—belng Therefore, 1t_
- appears that this parentlng style is n61>gondu01ve to .

the creat1v1ty development of. adolescents Also, "an,

env1ronment that empha51zes control punlshment,-and .

-

~



"obedience, which 1s descriptive of perceived

dtherefore creat1v1ty.

9.
a

._)595__

7

_authoritarian parenting (Baldw1n, 1945 Baumrind 1973,_

"Schaefer, 1965b), does not typically correspond with- the

sort of atmosphere that fosters 1ndepeqdence, and

B R .
"Self-Actualiz1ng Creativeness is ‘the mentally

fhealthy tendency to be habitually open-minded and

nflex1b1e, to do whatever you do 1n a self-confident,

unique, and creative fashlon“ (DaV1s, 1975 p.563). It .

would seem that the 1ndependent,_open—minded flexible,:

_introspective, 1ntu1t1ve, and unconventional R

LY

characteristlcs that have" been associated w1th creative )
4 r‘-'-1 T N
1nd1v1duals would be" fostered by the sort of env1ronment

that encourages 1ndi€aduals to question authoritarian

to. creat1v1ty is as«follows.'

attitudes. -~ The v1ew v(rishnamurti (1‘(64) 5n regard

}i‘v Creativeness is ‘not merely a matter of. palnting

pictures or writing poems. ...What is 1mportapt is
-to be wholly discontented, for such total.

~ discontent is the beginning of. the inifiative which?h—

becomes creative as it matures....When we don’t
_accept or follew, but question;, investigate, -
,-penetrate, there is an insight out of wk ich comes
. creativity, joy (pp.47, 50). Qﬁ

Hence, it is reasonable to hypothes{ze that a democratic

eﬁV1ronment enhances the creative development of -

- adolescents"i e., an env1ronment in which adolescents'f-

perceive ‘that their parents advocate choice, autonomy,
self-direction, and verbal interaction (Baldwin,°1948,__

Baumrind 1973, and Maccoby, 1980) o St T

.':) 3
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f In hls research of the dlsp051tlon toward

JF

‘ orlgxnallty, Barron (1970) concluded,that max1mal

VZ

freedom generates max1mal creatlve or or1g1na1

'ablllties., Krlshnamurtl (1964) has prov1ded his view of

s 0

Freedom 11es, not in’ trylng to become somethlng

different,. nor. in "doing whatever you happen to feelap

- like d01ng, nor in following the authority of,
\-tradltion, of your parents, of your guru, but in
understandlng ‘what you are from moment to moment

(p-20) - - e - o

Barron'has stated that criginality'or creativity are

enhanced by mlnlmal suppre551on and by dlslntegratlon of

‘complex ideas and re—1ntegratlon of them .,at a hlgher ‘

level. Orlglnal or creatlve people, in the view of
¢
Barron, refuse to be governed by others ‘in their demand

| for self—regulation.‘ Results of a study that has been

conducted by Wallach and Kogan (1970) lndlcate that both

hlgh and low levels of anx1ety are related to low

| creat1v1ty development of chlldren. An 1ntermed1ate -
- amount of anx1ety was found to be conduc1ve to

: creat1v1ty. »Hence,vlt 1s rlght.to hypothe51ze that -

max1ma1 freedom or perm1551veness 1n respect to parental

practlces as percelved by aéolescents would not

]stlmulate an optlmal level of anx1ety that is necessary
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adolescents in, terms of their creat1v1ty The dated.
research (e g., Dew1ng and Taft 1973. Nichols, 1964)
’that had speCifically been concerned with the

‘ relationship between childrearing practices and
creat1v1ty of children had focused on parental rather,
than on Chlld perceptions of parental behaViors

There is. ev1dence in "the literature tg infer that
parental authoritarianism as perEeived by adolescents
does ‘-not foster the development of creat1v1ty It is
also eVident that democratic parenting as perceived by

“‘adolescents appears to be more typical of the sort of
: parenting style that enhancés creativity of adolescents.
From thlS, 1t is hypothe51zed that there are. differences -
among perceived parenting styles {authoritarian,
}democratic, laissez faire) 1n regard to: the creativity
,'development of female adolescents. However, further:
exploration 1s needed\to\confirm which of the three
vchildrearang techniques as perceived by adolescents
Jleads to a higher level of adolescent creativ1ty, and o
‘ such exploratlon is the subject of. this study
Assertiveness 'and and the Perception onet__arei_ings_tﬂss'
| - Assertiveness is another component of personality‘
vlﬂthat has been reported (Forman and Forman, 1981: Plax -
et al., 1985; Stake;‘DeV111e, and Pennell 1983) to beli'
o influenced by parenting styles as perceived by - .
“‘adolescents; In the present study,_ ssertiveness refersv

L
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'to "a varlety of learned 51tuat10n-spec1f1c behav1ors,,

.7wh1ch 1nc1ude maklng requests, 1n1t1at1ng, malntalnlng,

'dor dlsengaglng from\conversatlons, and expressing botn
p051t1ve and negatlve personal rights and feellngs"‘
‘(Plax et al., 1985 p. 449). '

Other deflnltlons 1nclude nonverbal and verbal
'behav1oral components of assertlveness. e, g.,
-parallngulstlc 'speech, eye contact gestures, and
proxemics (nonverbal components) (Serber, 1972), and
expreSSLOns of feellngs, wants, and rlghts, requests ‘for
approprlate behav1ors,'and refusals of 1nappropr1ate
requests (verbal components) (Elsler, Hersen, Mlller,
and:Blanchard, 1975; Petrie,iand Rotheram, 1982; Rich.
and-échroederj 1976; Smye and Wineiv1980)f Defin}tions
of assertion naue also included covert mediating
lresponses.which are associated with low assertiveness:
_e.g.,‘conditioned'ankiety (Wolpe, 1958), and self-
‘criticism'(Ludwig and Lazarus,;1§§é). -

. The work of Petrie and Rotheram (1982) and S >e,
DeViile, and Pennell (1983) attests totheimpdétijte of
vassertive behavior for the self?esteem'deveiopment of
'adolescents.' in regard to:their studY’of the impact‘of
lself-esteem and assertlveness on occupatlonal stress,
~"Petrle and Rotheram (1982) found that. assertlveness

contrlbuted to the self- esteen of flreflghters. stake

. ‘ .

et al. have reported similar results. These researchers -



3

. traininq program.z;

[ 4

observed that assertlveness tralning 1ncreased the

R

performance self-esteem (self-appralsals of competence)

of femake adolescents who reported low self assessments
P

prior to their partic1pation in the assertlveness f

R pi
3 "

o b The findings of, stake et al. are in accordance‘with

-'4—the theory of rec1procal 1nh1b1tion. 'According'to‘these'

l

R researchers, the 1ncrease in performance self-esteem of

v

the girls from the posttest to the follow-up condltions

: hadd esulted from: the practice of thelr acquired

assertiveness skills.' Stake et al 1ndicated that the

f 1ncrease;1n self-esteem for the girls was. partially y

t related to their peroeptions of p051t1ve reactions from

Lt

:.m, others (e g., teachers,,parents) 1n regard to their

assertive behavxors and somewhat assoc1ated w1th their

\ -

* 1ncreased feelings of control 1n 5001al 1qferaction as a.

LR

result of their assertlveness. ;_,$¥;v
Wolpe (1958) has¢suggested that assertiveness—and

anXLety are 1ncompat1hle responsesQQ”Corroborating
‘)~

h, results have been reported hy?Forman and Forman (1981)

N . sivi

- _who found assertive hehaﬁior to be related to relaxed

- personallty Characterlstids of adolescents._.In~

& e

. ureference to the study conducted by Staxe et al., it

. is likely that increased feelings of control and

”:positive reactions (positive reinforcement) from others B

(e g.y teachers, parents) fbr the assertive practice

R S RECEE e . 'q . “ LT : e . F"
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of'the girls had the following effect: an increase in

-the frequency of aSSertlve responses, and}a decrease 1n
~the frequency of ayoldant (nonassertlve) reSponses thatf'
had been assoc1ated w1th anx1ety.» Hence, one can
ostulate that the relnforced assertlve behav1orvhad
‘rec1procally 1nh1b1ted the avoxdancz of assertlve'

o

behavlo;})¢Certa;nly the 1mpact of 51gn1f1cant others

(1 e,; oﬁ,parents) on the assertlveness of adolescents
| is the focus of the present study : X
Plax et al. (1985) have conducted a study to assess
the tendency of adolescents to model the assertive
. behav1or of thelr parents.' In accordance with the
soc1a1 learnlng theory (Bandura, 1977; Hlll 1985), lau“
“et al. repor*ed that adolescents who percelved that
their parents were both assertlve and rewarded for thelr
assertlve behaV1or,typ1cally scored higher on measures,_
:of self-assertion. In contrast, adolescents who'
1ndicated ‘that their parents ‘were elther rewarded for
-nonassertlon or punlshed for assertlve behavior
typlcally sbored lower on measures of self-assertion.'
Forman and-Forman (1981) studied the relationshlp
between the famlly env1ronment ‘and personallty varlables
of adolescents.‘ On the basis of thelr flndlngs, these
. 'researchers concluded that "assertlveness and self—
sufficiency characterlze chlldren in families which

support lndependence_and achlevement" (p.166) . Kandel

‘
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’ .
'"and Lesser (1969) reported that‘ln b th the United .
LN : : '
States and Denmark, parents who

.;,establlshed few rules, prov1ded exp ‘nations for thf).
‘ rules, and involved adolescents in the process of °
dec151on—mak1ng fostered 1ndependence 1n the behav1or of

i adolescents. These 1nvest1gators studied the effect of

-
st a

‘parent-adolescent 1nteractlon on adolescent 1ndependence
b :
in- the Unlted States and Denmark. '

. e
#

It~1s apparent from the findlngs of Kandel and

1

Lesser-that adolescents who had democratlc parents
exper%encedLmore 1ndependence than did adolescents who y
had either pern1551ve or authorltarlan.parents. Such .
@; results are supported by the work of Enright, Lapsley,
:Drlvas, and Fehr (1980) . These researchers 1nd1cated
that autocratlc motherlng tended to suppress the
autonomy whereas democratlc and permiss1ve motherlng,
:respectlvely, tended to enhance the 1ndependence of

female adolescents. i S - .
Kandel and Lesser further afflrmed that adolescents;
who had been granted moderate levels of freedom by thelr .
democrhtlc parents typlcally de51red to model these_‘ .
parents. In thelr study of mothers, daughters, and ~
glrlfrlends,,Gold and Yanof (l985) reported simllar :
.findlngs. Adolescent daughters wﬂb 1dent1fied with}

: mothers whom they percelved as being democratlo,

'~_affectlonate, and sultable role models, developed -



personal autonomy and therefore mutuallty of 1nfluence
“in their frlendshlps.: Forman, and Forman (1981) found
that famlly env1ronments that encouraged adolescents to
| be assertlve, were characterlstlc of adolescents who
: typically revealed outg01ng and soc1ally bold |
personality qualltles.
According_to Ausubel; Montemayor, and Svajian

: { . : . . .
(cited in Atwater, 1983), children who are-reared in"

: ;domineerlng or perm1551ve env1ronments tend to {emaln"

dependent on the: approval of others which 1mpedes thelr
vdevelopment of autonomy Slmllarly, Douvan and Adelson
(1966) reported that "authorltarlan superv151on tends to.
ﬂ1nst111 in adolescents a helghtened dependence on the
parents and beyond that a tendency to lean ‘heavily on
external authorlty beyond the home" (p-170). Undue need o
’for approval ,and self- cr1t1c1sm ‘are covert cognltlve .
sets that tend to 1nh1b1t the ab111ty of 1nd1v1duals to
respond assertlvely 1n human 1nteractlon (Ludwig and
Lazarus, 1972). o i
| The above*review is‘a consideration of the | '
‘importance of the perception of parenting stylesfto.thei
assertiveness component of adolescent personality
deevelopment There‘is evidence'in the literature to
rsuggest that the democratlc parentlng style is typlcal

. ,Iand the authontarlan parentlng style is atyplcal of the'

sort of parentlng that - fosters the development of R
e



.

B assertlveness‘for adolescents. Hence, ‘it can be
hypothe51zed that there w111 be a dlfference between ‘the
three parentlng styles (democratlc, authorltarlan,

| lalssez falre) as percélved by the adolescents in regard‘
to thelr development of assertlveness. 'The present _
study 1s exploratory research to determine if the
percelved democratlc barentlng practlce is more
conduc1ve to the assertlve development of adolescents

‘fthanvlstthe percelved authorltarlan chrldrear;ng ,
techniqne;‘ Also, further:research‘is.neededftoi
determine\vhich of the childrearing techniques;
authorltarlan or‘perm1551ve, as perceived by
adolescents, leads to a higher level of assefﬁlveness

'\Thls latter 1nqu1ry is also agdressed by thé/present
study _ S »

‘Qg ‘g:-phi Igformation'i'
The.rev1ew of the llterature has ‘brought lnto focusill

a number of demographlc varlables that are related to

‘ :,the effects of parentlng styles on. varlous aspects of

eadolescent developn;nt. Gecas (1971) has reported that -a

yboth the self-evalutlon of chlldren and thelr |
1nteractlonal patterns with thEII parents are affected

\by/soc1al class.v it has also been found\that mothers of_

_ creative children have obtained either gride twelve or

‘ some level of post secondary education., These mothers

also tended to equal or exce]. the degree of education of L

e
5y
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. _ o
‘thelr husbands (Dew1ng and Taft 1973)'

Hence, soc1a1 class and amount of educatlon are
{

factors that may - 1nf1uence the results of the present
Q

tudy. To rule out these and other potential counter—
explanatlons for the flndlngs, the researcher has

selected a limited number of demographlc varlables from‘

vthose that have been 1dent1f1ed in the 11terature. The,
'seleCtion-of personal 1nformat10n.1tems for the current

study was 11m1ted to major varlables (e.g., age, grade,

famlly status, amount of educatlonlof mother and father)

to minimize the admlnlstratlon tlme in the schools (see

v ) . . . E .

N

=



Chapter 3

A Method and Procedures

The present chapter contalns a descrlption of the
~,sample, and research 1nstruments used in the stud :"

‘A summary of ;he procedures for the collection o}

demographic 1nformation is offered. Finally, an

voverv1ew of the 1nvest1gational procedures for he data
collection and data.analy51s.1s prov1ded.

'Sample !

The subjects consist’ofi166 female.adoles nts in

et

he

‘total who are between the ages ‘o f 15 and 18. ofvthe-‘
total sample 51ze,v133 of the girls are from

Memorial Comp051te ngh School in stony PlainL Alberk

'and 33 of the girls are from st : Marguerite Catholic o

~~School in Spruce Grove, Alberta

 The girls from the Memorlal High School who agreed
B

to part1c1pate 1n the study were volunteers from various -

. Classes (e g., typing, socxal studies, home economics,

- <.
‘ psychology, phy51cal education) The girl from St.

' Marguerite School who agreed to partlcipat in the study =

Were volunteersﬂfrom the'entlre grade 10, 11, and 12
.female population. In each of ‘the two sch ols, .a

'relatively equal number of females at each of grades 10

;'ll, and 12 participated in the study.

The following 5.instruments were employed to

'y . i—y '
R - ﬁ v
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coilect:dataxfor the’preeentvstuay: théAdolet%cent~
:éérceptions of Perent Behavior Inventory.(APPBI),'the o
:Rosenberg Self-Esteemrscale (S-E Scaie); the IPAT ‘

- Anxiety Scaie,'the generation Test; and the Rathus
Assertiveness'Schedolev(RAS). A description of eech'_

B 4

1nstrument 1s provided 1n9turn

~ Adolescent Emps.ign& of Parent Behavior Inventory

The Adolescent Percep}lons of Parent Behavior
4 ) 3 :
Inventory (APPBI) was designed -to measure the

S -

perceptions of.female adolescents in regard to the
childreering.practicesvof-tneir”nothers. The researcher
‘selected items from the Schaefer (1965a) original
ver51on and from the Margollesﬁhnd wégntraub (1977)
revised 56~ item version of the Children’s Report of
Parental Behavior Inventory (CRPBI) to construct the
APPBI.

The APPBI is a forced-ch01ce research tool in whlch
'the‘adolescent is rqu;%&?_to’select.one of tnree |
categories:which she-pe;ceivee(to be'mosttdescriptive_of
theibehavior.of her mother toward her: | | |

Category A (Democratlc)
Category B (Authorltarlan)
Category C_(LaissevaalreL,

3

'A copy of'the APPBI is provided if Appendix 1. For the

purpose of data analysis, the categorles A,.B, and C a;é¢

coded as 1, 2, and 3, respectively.
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involves»recording thepcategory 1, 2, or 3 that was

selected by’thearespondent._ The survey takes ‘ | _ ’
_approx1mately five minutes for the adolescent to

"complete and is self-administered. . o

| Seven 1nformed judges have attested to the validity

iof the APPBI as a measure of three distinct parenting

styles (Authoritarian,ODemocratic, Laissez-faire) as

Y .
_perceiVed by the: child. Dol g o | >

wwm ‘
Rosenberg (1965) developed a 1diitem Self-Esteem

‘Scale (S—E Scale) to medsure the level of self-;

’acceptance of the respondent. The . reSpondentsvindicate

their agreement or disagreement with statements that '

describe either favorable or unfavorable self-attitudes.

IfThe suhjects chooéé one of the following four

i

“afiernatives for each item°

’ o ’ 1 :Hstrongly'agree '
*\7' 2= agree | o
2;3.= disagree

| 4 s'strongly disagree.
':;The follow1ng steps are employed to score the
-E 8ca1e.; (1) The scores are reversed for the | 'r
' positive items (e. g., 1=4, 2=3, 3=2, 4-1) (2)‘The :i-
"scores are. summed across the ten items. This scale
:usually takes no longer than five minutes for the p

Iy

'reSpondent to complete and is self-administered.'
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- Silber and Tlppett (1965) reported the test- retest

[

reliability coeff1c1ent for the S-E Scale to be 'l "’ o |

| 0.85 for'a two-week 1nterva1 The work of.
‘Openshaw, Thomas, and Rollins (1981) has attested to the
ftwo dimensions (p051tive self-esteem and ddrggatlon) of
the S-E Scale as being rellable and»valld ;ndlcators of
'self-esteem.v , ) .
v IPAT Anxiety Scale AR
Cattell (1976) constructed the IPAT Anxiety Scale.
_ This’40-item'research tool was de51gned~to measurevthe
level of trait anxiety of\reSpondemts; The subﬂects
1ndicate the degree to wh1ch each item is characterlstlc
. of- their feellngs or thoughts toward themselves. ) .
The sub]ects select one of three p0551ble o : i-
ualternathes (a, b, or c) for.each item.  The three
alternatlvei'vary for each item, For example, for iten
" one, the respomdent chooses ohefof the following three
‘falternathes; a) true o ERE
b) in between -
| clffalse;' |
‘Howerer, for'item four,'the'subject selects one of the
fOllowing'three choices: | | |
' a)'sometimes‘
S o b) seldom"

K - c) never .

. An answer key is provided forlthe Anxiety Scale. The

. \\g- N »
. A

bj
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respo of the subject for each item is scored 2,_1, or
0. ThelscoreS‘are:summed across the‘4b items-to obtain
the total raw- score. This Anx1ety Scale requires five
to ten minutes for the reSpondent to complete and is .
_ self-administered e )

In terms of reliability, test-retest coefficients
range from.0.82 td 9.93. The correlation between the
scores;on the two halwes of the form (split-half:
‘reliabilitf) range from 0;78 to 0.92 (McReynolds, 1985) .
In his critical'review; McReynolds (1985) has Concludedk.»
fhatvthe Anxiet§<scale Questionnaire‘yields a valid
measure of trait anx1ety.

| The. Anagranm Test 1s an 1nstrument that has been
: designed to measure the degreecof oriqinality or .‘

»creativity of the respondent (Barron, 1970, %f?nick

1962). The test requires the respondent to use the 3;

>

letters 1n GENERATION to construct as mahy smaller words ‘
.as possible, each letter can be used only once for the
construction of each word. For example, one can f_i*
_ construct the word EAR but not the gprd EARRING because |

the latter word has two Rs and GENER@?ION has onf& one

"R. i

- The scoring of the Anagram Test is based on the

I

statistical infrequency of individual responses for the

entire sample. A time limit of 5 minutes is set.‘ The

“'i



'f.welchtlngs ass1gned for each word range from 1 through
;IO. A word that occurs only: once 1n the total sample is" |
”;:a551gned a welghtlng of 10, a%word that occurs ten tlmes
,1n the entire sample 'is’ a551gned a werghtlng of i;iand a.

'.‘word that occurs more than 10 tlmes in the sample 1s

v'-va581gned 0 p01nts._ The welghtlngs for each subject are

"T:'summed to yield the total score.. The Anagram Test is

 1970; Mednlck 1962)

f‘,

,'reported to be a va11d measure of orlglnallty (Barron,v -

e

r"

.. Bg;hps Agsg;t;vegess §chedu1e N
h The Rathus AssertlveneSs Schedule (RAs)ﬁwwﬁ:ch was
- developed by Rathus‘(1973), was de51gned to measure the
hassertlve behav1or of respondents. The or1g1na1 form jf
"consisted of 30 items; however, Rathus has reported that
a shortened 19~ 1tem ver51on of the scale can be used
‘w1th accurate results. The subjects 1nd1cate the extent
to whlch each 1tem is characterlstlc or descrlptlve of
'themselves.l'l ,}'” &,2" | o

The sub]ects choose one of the follow1ng 51x
1;“ .

ISR

alternatlves fOr each 1tem.-

ot

+3—very*characterlst1c of me, extremely descrlptlve

v‘,}zﬂrather»gharacterlsﬂic of. me, qulte descrlptlve .

V] St

L+l somewhat characterlstic of . me, sllghtly descrlptlve
'f;ldsomewhél\uncharacterlstlc of me, sllghtly |
"'nondescriptive ' | L

D

'.rézirather uncharacterlstlc of me, qulte nondescrlptlve

-
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Tel 1

.”—3 very uncharacteristic of me,-extremely

-1f nondescriptive. 1 : A _
The follow1ng steps are employed to obtain the total
score of the RAS (1) The 51gns of th%;reversed items

"indicated by an asterisk (*) .are changed._ or_ f,‘?f~

ex‘ ple,_for 1tem i*, the srgn for the response -3 (very

f uncharacteristic of me, extremely nondescriptive) would
be changed from ( ) to (+) 3.3 (2) The numerical
responses across all items are summed. The RAS scale ;d/'
requires about five to ten minutes for the respondent to

complete and 1s self—administered o '\_

| The work of Rathus (1973) has g?und the RAS to
yield a test-retest correlation coeff1c1ent of 0.78 for_'?’

a 2-month interval, and- a: 53, t—half reliability

correlation &f 0. 77., The.correlation betweén self-.

_ reported RAS scores and an external measure of -

T assertiveness yielded a coéfficient of 0 71 (Rathus,

! 1973) | | .

Q_thernsi:_ac_qll_es_t_ignzr_o_cedum

. ﬁcﬁ'The respondents Were asked to: complete a Personal
Information Form General information pertinent*to thei';d
daughter, the family members,-and the parF ts was fi:” .
collected. A copy of the Yorm appears in Appendix 2.

/\, 4

nd used for a -;

'ipjlj The obtained 1nformétion was coded

discussion of ancillary findings

‘e




. 46

_ A rev1sed socloeconomlc 1ndex for occupatlons in
Canada (Blishen and McRoberts, 1976) was emplOyed in the
present study. Bllshen and’ HcRoberts 1nd1cated that
thelr rev1sed soc1oeconom1c 1ndex was based upon 1971

f. Canadlan census data and 1ncorporated only the _;f
o occupatlons of the male labor force._ -This rev1sed
;Asocroeconomlc 1ndex was- used to cla551fy the occupatlons
of both the mothers and fathers in the present study.‘A
The soc1oeconom1c status of the famlly was determlned by
_ “an observatlon of thelchloeconomlc 1nd1ces for the
:v j occupatlonal c1a551f1catlons of the mother and father .db
. 1iv1ng w1th the famlly The hlgEEf/of the two .
soc1oeconom1c indices was selected to determlne the :' \
v'f class 1nterval (1—hlqh soc1oeconom1c status,_6 IOW'p
' soc1oeconom1c status) of the famlly ,5 |

Brocedures

s

A survey‘wﬁ% employed to assess the perceptlons of

E female adolgscénts in regard to the chlldrearlng ’
) - . ,)// (% ¢ .’ . {
3 pract!cesébf thelr mothers., Quest10nna1res were -

used tg“ﬁeasure'the self-esteem, anxiety, and
ass%£¥1Veness components of adolescent personallty
de%é;opment.v An Anagram Test was employed to assess the
‘l‘écreativ1ty of adolescents. Flnally,_aspersonal
-ffkég?' ;nformat;on'rorm was used to'collectddemographic_‘
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ef researcher attended many classes (e g., phy51ca1 RS

. minutes during the schoo

| b R |
. M ’ LI O E . . : e e [y
. The researcher ass A

j bled __.witﬁ‘ the‘" grade ‘10, ‘11, ang

o
iday to administer themresearch

rnstruments.' At Memor1a1$Composite High Schocl the

\.;"J' '

H

education, psychologg, social studies home economics)

[

"to administer the instruments to groups of female

adolescents”w The assessment battery for each girl was =

. ,z}: ) I Y .
;returned to the researcher upon 1ts completion.lﬁ~,"n

+ 5

he results of the data gathering were key d-int

fthe HTS computer system f St&tistical tests 1nyolved

' the COmputation of 4. one-way ANOVAS and in the cases S

&

.necessary, the Sch\rfe multiprefcomparison of means. _ﬁ-.

COnfirmation of the hypotheses as a result of the

vana1y81s was set to be contingent upon the attainment of

a .05 level of. confidence.: In addition, a correlational

generated for a dﬂscussion of anc111ary findings.'é

4

£

. .
P B
. A . ’ ¥

12 girls at St Harguer te SChool for thirty-five --ép,':

['_, o

g_matrix, a chi-sqpare test, and a series of t—tests were_‘;i



*/”ﬁ"'_Chapter 4,;$1.,

B 'Results : ‘Qh:
'The present chapter contalns an analy51s of the
'data.‘ Hereafter, the researchen refers to the |

underlylng or worklng hypotheses rather than ’to ‘the

statlstlcal (1 e., null) or formal hypotheses. It haS"f

been hypothes1zed that 1n mother-daughter relatlonshlps,,

v

~ there w1ll be dlfferences among the percelved
.author1tar1an, democratlc, and lalssez falre parentlng
_ styles in regard to measures of adolescent self esteem,
.vanx1ety, creat1v1ty, and assertlvenessLA-

To determine whether the sample means for the three
:‘groups of percelved parentlng styles were different
‘from each other (p < .05) on measures of self—esteem,
anxlety, creat1v1ty, and assertlveness, a. onewway ANOVA
was computed for each of these four personallty

‘ varlables. Subsequently, the Scheffe multlple
comparlson of means was also computed foxr each of the
‘one way ANOVAS to determlne which palr(s) of the three
.sample means dlffer from one another (p < .05)

The chapter contalns the followlng structure for4
,leach of the four personallty varlables 1n regard to
“adolescent perceptlons of parentlng styles' a statement
of the hypothe51s, an analy51s (one-way ANOVA Scheffe

’ test),'and a conclusmon. Follow1ng the statlstlcal

'analysis and conclu51on for each of the four hypotheses

&
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. .

is a dlscu551on of anc1llary f1nd1ngs.

§§l£:§§teem é d the BEEQQQLLQB of Earent;ng __1le§
: . . Q-
xpgthe51s o
In mother-daughter relatlonshlps, there w111 be

dlfferences among the percelved authorltarlan, *ZT :§?_ 

:  deggcratlc, and laissez-falre parentlng styles in regard

E to the measure of adolescent self~esteem. o
Results of the ANOVR'lndlcate that there could bevh;
a.dlfference between at least two of the sample means
(see Table 1) To detect whlch pa1rs of the three
sample means dlffer 81gn1f1cantly from one another, the -
' Scheffe mult}ple comparlson of means was computed
o | | | TABLE 1 »' B
f_’-n; ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE OF THE SELF-ESTEEM SCéRES
o DR o FOR “THE THREE PARENTING STYLES
v7,:,‘7 : N |
gézigsource_j_ sumjof sguares _‘de _.Meannguare d*f?f?pr:’t.
"_'_-,Beéwee_n;‘ 199, 62 o z ) 99.81 4.68. .01
 within | 3475 93 163 _-v'»zi'.fzs‘ o

An examination of the sample means in Table 2 S

"reveals that the perceived democratic and laissez-faire

_.groups are different from one another at the 05 level S
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T YO . . . N R o
‘Wsﬁgf' ?35 é;i PRI RV ST
e "-%J* “ 3, LT e B0

..‘j'_‘ o ‘ .. .
v%' o % .
of confldence g?jt can also be seen from Table 2 that
there 1s no: dlfference betWeen the percelved democratlc

-fand authorltarlan parentlng style or between the -

percelved au%hornﬁarlan and lalsseh-falre parentlng»'
o kil . , ' ' ' iiif
,StYlede%ijq Qp - : e
' g e .
o | TABLE 2 |
MEANS STANDARD DEVIATIONS (SD) AND RANGE OF SCORES

FOR PERCEPTIONS OF PARENTING STYLES

~

-FOR SELF ESTEEM ’

Loy .

~Group O Mean. . SD .-'Minimum4d.'Maximumt:f_NJ

,.'vDemoCr'atic' _ : 29.22(«4~ 4.30 20 40 o g6
Authorltarlan 27.60  5.40 14 - 38 49

© Laissez- faire 26.24p. 4.1, 17° 33 . 21

,HQ——4 Means w1th dlfferent subscrlpts dlffer
g;51gn1f1cantly at:g < .05. For the Scheffe Prooedure,
| Uthe Table Ranges for the .05 alpha level are, 3. 49 to .
-‘3 49. | | | |
The flndlngs relevant to the ANOVA and Scheffe ‘vf'

-'tests contaln conflrmatory ev1dence for the hypot = is

r t the measure of. adolescent self- - vf é




the folloWing conclu51on‘ The level of\self-eSteem fcr‘
P g

‘,,.female adolescents who perceive their mothers to be

'democratic in their parenting style is/higher than is
. ]
’ the level of self esteem for those ypo perceive their
' mothers to be laissez faire in their childrearing

N

practices.x co _ o o
mﬁxﬁ)mwimﬂ_ue 'i B

: In mother-daughter r@lationships, there w111 be‘
'differences among the pemceived authoritarian,

deemocratic, and laissez faire parenting styles 1n regard
to:the measure of adolescent anxietyr vy
: n o : :
One can see from the results of the ANOVA '
that there may be a 51gn1f1cant difference between
”at least two of the sample means (see Table 3). o
_Therefore, ‘the Scheffe multiple comparison of means has

’: been computed to determine which pair(s) of the three

sample means differ from one another.
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| o TABLE 3. L
— ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE OF THE ANXIETY SCORES

- FOR- THE THREE PARE TING STYLES

. "—’
Mean Square F . p
MBQ.QS'%SS’ . .00004

- within ¥ Yss41.4s8 47
.. > R . * - ‘ . )

i

Sth_erT_s;

' An 1nspectloh of the sample means 1n Table 4

'reveals that two palrs of sample means are dlfferent

from one another at the .05 level of confldence. T1)

,There is a dlfference betﬁeen the sample neans for the

percelved democratlc and 1alssez -faire parentlng styles.» e

2) The sample ‘means for the percerved democratlc and |

authorltarlan parentlng styles are also dlfferent from-

each other. e . , |
It is also apparent from‘Table 4 that there is no:'

diffegence between ‘the sample means for the. percelved

ﬁ’,/7

authoritarian and lalssez-falre parentlng,styles.



TABLE a D
MEANS STANDARD DEVIATIONS (sn) AND RANGE OF SCORES ,

\ o FOR PERCEPTIONS OF - PARENTING STYLEs‘i’

| FORIANXIETY -

2

_Groﬁp,l' o hfFMean” sb . Minimum :Maximum ;.ﬁ o

‘ slﬁf L T .d'- ‘”_i. - R = ;-‘L ‘gi |
Authoritarien_ 46.085 ‘v_‘10_.~49 24 - 68 49

Laissez-faire. 44.57, 8.78 28 89 21
bemo¢gagi¢.‘ - 36;81b:;ll.l1:7' 5; i sg  96'

Note;‘ Means with different subscripts (i. e.,ia & b)v'i-'-ff
- differ 51gn1ficantly at p < .05.: Means hav1ng the same
subscript ‘are. not 51gn1f1cantly different at p < .05.
der thegfcheffe Procedure, the Table Ranges ior the .05 .E?
.alpha level are 3. 49 to 3.49. ’ -
'rconc »o »'v - | -
| The results of the above tests lead one to accept
1-“the hypothe51s that there ‘are differences among the
'iperceived authoritarian, democratic, and laissez-faire
.parenting styles in regard to the measure of adolescent .?1
anxiety. In particular, it is evident from these |
iresults that the anxiety level of female adolescents wh@
perceive their mothers to be democratic in their .] i’
‘parenting style is lower than is the anxiety level of ;.

"those who perceive their‘mothers to be either

.authoritarian or laissez faire in their approach tc‘
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'Childrearing.

s L S e I 5 e
Hypothesis . . P R . ,
In‘motheréaaughter relatlonshlps, there.w111 be
differences among the percelved authorltarlan,»
' \
democratlc, and laIssez falre parentlng styles In regard
By o .
to the measure of adolescent creat1v1ty

Analysis S ,v.i | ,

It is apparent from the results of the ANOVA that
e

there are no dlfferences among the sample means at the

R

.05 level of probablllty (see Table 5) ‘ Henge,‘the

Scheffe multlple comparlson_of means hasunbt been -

Creativity and Perceptions of Parenting Styles

- computed. :The7results_of this‘analeis are presented 'in ..

Table 6.
P

TABLES . e

 ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE OF THE CREATIVITY SCORES“/"
"th ‘|
'FOR THE THREE pARENT;NG STYLES

Source  Sum of Squares -~ df 'Mean'Sqﬁare' F _p'i

Between  241.85 ;’ 2 ~i. 120. 92" 1.01 . .37

Within - 19496.08 . 163 ° 119 51
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oy SERTRRI
8 . A TABLE 6
HEANS STANDARD DEVIATIONS (SD) AND RANGE OF SCORES
FOR PERCEPTIONS OF PARENTING STYLES h?
| N FOR CREATIVITY ._
. Group = o , Mean ’ SD  Minimum.: : Maximum N
o . o : W : T I
.fLaissez faire .]12.l4 12.66 0 - 41t 21
S e .' z C - o e ’ _-..: ' o o
) Democratic © 10.15  11.65 [ 68 .96
vAnthoritarian" 8.27  8.41 ivO;.‘{ - _2§-Q m,gv49_fﬁ
r : : s ) ‘: . v.{.,.‘, .
" . — ; P—
The results of the ANOVA do not contain ev1dence to .

g ratify the hypothe51s that there are. differences among
the perceived authoritarian, democratic, and laissez-'r
‘faire parenting styles 1n regard to the measure of ;.
'?adolescent creat1v1ty Rather, the findings lead the -

";5fiﬁresearcher to reject the hypotheSis, and to conclude
L ‘that there are no differences among the perceived "}i:.

parenting styles in. regard to adolescent creativity.

wmmWﬁMM

. (* R . S _ SN

B In,mbfher-daughter relationships, there will be -

o ‘hs’ L
g:t&rences among the perceived authoritarian, : o

o democratic, and laissez-faire parenting styles in regard -

;57

to the measure of adolescent assertiveness.-.~f.ﬂ iw‘ﬁ‘”ﬁ'_

£
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As may be determlned from. Table 7. the results of

@

the ANOVA indlcate that there .are no 51gn1f1cant

differences among the sample means at the: 05 level of
G
confldence. Therefore, the Scheffe test has not been '

\calcuf%ted. The meansiustandard dev1atlons,_and ranges o

of scores have been computed and are- presented in. Table
- TABLE 7 e
- ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE OF THE. AS§ERTIVENESS SCORES

FOR ‘THE THREE PARENTING STYLES"

- o
)

' Source Sum of Squares ., df Mean SqudEerJ E A~p

Between ~ 1204.94 > 2 602.47 ' 1.89 . .15 -

ithin . 51956.29 - 163 . 318.75




TABLE 8

MEANS STANDARD DEVIATIONS (so) AND RANGE OF SCORES
i FOR PERCEPTIONS OF PARENTING STYLES

?OR ASSERTIVENESS

Y

" Group © - 'Mean .' SD  Minimum = Maximum N

. Authoritarian . 56.65  16.64 23 99 . -49
. Democratic. ~  54:30 18,55 . 15 . 94 . 96

Laissez-faire ' 47.62 17.31 18 . 78 - .21

tﬁgﬁgy{:A conStant (575,has heen:added to eaCh'ofnthe
Ioriginal,ﬁininumIand_Maxinunrscores»to'convert negative

,values;into.positive.oneslj: o ) ‘

h' It,is apparent that the findings do not. support the ia

pihgpothes1s. In fact, the results 1ead tK/”\esearcher to S

.'freject the hypothesis, and to conclude that there are-: no
.idifferences-among adolescent perceptions of paren*ing

styles in regard to the measure'of assertiveness.-f'

o To. rulevout$counterhypothesés as"alternatiue'

.»explanations for the findings, the researcher has:fitp'_
‘computed Pearson product-moment correlations,xone-tailedt;
;;significance), t-tests (two-tailed significance), and a: |

.i_fchi-square test on some selected potential sources of
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'~,'counter-explag%tlons._ In, this. subsection,van:analysis%’

”of the relatlonéhlps among the demographxc, parentlng, <

'and personallty varlables are analyzed To 51mp11fy the
: *.

vanalys1s, the dependent varlables (self-esteem, anx1ety,:v

creat1v1ty, and assertlveness) are collectlvely referred f

RO

b"to as. personallty varlables, the 1ndependent varlable
(perceptlon of parentlng styles) is 51mply referred to )

‘as the parentlng variable. The spec1f1c correlatlons
5 and tétestjresultSjappear in Appendlx'B and 4, ’
.”resbectivély S ‘

Borg and Gall (1983) have 1nd1cated that "practlcal
| R
'51gn1f1cance is more 1mportant than [1s] statlstlcal )

<

'Slgnlflcance" (p 623) In regard to the cOrrelatlonal |

”data for the present study, the. 51gn1f1cant correlatlon
vcoeff1c1ents range from .13 to .25 ,see Appendlx 3, |
'hTables 9 to 20) | Although such correlatlon coeff1c1ents o
':yare statlstlcally 51gn1flcant “in each case, the commonv
varlance (rz) of the two varlables that have been |

| coyrelated is minimal (e. g., .132 = .02; .25% = -06)r

E Such correlatlons are trivial 1n a practlcal sense and

’ therefore, are. not 1nd1cat1ve of counter-explanatlons_J
L

for the flndlngs..zl SR o
4Ana ‘s"' R _ ' A -*\

thovsky and Dusek (1985) have repofted that older

~

Zadolescents percelve thelr parents to be less acceptlng

v'than do younger adblescents.‘ Hence, to exclude the .
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L

s

posSibility that age and grade -&pnfdﬁnd the resul/t? of

the preslnt study, each ‘of theségfactors was dbrrelated

S S

w1th the parenting and personaliéﬁ'variables. I

g : . \, . . )
Conflicting results have been documented in the‘,v

L

literature concerning the effect of birth order on self-“

'esteem._ Coopersmith (1967) found that being a: first—\\

borh: Chlld was predictive of self-esteem whereas

Rosenberg (1965) found a slight relationship to exist

between birth order and self-esteem of the adolescent.
R a : -k

~To rule out the pOSSlble interference of birth order ad

(.

family size (l e., nnmber of children in the family) on

the results; each of these factors has been correlated i 8 :
# LR
with the parenting ‘and personality variables.« The - '

.v,"
¢ T

results indicate no practically 51gnificant correlations
(see Appendix 3, Tables 11 and 12) . "
According to Coopersmith (1967), the greatest

number of' subjects with low self-esteém were living with

- remarried parents. To eliminate marital status,‘

N Appendix 3, Tables 13, 14 and 15)

v,
a):’ ;

reldtionship to father as possible contaminating L

factors, each of these variables wasmoorrelated blth the :

personality and parenting variables._ an a practica;'

sense, the. correlations are not significant (se'



Conflicting results are reported 1n the literature

of soc1oeconomic status on self-'

‘in regard to. the effe : ” ’

:U'esteem. The findin. Tioopersmith 1nd1cate that

socioeconomic Statust' ot;predictive of self esteem.
Gecas (1971) has found some ev1dence to support the :

{Acontention that soc1al ClaSS'iS related to self esteem.
Rosenberg found that children from higher soc1al class -
"are more likely ‘than those~from lower social class to be .
'self-acceptant."Zonsequently,_socioeconomic status was
%correlated w1th the parenting and personality varlables
ko exclude the possxblity that soc1a1 class has -

»

‘confounded the results of the present study. The

.

¢ .
3, Table 16) .

'i& findings are not practically 51gn1f1cant (see Appendlx

According to Dewing and Taft (1973) .the education
. level of mothers is related to the creativity of their !
- children; Also reported to be assoc1ated w1th
creat1v1ty of the child xs the education level of the
y mother being;equal “to or;greategythan that»of the“_
'éfather..'lt“is appafent fromrthe findings of-the<present
/ study that a positive correlation exists between the
education level of the mother and that of the father
(r .37, P _.0004 'n = 166) However,_to eliminate
the p0351b111tf that the level of education of the
mother and father has interfered with the results, thlS

’ .

factor (for both the mother and faé‘er) has ‘pen

: -



4, ,

§ personality variables. *:.;'Tﬁﬁ,;

correlated with the pérent’ing" and personality variables. -

»

Thése correlations are trivial 4see Appendix 3 Tables

Ql

i and‘b@ L LS

(&h The correlational findings indicate that a. negativev'”

' relationship ex1sts between birth order and the '

’education level of the mother (r = .40 p ;01;'n}=f

-166) and also between birth order and the education

level of the father (r = .30, p = .01 n = 166) Hence,

l

it is ev1dent that the lower the ordinal p051tion of the.

adolescent, the higher is the education level of the
parents.' However, 1t will be recalled that 1n a
practical sense, neither birth order nor education level

of the parents 1s correlatep with the parenting and
B vy,'_

The occupation of each the mother and father was

correlated with the parEﬂtinq and personality variables.

The purpose %f th%se‘porrelations is to rule out the :
®

| ‘
| gg,{:

i TR Co
ngSSibillﬁy that occupation is a factor which confounds S

the results of the study The cgrrelations are trivial ;t'
(see‘Appendix 3, Tables 19’and‘20)

To ru&e out the pOssibirity that religious

':denomination ingerferes with the findings of the presenti

1

| study, t-test for independent groups (i e., Cathblic,

Protestant)'was computed for each of the four :

’.personality variables (p .05) : It is apgarent from

fthe results of'the t-tests that no differences exist

o



between the two rellglous groups 1n terms -of thewn
personallty varlables (see Appendlx 4, Tables 21 24) v
Further, a- th—square test was computed to . exclude the 5\'
a9551b111ty that rellglous aff111atlon contamlnates the
',pe;ggptiohs of- adolescents in regard to parentlng |

: styles. No dlfferences 1n perceptlons of parentlng

Styles between the Cathollc and Protestant denomlnatlons

. S . § ;1 of" Conclu51ons

The flndlngs of the present study brlng 1nto focus :
- three major conclu51ons. 1) The ﬁhﬁel of self-esteem
for female adolescents who percelve thelr mothers to be
democrat1Co1n thelr approach to childrearlng 1s.hlgher":
than is the level of self—esteem for those who percélve

thelr mothers to be laissez faire 1n thelr style ofb

i vparentlng. 2)” Those female adolescents who percelve

mothers to be democratlc are less anx1ous than arerbv
who percelve the1r mothers to be authorltarlan ‘

5)QThose female adolescents who percelve thelr mothers i
) to be demoCratlc are less anx1ous than are those who

percelve thelr mothers to be 1alssez fa}<; in their

,parentlng style.



.;'of adolescent personallty development.m These»

K j"df:dh.f Chapter 5.
| | Dlscu551on and Impllcatlons

; Dlsguss;og: o R h/f?
Eersonallty and Parentlng tyles - ':l..b
Vd Forman and Forman (fgtl) noted the 1mportance of .

parental 1nf1uenon the personallty development of
':adolescents, _Seyeralvresearchers (e g, Datta and
"'Parloff»:1967ivForman and Forman, 1981,gGecaS»and

‘_‘Schwalbe, 1986, Plax, et al., 1985) have studled the‘

?1mpact of percelved parentlng styles on varlous aspects

SN

n:;personallty dlmen51ons were the focus of the present

"
A

vhstudy and are as follows. self esteem, anxlety,

) creat1v1ty, and assertlveness. ’:f N Y

The . expectatlon that dlfferences would\Le:found_ ?,f*-

'among the percelved authorltarian, democratic, ‘and f <}fﬂf

T e -

1alssez-fa1re parentlng styles was 1n fact supported for

"' 'the self-esteem and anx1ety components of adolescent

personality It was found that female adolescents who’
'-npercelve thelr mothers to treat them democr tlcally had
higher leveis of self-esteem thanudld thoszawho o
.'perceive thefr mothers to treat them in a. la&ssez faire-“
manner. These resultsisupport the findings in the | ‘
_11ter§&ure (1 e., Atwater, 1983, Kaplan,.1982, = .d’\ ,ao
.Rosenberg, 1965) . Y e FRY o o .

It is reasonable to query as to why perceived



f'adolescents are v1ta1 to the self-worth component of

ytheir personalitles-‘the pdrceptloﬁs that they are

’~_hand 1s related to lower 1evels Of se}fhgsteem.v In the*iff

L~

~

;laissez-faire parentinq styles are as§oc1ated w1th lower '
'1eve1s of self-esteem for female adolescents, Rosenberg_

s has proposed that the following perceptions of

4

ﬂpﬁrtant to their mothers and*that their mothérs are _ };i{i

P A s e
Y

| 1nterested in them.v Maternai;gndifgereﬁce,gon‘the other.fiu

@R

% Bt

9’.

view ‘of Kaplan (1982), self-rejectingwatéitudeék5ff; fl;'

.'),Q A'vw\,(%‘ o,

youths develop as a result of their inability to defend

‘against, cope w1th ar adapt to a- range of cxrcumstances

¢ L I

fwhich 1nclude parental neglect._ogffmiﬂ.ijffa_-.f;

-~
Ly

The findlng that perceived laissez faire parenting

AlS related to lower self-esteem is. well-qrounded in
"light of the fact that girls who perceive their mothers
'hto be laissez-faire, typimally believe that their .
%mothers are nonrestrlctive, noncontrolling, and :
inonregulative of their behav1or (Baumrind 1973, |
ﬂMaccoby, 1980. Schaefer,-1965b) Such v1eWs appear to'
47be in agreement with perceptions of parental | |

‘indifference and neglect which are related to. the

tendency of adolescents to devalue themselves. »g R
It is also plau51ble to determine pOSSlble reasons
for the association between perceived parental democracy

A}

and the higher mean self-esteem scores of adolescents.<'

,Elder (c1ted in Litovsky and Dusek 1985) has suggested f.:

.“7
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"that adolescents who perceive their parents as being

“democratic tYpically feel wanted and accepted by their

parents.» Hill (c1ted in Litovsky anerusek 1985)Chas

noted that such adolescents perceive that their parents

' encourage them to discover their own competenc1es which ""

o fosters their self-concept development.i“‘

The finding that the girls who perceive their

_mothers to be democratic are less anXious than are _f
hthose who perceive their mothers to be laissez faire
"deserves mention. One explanation for this finding is
?vinferred from the literature. According to Coopersmith
~(c1ted in Lewis, 1981), children without clear parental

.’s guidance have no. basis upon which to develop internal

”jcontrols, defenses, and solutions for problematic

151tuations. Such children are believed to have a lower R
fsense of . self-confidence which is characterized by self-y
{doubt and anxiety Typical of adolescents who perceive -
1ﬁtheir mothers to be laissez—faire is the View that their"
4;mothers expect them to be totally self—regulating

“(Maccoby, 1980) . Hence, in the present study, a higher

”{anxiety 1eve1 for female adolescents who perceive their'

o mothers to be laissez-faire, and therefore lacking in

f"‘_3materna1 guidance, is a valid finding.»

ghe guestion remains as to why anxiety was. found to

iﬂfgher fé§ girls who perceive their mothers to be
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) 7

to be democratlc.,»ltpls eV1dent from the work of L
‘,Eskilson et al. (1986) that percelved parental pressure 7o
‘vfor academlc achlevement was fdund to %e 3egaf1vely g
d‘related to the assessment of adolescents of/thelr k’.

s &F 5

g
abillty to meet these parental expectatlons

-"Adolescents who predlct punlshment for noncompllance

'vwith strict rules (peréelved authorltarlanlsm) perhaps

> . . o 0.

:fear maternal rejectlon (Maccoby, 1980. Schaefer,

7

_‘1965b) Therefore, eﬁtreme‘parental pressure for
'academlc performance as percelved by adolescents is
‘llkelylassoc1ated w1th hlgher levels of- anx1ety

| | Another p0551h111ty for the above questlon is of
‘“anterest. Forman and Forman (19?1) found that a’

' nonanxious of relaxed state 1s descrlptlve of |
adolescents who are encouraged to openly and dlrectly

,'express the1r feellngSa/ The flndrng that- percelved

demOCratic parentlng is assoclated with lower anx1ety 1s,‘

perhaps attrlbptable to- the fact that glrls who percelve .
<their mothers to be democratlc, typlcaIly belleve that

"thXY are encouraged to express thelr own polnts of view

‘(Maccoby, 1980) Oon the oéﬁer hand the pical'

'T‘perdeption of" glrls who percelve thelr vothers to be
‘fauthoritarian is that. vérbal 1nteractlon
gﬂmothers is discouraged (Maccoby, 1980) : Such’ a
”iiperception is possibly related?to the flndlnq of thelhl_-

.rpresent study that percelved authorltarlan parentlng 1s
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related to higher anx1ety.

Additionally, females from authoritarian,g
'J’:ﬁr env1ronments typically perceive that their mothers
‘ vstrive to control them, to restrict their behaVior, and '
¢ 1nst111 w1th1n them the value of obedience (BaldWin,
¥, '&8°'Baumrind 1973) | Hence, females from such g

"@, '

pressures to'obey as-they are likely to perceive these.d’

ironments are perhaps more anxious about maternal

pressures as triV1a1 and therefore as controlling and
4restr1ct1ve of their behav1or (Zern and Stern, 1986)

It 1s clear from the - flndings that there are
"differences among the three parenting styles for
'_measures of adolescent self-esteem and anx1ety Suchv
' findings contain evidence for the validity of the

Adolescent Perceptions of Parental Behavior Inventory as;
fla measurewof three distinct perceived parentin. styles.'
authoritarian,,democratic, and laissez faire. : o
The anticipated differences among the perceived
authoritarian, ’aissez-faire, and - democratic parenting
} styles for measures of creativity and assertiveness did
not. materialize. The researcher had also suspected that
';female adolescents who perceive their mothers to be
democratic would have reported higher levels of self-
esteem than did those who perceive their mothers to be
. authoritarian,f The findings'of Gecas_and¢Schwalbe ;
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(1986) contain a p0551b1e reason why this was not found».”f“

to be the.case.

These researchers found that perceived parental

v -

control (1 e., authoritarianism) had more of an . 1mpact
| on the self-esteem of males, whﬂieas perceived parental

support and participation (i. e.,:democracy) ‘had more of =3

an affect on. the self esteem of jmales. . These -

researchers reported that the se_ -esteem of. females had
' conSLStently been unaffected by their perceptions of .
parental control. In the current ‘study,- the: self esteem_
of the girls appeared not to be negatively affected h; |
the perceived authoritarian parentlng style. In light
j of these findings, the lack of a difference between‘thep-
perceived authoritarian and democratic parenting styles
- for the measure of self-eéteem is sound. 'qj
The fact that«the findings fall’short of the
prediction that differences would be found among the
perceived parenting styles on the measure of adolescent S
creatiVity-originality, requires examinatlon. .one;
possibilitfaigr this unexpected result lies in the
reported difficulty in measuring creat1v1ty | Taylor,'.
(1975) has noted that "creat1v1ty is often not.
responsive to conscious efforts to 1nit1ate or control .
it‘since it is highly unpredictable and-is re51stant'tov
scheduling" (p. 24) Perhaps the time llmlt of five

‘minutes which was 1mposed upon the girls 1nterfered w1th

& : . S



'Qibse;;ﬁlf
1;their'creative:responsesi_ Howeyer, tlme constralnts.for
_ data collection w1th1n the school env1ronment were ""iJ
, necessary In addition to being a measure of | .
originality, the Anagram Test appears to reveal language
ability (Fox, 1969) Perhaps 1anguage ability
1nterferes with creative responses of the glrls..!
An alternative poss1b111ty is that parenting styles#
| per se are not related to the creative ‘development of.
adolescents. Genetic factorS'or other~var1ables such as‘l
motivatlon, family, peers, culture, and schools (Ausubel 3
. et.al., 1978) perhaps subtly 1nf1uence the creatlve
devélopment,of adolescents. o
The results of the study d1d not bear out the RS \‘b
predlction that there would be differences among the
perceived parenting styles on the measure of adolescent
assertiveness. This unanticipated finding deserves
attention.; Rlch and Schroeder (1976) reported that the.‘
- Rathus Assertiveness Schedule appears to be more of a
gldbal estimate of assertiveness than a ‘measure of
assertive responses to spec1fic situations.; Perhaps the
RAS was not sensitive to situational_components of "f;tv
assertivenessvforvfemale adolescents in the:present_ o
study. | o | | , _ . ‘
Another p0831bility is that culture, rather than ;?{

parenting styles per se, influences the assertive j"

component of the female adolescent personality.~ It is

]

et
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';apparent in the.sex role llterature that femalesrare
wfsocialized to be sen51t1ve toward and dependent upon
others (Gecas and Schwalbe, 1986) In the v1ew of

. Maccoby and Jacklln (c1ted in Enrlght et al., 1980),
.females are rewarded for pa351ve and dependent behav1or .
v:The flndlngs of Enrlght et al. led them to conclude that

: autonomy appears to be more related to- sex-role

" soclallzatlon than- to the percelved democratlc,'

permlssive or authorltarlan parentlng styles.- Hence, it
*right to 1nfer from-the flndlngs of the present study
”that regardless of the parentlng style, the girls are

r‘;“socialized to be dependent upon others, or to be

-fnonassertlve. - A
SR : . . Q‘J Lo
" Inplications

', The 1mp11catlons of the current'study are
applicable to counsellors, educators, parents @nd to
bfurther research The flndings from thls study-brlﬂg

\

attentlon to the need for publlc educatlon to ensure the

'psychological health of fEmale adolescents. It is to be

hoped that the well-known phrase - "storm and‘stress"'-yfx

for the period of adolescence will be replaced by a
hrdescriptlon of adolescence as belng a stage for p051t1vel
‘human growth and development.

o1] ;s

The flndlngs of this study contaln a ba515 fromv

\: ,\

"H

whlch counsellors can proceed 1n thelr work w1th the =

.
< . P ‘.

. ¥



-female adolescent population.‘ Rather than the focus_

'b..being upon "problem" adolescents, 1t~hs rlght for the_viuj
. counsellor to assess the perceptions of adolescents in
1:regard to the behav1or of their mothers~toward them. RN

;Self—reports to measure the self-esteem and anxiety of 1f'."'

iadolescents Wlll shed light upon the 1mpact of the s

ﬁperceived parenting style on thelr personality j : ¢ﬂ

.fdevelopment., Such” an approach is ll&fly to. enable the 'qgi:
:counsellor to gain 1n51ght 1nto the interactlonal ‘ '
patterns ‘'of the adolescent with her family members,‘. .ff;ﬁﬁ
peers, teachers, and community members._f“}gs L ﬂ};{,gff

Group counselllng for mothers and daughters as well 595
*q\)"‘ '.:7 ’

‘-ual sessions’ for mother-daughter dyads would 7@51‘

w

2 In- such ses51ons, 1t would be worthwﬁlle to o
:.structure of the mother—daughter
128 onshlps Addrtionally, misconceptions of h
fdaughters regarding the hehav1or of their mothers toward '
.them and vice vers; would perhaps be : identified and - ‘0;
ldiscussed to improve or strengthenﬁhother-daughter .
communication. o tfflﬂ ?}t‘ ' T R )
Educators are also part of the ecosystem in which

: female adolescents function. The results of this study ‘9
are intended to assist educators in determining possible

R reasons for factors such as low school achievement, f

-

inadequate social relationships, high absenteeism, and
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"Q\\\\. L her interactlon with me. (If ye® ﬂy”?ace -
o . - .f' - <:} a check mark in the blank besid B~

i'her 1nteractlon'wath youe

86

Please read the descriptlons of each of the three
afegorles A, B, and ‘C that are outlined melowu . Then"
?ﬂace -a.check mark beside #QONE* of the categories A, B, ™
. *QR#%C - that" best aescrlbes your mother s behav1or in:

l-‘-

) CQ?EGORY A g - best’ d&scrlbes my mother's behav1or in -

e,

'A,onggogz{A? N 'li R - L 7a @y

—_—

. Often‘“speaks of the good thlngs I do.
e Enjoys talklng thlngs over with me. |

PR ; -~ + her i eraction with. me.‘(If yes, place . .
. ' a chec mq;k in the space beside the . =
S '1etter A. If. no, leave the space
S blank )y

w R . . ' "" .

Lt
CATEGORY ‘B | best déscr;bes.my mother s behaviqr in v
- S .»her intexaction with me. (If yes, place
a check mark in the space beside the -
letter: B. ~If no, leave the space
blank ) '

CATE¢6RY.C . obest descrlbes my mother s behav?{rvin' ,

“letter €. If no, leave thq spac@f:®
. blank°) v - d L ) . \°\

MR

| ' S B R TR W
‘often pralses mé: S . S T :

‘Enjoys working with me in the house or ‘yard.’

- Almost always speaks to me w1th a warm- and frlendly ljﬁ»' i

. voice. =

- Isn’t interested in changlng me, but llkes me as{I am.

Makes.me feel bet er after. talking over- Ty worrids with |

. her.

‘Gives me sympathy when I need 1t RS - ?’”f*ﬁ_* -
Always listens to my ideas and. opinions, . : S
Lets: me help to dec1de how, to do things we’ re worklng

R on. L] .. » . . . . h

o

e

_Asks m@ to tell everything that happens when I’ n away o
from home.‘jf . | o S N R




o ’ ’ E e -

F'a Thinks and talks about my mlsbehav1or long after 1t is

o over, . _ SN
l*aAﬁways tells‘me exactly how 2@ do my work._'n v _»,_ o
~ Wants to control whatever .I- R .

~ v,

Feels ‘hurt when I don’t follow" adv1ce., L :
Thinks. I’m not grateful when I don’t oBey: - !

. Always makes sure I hear about it. if .I break a rule.
.Keeps the home' in order by hav1ng a lot of rulés and
‘ ‘regulations for’ me. ' ~

If I don't behave at school punlshes me when I get

.home.".

Almost always punlshes me. in.some way- when 1 do - SR
somethlng bad. .. : R ‘ S ‘ o

~

Lets me get away w1thout d01ng work she s t61d me °

to'do. L

- Doesn’t pay much attentlon to my mlsbehav1or._-

Allows me to .go out _as often—as-I-please.

.Lets me go any place I ﬁlease without asklng - o
" Does not bother to. e e rules. . T ' »'.QQ
' Doesn’t .insist" thag do my homework. . . - - :

Lets mevget away witth a lpt of things.

. Lets me off easy when I do something wrong. 1k'i,,

Seldomly insists that I do. anythlng.
Gives in easily to my demands. :

~
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~"'\Nl.unbe‘:r os‘thll&ren 1n famlly

"fNumb r of ol ler. brothers or
sist!rs :

i-Number of younger brothéps orm
: 51sters

are. "':, Py r_

AT
LN
e N

-Indlcate (by c1rc11ng) your

'relatlonshlp ta your mother{; ﬂ;.f

.

4 . . R

-~ d\.vj ) o . |
Indicate (by circling) your .
relationship to your father:

- Indicate (by circling) the ..

number of years of ygur
mother’s education other-
as you specified as.a, b

c, pr d above).

VoL ,
o o & AT SO
A R -
- S . .
o S . AN
. : ; L.
14 R ) e
! s
chem (PR

lendlcate (by clrcling) whether_lﬁz“_
~ your: blologlcal (natural) pareptsﬁh~

Lo @) e
o ]_speCLfy)_____;_;;;.t‘ 5

‘(@) b
“ oy

(c)

)
(@),

(a)

- school -

(o

(c)

'11v1ng together
- separated or- '

wblologlcal

'spe01fy)

~.

divorced .
. widowed- B
“/other: (please -

‘speclfy) ,fpi_y'eﬁ?

4blolog1cal L e
‘(natural mother)

stepmother. . -
foster .mother.
other (please

\

(natural father) »%_3'

stepfather ! ;
foster: fathef
“‘other: (please e w

‘e

juniof;high.

senior high = = :Gg;;
school ' S
college or

university



L T
S L

Indlcate (by c1rc11ng) the e
c‘number of years of your:. -
C father s education- (father T

" .as ‘ou’ spec1fied as a, b '
c, ﬁt d above)

. R S«

4

* Mother’s Occupa#lon.’ -~
- (mother as you spec1f1ed1v e »iy
‘as a, b c, or d above) i : .

T (a)
e !

university

Junlor hlg
school Q

senior . high e

school
college.or

>‘Father rs’ 0ccupat19n " ‘
(father as you specified -

‘asa,b,c, or d above). ~ *
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?;f""‘f" TABLE 10.}'

' 3, | PEF’RSON CORRELATIONS BETWEEN G,RADE AND THE
v ‘PARENTTNG AND PERSONALITY VARIABLES
o' variable? = : Corre}étiohb' Probabilitygs .
gRntal group . .=.09 - .12
fﬁfkestgem o = ,‘._.06 .f.:'; | .22 ‘
':aniiéty 8 o ~.04  _f‘ T ;_ .30 ‘
assértivenesél . Ei‘ ‘-.1?j v’f" : ﬂ/‘v.oz
;QJ o céeatiVity - f,( | .23
o . _ _ _ S
;H _ug;g. The above’ co;relatlon (r =E.l7;‘pﬂ=‘}Oz)uaccouqis'
: for -3 percent of the varlance (rhA .03) apd is :
? theré}éfe trivial in a practi al Sense
T;; aGrade was correlated w1th each varlable..bg = i66gfor
o SﬁEeach correlation. = R S




® 'PEARSON CORRELATIONS*BETWEEN BIRTH ORDER AND THE o

o -_.pARENan AND: »PERSQN&LITY VARIABLES

- i - * . . . : : o
L hd Mt} - . .

Q

,’;_, Varlablea : ‘g:V CorreIationb . Probability

. . S
. . Pl LY
. - A

‘parehtal,groﬁp:ffﬁe' v; .20 ; T ;; .o1*
c‘;selffesteem(:f‘, ﬁ_” ’ '7.12. f - : ":-",Q7ﬁ

.ahxiety ) , . 9-_—;01 SRR *»:-;43t
assertiveness Lo =09  _ T S .13
creatirity EE | . t;.oi. . R . .45.7,1'

- ) e

O

.20, p

"
]

Note.. The above correlatioﬁ'(r 01) accounts

for 4 percent of the varlance (r :4»-04) and 15 15”5,5

therefore trivial in.a practlcal sense.

aBlrth order wag correlated with each varlable. bg,% 166 |

R .. . ’ L

for each correlatlon. o _ o /’; -
C v . : o . ) . Sy
4o . oo o . ’ . ¥

T I 77 AL N o
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o mamE 2

w7 .+ PEARSON CORRELATIONS BETWEEN FAMILY SIZE AND

' THE PARENTING AND PERSONALITY VARIABLES

’ ’ .“
':fVariableai'_,,<¥'¢. ' CbrreletionBVfJ:: _"Prchability::r
;'parental group t. ‘-j_v .;20‘ % . v’ﬂ.:' 701*
e self esteem‘- o "-.IQfA | v»j:. ‘»v..llf'
” anx1ety “' - “;-v '.odé_'_ S, ‘.4§
- assertlveness \-4 - ,. -.06 o B j'l?B
hcreatlvlty o c :'7}5.05 - | ~,i34
s s _ - . e

the., The above correlatlon (r = .20, p = .01) accounts
for 4 percent of the variance (r2.= 04) and is
therefore trivial in a practlcal sense.

aFamlly size was correlated w1th each variable. bn = 166

[ B for each correlatlon.
14
' e - -



."u' : o e -’.v | .
» E | - ‘\ : ) - J.- “e TABLE 13, : _"' . . ‘ - . L . -
- . PEARSON CQRRELATIONS BETWEEN MARITAL STATUS AND o

A n o AR '.. . : \ . E
, . THE PARENTING AND PERSONALITY 'VAR];AELES

a

- . . —_——

Variable2 ,

L

Correlaﬁién ‘ ;:;Lﬁ;jpobability:_

. parental ‘'group - - - .08 S 7 ‘°,>§2,.f*’ .
. S o . L s L
‘self-esteem - .04 - .31

.oed

anxiety 't“'  ' . =.01 % o _"',é?W ,43
assertiveness . - .07 .18

‘ dreativity S c-09 - SRS ¥

aMarital status was correlated with each variable.7bg =
. - 3 o o N : . : - ) ., ‘ " M $ - . . .

N R

'166‘for'each-correlation.
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o : TABLE 1 .
PEARSON CORRELATIONS BETWEEN RELkTION OF MOTHER
e AN%._PARENTING_”AND.‘QERSONA_LITS_! VARIABLES__.‘
ﬂVari&blé?\;w s; = &écrreiaticnb ﬁProbabiiityﬂ‘
.. parental group . _'_'#5' 25/ . Joo1**
.\seiﬁ-esteem SRR }"-;07 | .18 R
anxiety o \._' . '7.;1.3--A R .o05* o
aésertiVeneSS'_ | - -.dé o ._‘ ) '?L41_
'kcreat'vity. R -.06 o .23 .
_ u' ' _ 'Ti:'g:’ o !f‘r»_,‘ _ @ }
Note. The above correletions'(r»L'.13; p = .05; *
. r= .25 P —..001) account for 2 percent (r % .62) and»';*'a

'6 percent (r2 =

06) of the varlance respectlvely and Lo p
i are therefore tr1v1al 1n a pract1ca1 sense.
_aRelatlonshlp_to mother (e.g. blologlcal step)'was'

correlated with eech variable.» by = 166 for each

correlation. o W o~ N




»

' correlafion. . . U~ e

Lo e g A
S
s e - .

- "‘ ¢ ‘ N b o E ,A T ‘1—:’ ’ ‘
N af ’ J\ ’ 9‘8 '
IO TABLE 15 TR R
PEARSON CORRELATIONS BETWEEN RELATION OF FATHER (
SN AND PARENTING AND PERSONALITY VARIABLBS ’ ;f

i “ ) : Sy » * - o PEE

oo T b e e o
Var:.ablea S Correlationy - . Probability .. ..
parental group 15¢ . SO37 A4
‘self-esteen -.03 ’ e L -35 ., |
E . . . . . ) ‘ . », -' ) :‘ ’. . » ) ;L- . S !

- anxiety =+ -7 7 o ¢ .11 Lo T 09l \
assertiveness, ., . .7 - 110 - U0 TR &
_— e v va o F oy R $§
creativity = - S e =11 ¢ . .08

3
T for 2. percent of tfe varlance (r = 02) and 1s

x
B (]

therefore tr1v1a1 in a pract1ca1 sense \

®
' aRelatlonshlp to father (e g., blologlcal st#‘y was‘

correla_ted with e_ach varlable.. bn = 166 for each#

-

.y

B AN
vy )3 I

Note. The above correlatlon (R— 15, P 03) accounjﬂs

b g .
3§

o

S

lu_,_' s



o . TABLE 16 . .
PEARSQ& CORRELATTONS - B‘IE:?’WEEN 'SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS . |
5 AND THE PARENTING AND PE;__RSONALiTg VARI}\BLES'." v 7';3’7_::‘
Vaéiéglea ) :.:Cofrelationb "Probabiiiéy?;
,Vparenﬁai'érﬁup o { ..bqf e ﬂf.fs
. sélf;esteemJ -. 1.1- : '-30§  . S .13
o - s L R
anxiety . . J;{.OZ R .40 ;7
.;aésertiéene55'_{ L  f-.lé, | '_M A ,';01*
Creaﬁivity o '_E‘: Lol j . f€ > .44

< l\“\\.'_,‘Nc)‘t:e. ~The-above correlaéion (r = =-.18, p = .01) .

» A

. . . S - .
« therefore trivial in a practical sense.

S ' » . -~ . -
. - 8The socioeconomic status of thefamily was cGrrelated

i

-~

with each variable. bg,é 16%.?or'eabh'cofrelation. =

‘accounts for 3 percent of the variance (r? = .03) and is



' TABLE’&7

PEARSON CORRELATIONS BETWEEN EDUCATION OF THE MOTHER B

: AND THE/PARENTING AND PERSONALITY‘ﬁKRIABLES
Variableg; = _'Correlationbﬂ_ - e_Prdéspility'
S A N R L

-.parental ‘group . .23 R .002* . _
. Selﬁresteem',;j' o =le3 e S .33 e
¢ . o S
,anxiety I 0 .04 .32 -
: assertlvemess S L.02 0 la0 o \,1‘53
'* A R ) o o e
creat1v1ty ’ ST =0T .17

Nﬁte.'-The'aboye correlation (r =;.23; p“=’.002f‘,"
’  accbuntszer 5 pereent of'thelbariance (r2 = .05) and is

therefore tr1v1al 1n a practlcal sense -
P

aThe educatlona1~leve1 of the mother was correlated=w1th "’

v :
» \\ : v“w.'
each varlable. bn —\166vfor each correla;}on. '



| TABEE 18 . W

PEARSON CORRELATIONS BETWEEN EDUCATION OF THE FATHER

'AND THE PARENTING AND PERSONALITY VARIABLES

y—

0 . " ‘ . '.,._ ‘ -. . .
Variable2 Correlatlcnb-v Probability

.parental groupt . .22 ffp(“:‘~_ o ;ooszev

ée1f4e§teem. y R -.14. ! o - Loa*

 assertiveness =05 7 2T
creativity = - —.06 . o220 . s
” 7 o L .

-Qggg:—~¥he—abeve correlatlons (r = -;14, p = .04;

"r = .16, p = ,02; r= ,22, p-= .002) account for 2

,percent (r ~=>‘02), 3 percent (r2 = 03), and 5 percent
(r = .05) of the varlance respectlvely and are K

- tberefore trivial in a,pract;cal-sense.t

3The educational level of the'father'nas‘qcrrelated'with‘v

. each variable. bn‘=“166’forleacn\correlation.
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. TABLE 19

' PEARSON CORRELATIONS BETWEEN OCCUPATION' OF THE MOTHER -

/' AND THE PARENTING AND éEngNALITY VAFIA&L%S‘
Variabléa el éorfelaﬁibnb» - 4 Probébi1ity Ag{ﬁk
parental group - . o .07 ' "v ) .19 ,
self-esteem .. :?7“ -;601 ;_ 4 '.',  .50 R j; 
'ﬁnxiety‘_ ' R .1;}0315 L ‘; : ~ 34
'asséftiVeness S a3 B .os*
ICreaﬁivitY' - '.}011  R }li.. )

'_Note.' ThefaboVe correlation (fﬁ: -;135-p #];05)

accounts for 2‘percent §f the.variance (;21=”}02)~and is -
therefore trivial in a practical sense.
aThe occupation of the mdthqr'was;cbrfela;éd'with_each‘ ,

variable. Pn = 166 for each~§ftfelétion.
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' TABLE 20° -
: o e - -,
'PEARSON CORRELATIONS BETWEEN OCCUPATION OF THE FATHER
- AND THE PARENTING AND PERSONALITY VARIABLES.
variable? = . . - chrelationb_‘ _ L Probability
parental group . .03~ *. .35 e
sélféegtegm' - ST * S f T .07
- anxietys " .08 | . e
~assertiveness ’ LT =012 U . .0%
creativity . wor T Las
aThe odcupation of the father was correlated with' each

) . . . : . e . 1
‘variable. bh'= 166 for each correlation. .
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SUMMARY‘OF DIFFERENCE BETWEEN CATHOLIC AND 4
“PROTESTANT - DENOMINATI N SELF-ESTEEM
| Group.yy. N Mé;n ';BD' ot ‘fdf: p
"éathqlic'ﬁ"isa' - g7fso]" 4:8i1 | ) .
TBroEesténﬁf,133‘ 28.60 4.70 ‘ |
' a0 - C N . J . -
| ” TABLE 22
SUMMARY OF . DIFFERENCES BETWEEN CATHOLIC AND :
PROTESTANT DENOMINATIONS ON ANXIETY ?
- 38 _
' - — : ‘ 1. b
‘Group . N Mean sD t- . df P
Catholic .33 3749 11.77 - o '
_ . -l.71 - 164 - .09
' PrOtEStant‘ ;33-‘~v 41.30. ii.32E |




' SUMMARY OF DIFFERBNCES . BETWEEN CATHOLIC AND

TABLE 23

" PROTESTANT DENOMINATIONS ON CREATIVITY

Group .

v 'N‘f».JMéah 

r

'SD'_ ,

af

‘ Catholic' .

Protestant 133

33 12.24

1 9.25 - .10.67

11.83

.41

164

.16

SUMMARY'OFuDiFFERENCES:BETWEENiCATHOLlc AND

PROTESTANT DENOMINATIONS ON ASSERTIVENESS

TABLE 24

- Group

N .,‘Meanl ‘

R
8D

-

daf

_catholic

'° . Protestant

133 .  53.90

33 55.18

s

'16.06
7

©o18.44

164

L7




