=~ 11

'\

Natlonal Library

Btbllotheque nationale
of Canada ‘ :

du Canada\

~ Caradian Theses Dlvision

48982

_ Ottawa, Canada .
- K1AON4

D|V|S|on des theses canadlennes

SN

PERMISSION TO MICROFlLM AUTORISATION DE MICROFILMER

t

By (Y %52 RZ%
\3"\9)’\/000 tQD

’ . N » e e D .
: ,. o Please prlnt or type — E'cnre en Iettres n\oulees ou dac\tograpt\rer | |
Full Name of Author¥ Nom complet de l'auteur N
\
”D(er&L /ulﬁu,,ﬂ '32( mm&m T _
Date of Birth — late de naussance o " S % . Country of Brdh\— Lieu: de natssan\oe . -
S@p‘/"7 laso o Afveo/t
Permanent Address — Resudence fixe . ' o> A

: Trtle of Thesrs ——Trtre de la these o o

Mo hV@—""’ %PP/MM‘A Su@_@gss . ,‘."'.\

.

Mdhde,’{b /gt)md{ F&L((Ure_ anal

tﬁ(//t(

o%u-, Dauq/ntef/ ?&41{’0’73

Umversrty—Unlversrté & '

Uni ve fsnLy o f 75& (béﬂa

Degree for which thesrs was presented — Grade pour quuel cette th_ese fut presentée

/7(45\48( of. C&(ac}a/)ﬁn

‘Year this degree conferred Annee d’ obtentron de ce grade

Q’%

Name of Superwsor — Nom du directeur de the@

DC fdro vn YE wchuk L

Permrssron is hereby granted to the NATIONAL\LIBRARY OF -
~CANADA to mrcrofrlm th|s thesrs and to lend or sell copies of
the film.

The author reserves other publccatlon nghts and neither the

- thesis nor extensrve ‘extracts fror it ‘may be printed or other-

wrse reproduced wrtt{out the author’s written permlssron
¢ .

Lautonsatron est, par l:rgsente, accordée ala BIBLIOTHE

. QUE NATIONALE DU CANADA de microfilmer cette thse ot do B

7 préter ou de vendre des exemplalres du film.’

L'auteur se réserve les autres droits de publication; ni Ia these; '

- ni de longs extraits de celle-ci ne doivent &tre imprimés ou
autrement reproduits sans I'autorisation écrite de I'auteur.

v Date -

Se p"“ ,6 /90

Signature

NL-91 (4/77)

i




PRARAT INAT ISV

_Collectuons Development Branch

T T AT TAAans

Canadian Theses on

=TI IR I T I TR T RS et TR . . o v

B D:rectlont’du developpement des t:ollecnons

Serv!be des theses canadlennes .

Microfiche Service

~ ) . .

NOTICE

4

~The quality ‘of this microfiche. is heavily dependént'fk
upon_ the quality of the orlgmal thesis submitted for -
microfilming. Every ef(ort has been  made to ensure’

j the hnghest quahty of reproductlon pOSSIble

o If pages are mtssung, contact the umversnty whnch "
- granted the degree . :

. T Some pages may have mdlstmct prlnt espemally
if the ongmal pages were typed with a poor typewrnter

e rnbbon or |f the umversnty sent us a poor photocopy

. i
TN Ny

o Prewously copynghted materl\ls (1ournal artlcles
Vpubhshed tests, etc.) are not fllmed IS

Reproductlon in fuII or in. part of thns fllm is ‘gov-

- erned ‘by the ‘Canadian Copyright Act, R.S.C. 1970,

~.¢c. C-30. Please read . the authonzatlon forms wh|ch
accompany this thesls

THIS D’ISSER"F‘ATIO‘N,
'HAS BEEN MICROFILMED
EXACTLY AS RECEIVED

E Ottawa, Canada
- K1A ON4

sur mlcroflche L

- N .

- La quahte de cette mncroflche de

nd grandement de .
la qualité de la thése soumise"au microfilmage. Nous

avons tout fait pour assurer une quallte supeneure u

de reproductlon -_ e <
S'|l manque des .pages; veunllez communlquer
avec I umverslte quu a confére le grade \ S s
! \
) La qualité dlmpresslon de cé‘ﬁames pages’ peut
Iansser & désirer, surtout si les pages ongmales ont ete
dactylographaees 3 l'aide d'un ruban usé ou si I'univer-:
- sité nous a fait parvenlr une photocople de mauvanse
quallte S : S :
Les documents qu1 font deja Iobjet dun drout
~ d'auteur (articles de revue, examens publles etc) ne.
sont pas mlcrofllmes '

\ La reproductlon méme partielle; de ce mlcrofnlm"' )
~est_soumise 4 la Loi canagienne sur le droit d'auteur, -
“-8RC 1970, c. C-30. Veuill _prendre connaissance des

© formules d’autorisatio Accompagnent cette thése.

Vi

- LATHESE AETE
'MICROFILMEE TELLE QUE |
'NOUS L'AVONS REGUE. /,i.

NL-339 (Rev. 8/80) -

e F



' THE .UNIVERSITY OF ALBERTA
' K L -' '.T.\' ' o

e L %
MOTIVE T0 APPROACH SUCCESS
MOTIVE TO AVOID FAILURE

-~ AND EARLY MOTHER—DAUGHTER RELATIONS
b CoebY e e e
S :an@ ».iamiésoﬁ_' .

X \TI‘{ESIS |

SUBMITTED TO THE FACULTY OF GRADUATE STUDIES AND RESEARCH SN

IN PARTIAL FULFILLMENT OF TRE REQUIREMENTS FOR THE DEGREE ‘If*

OF MASTER OF EDUCATION

~

™

 EDUCATIONAL PSYCHOLOGY

" EDMONTON, ALBERTA



A

R T“E,,HNIVE&SIH OF ALBERTA .

S

" FACULTY OF GRADUATE STUDIES AND RESEARCH

o

. DE

The pndersigned certihr that they hav% read and

'recommend to the Faculty f Graduate Studies for acceptance
: &

a thesis entitled "'otive to Approach Success, Motive to Avoid o

Failure, and } rly Mother-Daughter Relations submitted by

Donna Ja eson in partial fulfillment of the requirements for

‘the egree of Master of Education in Educational Psychology.,“, o .

e e 0w SR e U NSO E I EEENLYIRSENES DS

»Date ..) (L (Lf J ( jq S0 '2:;‘ “ -

; . )



long time friend Ethel Bullock who

N

{; passed away during the course of this

project. She never doubted my ability :

Thia thesis is dedicated to my dear,vﬁiff:f,fvflh,

—AE ” o
Eo finish what I started though I R

sometimes doubted myself.



S Ac;(NOWLEDGMNTs ‘. i
' o I wish to thank Dr Carolyn Yewchuh for her help, enc°uragement

f and patience throughout the course of this study. The participationg
onf Dr. Eugene Fox and Dr tg'iy Davis on my committee was also much
;'appreciated . : | “ R e R
As well I am grateful to Forrest for his support both emotiona
i;and financial throughput thellong course of my educational seﬁdiea;
ipI would also like to thank my parents, Elsie and Wes Stocks, for all
-;their "grand—parenting“ activities, and for sharing their energy and
,iencouragement while I worked on_this study. Special thanks to my two

; daughters, Kama and Joey who have had a “part time" mbther all their

fyoung lives, and who are almost certainly responsible for my 1nterest

L b
K}

upin "mother-daughter" relationships. ’:j




ABSTRACT

This study was intended primarily to investigate the relationship "

3 between early maternal durturance, restric%iveness and protectiveness
‘b" .
and later Motive to Approach Success (MS) and Motive to" Avoid Failure

: Y(MAF) in adult females. As well . the relationships between these motives

"kand some early demographic variables were: considered ') : ;ﬂ'

S £ @, "
1\ ﬁ . . i . - " o |
The subjects used in this study were forty female undergraduate egrca-‘
3 L 'l . V T
‘tion’ students, the majority of whom were in their early twenties. 4;7 ”;’_ ’“.f

N -

: Early mother-daughter relationships were investigated by means of the "
: ,

Parent-Child Relations QuestiondairA II (Siegelman and Roe 1973) f This

test provides«5 category scores. Love, Reject Casual Demand and Attention,,g

and 3 factor scores Love-Reject Casual-Demand and Attention.: Motive to ;;f;“

:; Approach Success (MS) was determined by means of a projective TAT measure.;f,"

."

which has been used on females in a nationwide survey (Veroff et al., 1960)
Motive to Avoid Failure (MAF) was measured with the Debilitating Anxiety ‘52;'”
Scale of.Achievement Anxiety Test (Alper, 1960) The subjects“—early

religious and socioeconomic background as well as their mothers owork and R

educational history were obtained by means of a personal questionnaire.-
Pearson product-moment correlational analysis and one—way analysis e
of variance techniques were used to examine the reIationships between the:”

subjects PCR II Factor Scores and later MS and MAF No- significant results 71'

o

were obtained from these analyses. However, these results did suggest a. :ﬂf“

¢

tendency for subjects with lower MS to recall somewhdadmore attentive,;k;fj‘~”'

protective mothers than did subject’Ahigher in thie motive. Also suggested _;h
- was a tendgncy for subjects with higher MAF‘to rECall‘less supportive nurtur-

- ant mothers than did females found to be lower in MAF v,;”' ' #i" o '
One-way analysis of variance was used to examine the relationship o

R

Sk



._i’ ‘ between the subjects present level of MS and MAF and their religiousJ
;o

_;upbringing, socioeconomic history, and their mothers education and work

-:[history during the periqd they were growing up. Again, no significant- ;

_‘wﬁ'results were obtained However ' here was a tendency for subjects reared
S pig : . P2
=in Protestant homes to obtain h gher MS scores than those from Catholic

'homes. o

In dhmmary,‘the results of thi study did not indicate a significant

L]
¢

.:.y;relationship between early maternal child rearing techniques and later,_’-i_

=7achievement~related motivations in females., However-some trends and :

. 4

"-ﬁ:implications for further study were suggested j_‘kf..h "u,fﬁgf\
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CHAPTER I

. INTRODUCTION . =
"The supposition that selected adult response patterns are establish—
‘"ed at an early age is - a primary assumption of developmental theory.
Although literary documents and psychotherapy protocols have provided

anecdotal support for ,this hypothesis, more objective validation has:

'been difficult to obtain".
- - (Moss and Kagan, 1961 p. 505)

Although there has been a growing body of developmental research
since this statement was made in 1961 "objective validadion of . how

'. N

['some adult personality characteristics and response patt‘rns are related

:bgto early childhood experiences is still very scanty. Th're are very few

7
$i .

pstudies which have attempted to demonstrate a. connection between the early
‘d,socialization experiences of female children andllater Motivation to f.:‘
.ryApproach Successa(Ms) and Motivation to Avoid Failure (MAF),~ r example;.>
' These two motives have been suggested as’ major determinants i&yan o
_.indiVidual's overall achievement behavior (Atkinson 1974 Atkinson and

Litwin 1966) "In'a recent review of. the 1iterature pertaining to

lvachievement in women, Stein and Bailey (1973, p. 346) noted that 1?.;.

."Virtually no research has been done with females using this expanded e

formulation "o f;.' o fjf i*x\\
) . oo s . \ \\\

.

The purpose of the present study is to examine the relationship

'between certain early maternal childrearing practices and attitudes, E



./ v
\_ :

and later MS and MAF‘in adult womenﬁ. Only maternal attitudes and be—

haviors are considered as it appears that the early mother-daughter

,relationship may be especially important in determining later achieve—n

ment motivation and behavior in females (Bardwick 1971 Bronfenbrenner,.-'
1961 Crandall and Battle, 1970 Crandall et al., 1964 Kagan anthoss,'
.1962- ‘Kagan and Freeman, 1963; Hoffman, 1972- Moss and Kagan, 1961).

Background to ‘the Problem

There has been a growing awareness that women are under represented .

in achievement oriented careers, and that they often fail to achi e their.: ‘

"ment-related motivations..~

';'of excellence are applicable More recent theory (Atkinson 1974

- Atkinson and Litwin, 1966) prOposes two achievement-related motives~.i“

' ointellectual potential Many explanations for this phenomenon ‘have been |

advanced in receht years, so many that Hoffman (1972, p. 129) was "almost o

Vtempted to ask why women achieve at all " One possible explanation for:; g

:onmen s underachievement is that childrearing practices commonly used

“

l-with female children may not be conducive to the development of achieve—

Achievement motivation (Atkinson, 1958' McClelland et al

e 1953) was defined as a fairly stable personality disposition which »' |

1itcauses a person to strive for success 1n any situation where standards '7'h :

.Y

Y.Mbtive to Approach Success (MS), and Mbtiv& to Avoid Failure (MAF)

_'It is assumed that all individuals acquire both of these motives by

2

' ;will be evaluated n reference to some standard MS is associated with

¥

1\ .
means of their early learning experiences. Both will be expressed in

any situation where 1t appears to individuals that their performance

d]a tendency to attempt the activity, while MAF is asspciated with an:

opposing tendency not to attempt it. »These two,motivessare*assumed‘tov'

?

N



&
’,

. : : :
combine and yield an achievement-oriented tendency which will be. either

'-approach or avoidant in nature and of a strgngth which depends on the
»relative strengths of MS: and MAF as well as on the 'eXtr1;Zic" |

: components of the situation (Atkinson, 1976) Individuals freedom‘

’ito enter into achievement—oriented activities and desire to succeed at
these will be determined largely by their levels of MS and MAF which -i |
':produce their overall achievement orientation. It has been suggested

: that the personality characteristics perceived as "feminineh (passivity,
;dependency,‘cooperation and nurturance, for example) are not those associat—-

-

ed with the development of a highyachievement orientation. As well

ichild—rearing practices typically used with female children may inhibit
.athe development of achievement—oriented motivation and behaviors (eg(/
'Bardwick 1971 Berens, 1973 Hoffman 1972) | | | |

| Hoffman (1972) believes that the separation of the self is facilitat-

1ed when the child is the opposite sex of the primary caretaker. In our - h'

;society the mother tends t be the "primary caretaker" for both male and;
',female children who both form their first emotional attachments to her._f,f’

E‘However, male chiléyln axe usually pushed at an early age to give up

4

rinfantile dependency and are encouraged to 1dent1fy witﬂ the father or. :T;ﬂjlaw o

i

.~some abstract masculine ideal In thi way, they form an early separate"

xsense of self_ and develop a need to a'hieve that is largely independentaff o
'.of pﬁrental approval ' Berens (1973) in discussing sex role stereotyp—.;.

RS

ving, states that for young girls infa tile behavior tends to be viewed o
a "feminine" and appropriate, 80 th,re is little pressure for girls to. i
:: grow up and that this makes it le.s likely that girls will deve10p an;'

’independent sense of self-esteem o:’a strong achievement orientation in’ffhf'

;1ater years."




;Someyauthors have-suggested.that maternaI‘overprotectiveness,
jnurturance and restrictiveness may be detrimental to the development '
of later achievement-related motiVations and behaviors inafemales.vw
d‘i(Bronfenbrenner, 196l Hoffman, 1972 Stein and Bailey, 1973)

i f Strong identification with the mother also tends to be opposed to

v_the development of achievement ?rientatipn, unless the mother is a . .

”'non—traditional model who does/not fit the typical female role de-

- ’\

”»finition (Douvan and Adelson, 1966 Stein and Bailey, 1973) i Several"

o authors have found that females with high achieVement orientations tend

, 4

.to recall moﬂp rejecting mothers (Crandall et al 1964 Kagan and

‘MGSS. 1962) ; It has also been suggested that girls who experience
X too much maternal rapport and protection as children, may not learn to

‘ .

‘ face stress or master their fear of failure, so that later, as adults

e they show a tendency to avoid failure and 1ack self—confidence

j'(Heckhausen, 1967 Hoffman, 1972) R gﬁ

Overall it seems that it is insufficient for parents merely to f

"f;!value achievement in order for girls to bec0me high achievers lf_ 5;>y;[g,:;'f=:'

Y (Bardwick 1971), and that early maternal attitudes and behaviors may

o of adult females.. B

:.;play a major role in determining the later achievement motivations

S ,\(..Af*:f: PR
ijurpose of the Study ;f'v""'”

This study s EXploratory iﬂ nature in that its objective is. to'"ﬂ"
: wf.

“'.:generate ideas about possible relationships between early maternal child—-

' :rearing practices and later achievement-velated motives in adult women
"and to point the direction for further research in this area.
The general purpose of this research is to compai“\\ (1) the 1,“.1'

: Motive to Approach Success (MS) in adult females and early mother-daughter :



o

relationships'and (2) ‘the Motive to Avoid Failure (MAF) in adult females ‘
t and early mother-daughter relationships. A secondary purpose of this -

' study is to examine the relationship between the early demographic

variables of religion, socioeconomic status, mother 4 marital and work’

"history - first with MS and then with ‘MAF. . Thus, the’ study is intended -

_primarily to generate ideas about the relationship between maternal child- |

'ffemales

5.ﬁSignifiCance of this Study

IR |

‘,mrearing practices and attitudes and later achievement-related motives in‘

‘?fl. .This study is intended to contribute to the understanding of how

.f,;‘ achievement—relabed motivations, involving both fhe Motive to '

-

'V'Approach Success (MS) and the Motive to Avoid Failure (MAF), develop :

in females, since the results of research on males does not directly.

apply to females (eg. Veroff Wilcox and Atkinson, 1953 Hornet,“- s

1972 Stein and Bailey, 1973)

V”'Z,_ Very 1itt1e research has been done on' the Motive to Avoid Failure -

(MAF) in females except that it is generally concluded that females j}fa--'

are more anxious about fgilure than males (Feld and Lewis, 1969

.

;‘f rHill and Sarason, 1966) This study is intended to add to the 7“

| hi:.understanding of MAF in females-,'iiﬂ:f

oo

}

This study is intended to provide some leads for further research

in the area of female achievement motivations and behaviors as wellv"7' -
as to contribute to the understanding of how these variables develop.;fi-i'
‘Qverview

The purpose of this study has been discussed very briefly in this ;;j;iﬁ '

,jchapter. More detailed discussion of the theoretical concepts and related

+

research are included in Chapter 1I. Methodology, design and the specific




e

°
s vt s

‘test instruments'ueed‘afe‘diSCUSsed in Chapter I1I.. Chapter IV-reports
the findings of the present study, while Chapter v eonsists of a dis-

cussion of these findings, their limitations and implications for further

researcht L
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CHAPTER IT

Y ... RELATED LITERATURE
This chapter contains a review of ‘the relevant literature pertain— -

1

I ing to theory and research in the area of" achievement-related motives. B

e

; Initially, the history -and theory 1eading up to the present formulation,‘;_,

Kl

it of the Motive to Approach Success and ‘the: Motive to Avoid Failure as then”
i.major Fersonality components which Operate in achievement situations,.‘-'
s:is reviewed This is followed by a discussion of literature relating

'.to these motives in females. Finally, research focusing on aome early

SN
:antecedents of these motives in females is dealt with

Achievement Motivation Theoryﬁ Past to Present

Since Atkinson X most reCent formulation of achievement-oriented
:motivation (1974), on which the present study is based, grew from and

t.still incorporates much of the original achievement motivation theory

BN

,;(Atkinson, 1958,k McClelland et al., 1953) this theoretical perspective:y'

: seems to he an appropriate starting point for this review.‘ Originally,

\ .

_{achievement motivation (11 Ach) was defined as a fairly stable personality :‘f'h

Ny

S RS
;'dispoaition which caused a person to strive for success in any situation _w_'

lawhere standards of excellence are applicable (McClelland et ai., 1953)

This early and well-known theory of achievement motivation originat-ffti';ff*f;"

T e SRR
fed from studies on: the effects of hunger om thematic apperception o

?Atkinson and McClelland 1948 McClelland and Atkinson 1948) ,f Having ’ff"’

l established that experimeésally induced mot.vation (hunger) was. expressed;f.fff_:ﬁ.fff




3 B ©o . . . ‘.

in. Thematic Apperception Test (TAT) responses McClelland and his associate 1

',began to examine the effects of eXperimen(ﬂlly indhced motivation to
*.achieve on’ TAT responses |

The results of this experimentation vere summarized in The

-nAchievement Motive (McClelland et al., 1953) . This book deals with

ij the theory and research pertaining to the origins and behavioral con-;

sequences of need Achievement as well as - the reliability and validity

: a
of the thematic apperception technique as a measure of “this motive. .

According to McClelland et al (1953, p 28) "all motives are . - .

g;learned" and a motive is "the redintegration by a cue of a change in'

'h

an affective situa@ion '"Redintegration means that when certain Cues.

- become associated with an emotion, on later occasions these cues may e

'tagain elicit some part of that emotion. These cues may be either ex—_.

\

-”ternal (environmental) or. internal (arising from fantasies, thoughts or

- actions, for example) to the individual The partial reactivation of .

- the. emotional state is seemingly motivating That is, it causes’ indi-

,._

}‘viduals to engage in instrumental activity which allows them tOwapproach,-“

fvsituations which previously produced pleasant emotions, or ‘to avoid a

f_situation which had been unpleasant in the past This learning applies B

fto basic motivations or drives such as hunger as well as to secondary" o

z;motivations such as achievement .(McClelland et; al., 1953) _'ffpj'&’l;flsiis -

Motivated behavior is seen as falling on an appetite—anxiety or‘.m

'japproach-avoidance continuum Affect is considered basic>to motivaéion p”ﬁ
1;in McClelland's theory He suggests that affect is aroused when there ff' o

'fare discrepancies between expectation (adaption level—AL) and perceptionfiaiﬂlf"”'fl

f(McClelland 1953,_p. 28) so that when stimuli deviate from expectation

. ( '.

R :

;a person will react with affect-3 the cues associated with this affect R



' (‘;m1948) Later,tstandardized Scoring Ma -

will then be capable of eliciting some part of it at a later date, and
a motivevwill bevin action. McClelland et al (1953) report that
whether aroused affect is positive or negative will depsnd on the :

- size of the perceptual discrepancy Relatively small discrepancies'
" from the AL,yield positive affect large discrepancies cause negative

Aafﬁect (unpleasantness) ‘The- AL must build up to a minimal level of

‘-17 R—

j'stability before discrepancies from it ‘can produce affect ' As well dis— ‘

; crepancies must persist for a time to, produce an- affective response._
RN o
In terms of achievement motivation (which McClelland termed need

Achievement— n, Ach) this means that a person would need to continue to.
'fmaster more and ‘more complex problems obJects, Qr situations since work—

n

7“‘ing too long at any particular 1evel after mastery would cause expectations

fd_to become certain and boredom would result : (McClelland et al 1953'~

,vp. 64) ’ This theory of n Ach also suggests that when individuals attempt '

).,..

| achievement situations which are far beyond their ability, negative
”affect 18 produced and there is then a tendency to avoid achievement A
;situations in the future.

Generally, achievement motivation has been measured with a pro- e

L ljective Thematic Apperception Test (TAT) which requires the subject to f@j e

?~write imaginary stories in response to pictures especially selected for
'j»their achievement cues. This type of measure is used becausé it is
& ;fassumed that motivation may have measurable effects on a subject'

‘:Thfantasy.: Early research by McClelland and associates tended to support

.34-

; ;hthis assumption (Atkinson and McClelland 1948 McClelland and Atkinson, f_tj}ifffiiv‘

'f”f« based on McClelland's theory were developed for these Thematic Apperceptionii?3{7-'

Tests (Atkinson, 1958 - McClelland et al.,.1953)

» ior the Achievement Motive :Pjﬁi”'mf““"
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Support for the use of the TAT as. a measure of need achievement
!4-and for. McClelland's theory of achievement motivation wassobtained by
hexperimentation in which deliberate attempts were made to arouse the

achievement motive" Of subjects who were required to perform some
academic type task undernvarious motivational conditions and then res-:i
‘pond to a Thematic Apperception Test of need achievement Scoring of
vthe TAT generally produced results consistent with the theory (McClellandjt
:et al., 1953 Atkinson, 1958) These laboratory studies have sho;:?that gf S
'”'lsubjects n Ach Scores on TAT measures are correlated with performance : .""h
lihon arithmetic and anagram tests, with task persistance and with selectionﬁ'

| of task goals of varying difficulty (McClelland et al. 1953 Atkinson,
!1958) McClelland et al (1953) reported that college grades ‘have some-,d"

times been found to be reIated to n Ach scores -as well

| In summary, the original Achievement theory defined the need

e achievement as.a stable personality disposition to strive for success L

. in any- situation where standards of excellence are applicable and a§8umed. ‘L
".;that the TAT provided a relisble and valid estimate of this motive.. The .fu/ C

“ftheory and research supporting this view is elaborated fully in The

‘e*Achievement Motive (McClelland et al., 1953)

o

xipiAchievement Motivation Theory.. Motive to Approachlsuccess:and;Motive;]:;H}}-fid'-'

;to Avoid Failure SRS
More recently, Achievement theory has been expanded to include two f
'if»independent achievement—related motives-——the Motive to Approach Success i

L \:_"(MS) and the Motive to Avoid Failure (MAF) This reformulation was

'*ﬂinecessary as early experiments based on Achievement theory revealed
_ -

thcurvilinear relationships between n Ach scores and some achievement behaviors. ey

S EREL TN T




1_‘ff;gand the two achievement motives found have been labelled the Motive tg

~ R oo . . oo T

This seemed to be occurring because subjects in. thesmiddle thfrd of"v

the n Ach- range showed performance decrements because of a "fear of

Q

".failure" motivation An early study by Clark, Teevan and Riccuti (1956)Wk‘i(
.found that subjects scoring in the middle range on the TAT measure-of e ; S ,L
,Ej'n Ach tended to give .more negative achievement-related responses (deal- | |
ing with "fear of failure") than did higher and lower scoring subjects
on this measure.- Atkinson and Litwin (1966) hypothesized *Eat subjects :
achievement behaviors could be predicted on the basis of their n Ach :*
.vscoreS(measured projectively) and their "fear of failure" scores (as
..measured by a test anxiety scale) Their 1966 study which predicted the{fy;"

{'distance that male college subjects would chose to thrqw from in a ring
LA ', . a : oy

";}toss game (on the basis of their combined n Ach and "fear of failure" 2q'.

jscores),;showed support for this hypothesis Thus, these authors con—,."'
pes
' 'cluded that the subjects overall achievement behavior was the result of.

A

'gtwo separate a¢hievementxre1ated motives—— a positive motive to approach i s

T

,:isuccess and a4negative motive to’avoid failure. These two motives were ;;
ﬂ%determined‘bya.projective test of n.Ach and a test anxiety measure,\ | g
Jl_respectively._ Since this early study (Atkinson and Litwin, 1966) ‘ﬁhi; i‘
igfeeXpanded theory of achievement motivation ha;-been elaborated more fully,‘effiféji.”"

[ 2 LIRS Y

'Triprproach Success (Ms) and the Motive to Avoid Failure (MAF) (Atkinson, _;;f7{fép"fiﬁ

A‘3"1974) These two motives are now viewed as interacting with other

!”3variaBIes, to determine an individual's overall achievement behavior.

e B S

Atkinson (1974) suggests that the strength of subjects tendency
‘:ih;to‘achieve success (TS) is a function of three variables. Mbtive to :"
;"7fi"Achieve Success (MS), which is conceived of as agrelatively stable dis'ilfi"
'3,7ffposition of personality, Plus two other variables which reflect the‘f};iaej'”";:f""

.."-



;ﬁ‘ effect of the immediate environment—— the strength of expectancy or the

attractiveness of that particular activity or the incentive value of
success (ISL According to Atkinson TS =MS X PS X IS, in any achievement

h'situation. The Motive to Achieve Success (MS) is generally equated with

McClelland's need Achievement (n Ach) and is measured in the same way,

"

aescseare, o
R

;

:% )

using a projective TAT technique and the original scoring system

'(McClelland et al., 1953; Atkinson 1958) Atkinson (1974, p. 14)

e TN e e X e
AR S T . 3
8

states "whenever performance is evaluated in relation to some standard

- _iof excellence, what constitutes the challenge to achieve for one indivi—u
| dual poses the threat of failure for another. The tendency to avoid
failure associated with anxiety is as fundamentally impc:rtant a factor in'
achievement oriented action as the tendency to achieve successﬁ
: ) L : .
Atkinson regards this tendency to avoid failure as an inhibitory
ptendency that functions to Oppqse and decrease the tendency to approach
achievement situations. It is e;perienced consciously as anxiety by a
person.. He believes the Motive to Avoid Failure (MAF) is separate and .
independent from MS .  The tendency to avoid failure (TF) is aroused
.. whenever- there is an expectancy that some act will lead to failure(Pf)
PR

'vand it ds also influenced by the incentive values of failure at that

particular activity (If) So, TF = MAF X Pf X If

The pregeqﬁ'study is primarily concerneiﬁfﬁgﬁ MS and MAF both of

which Atkinson® i1974) considers to be relatively stable personality "‘;
characteristics which all individuals acquire to some degree by means

of the laws of learning. That is, everyone has some capacity fo: in-
terest in achievement and some capacity for anxiety about failure which

will be expressed in any situation when it is apparent to. individuals

¥ subjective probability of success following a task (Pg ) and the relative -

12



-

that their performance will be evaluated in reference to some standard.

' MS produces a tendency to undertake the task MAF produces an opposing
tendency not to undertake it (an approach—avoidance conflict) _Atkinson
-(1974) suggestsbthat these two tendencies are independent and can combine
additively to yield an overall achievement - oriented tendency, which ‘
will be either apprbﬁch or avoidant in nature, depending on the relative
‘strengths of the two motives for that individual. When MAF is dominant:

Athe person is expected to suppress all achievement—oriented activity._'

' However, there are usually extrinistic variables involved in- these actie

f-vities which may overcome this resistanca“(approval-seeking, monetary. \

‘reward compliance with authority or even curiosity would ‘be such

'extrinsic influences) . | | |
, For any given achievement activity thereiare usually a number of

‘extrinsic ,factors involved " Anxiety in achievement situations is

seen by Atkinson as a consequence of MAF that is overcome (because of

~‘extrinsic variables) | Anxiety is thus a Symptom ‘that a negative outcome

is expected for the action that is being - performed If subjects per-

form an act With no anticipation of failure they should not experience

,_anxiety This is given as the rationale behind using self—report measures

“of test anxiety in achievement situations to assess the strength of

vcsubjects tendency to avoid failure, and of indirectly obtaining a

'flmeasure of their MAF. The inhibitory tendency must be overcome by

; stronger positive variables (including the tendency to achieve) or _‘

C

the individuals will never ‘be present in the sort of academic achieve-
ment situation about which they are being questioned (on test anxiety o

scales) When they report how much anxiety they experience in test
Tsituations ‘they are, according to Atkinson (1974) reporting the strength

kS

o

13
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of their resistance to achieyement-oriented action. From this méasure

' .the strength of their MAF maybe inferred. o ' , .

J Achievement Motivation Theory:s Motive to Avoid Success‘
. , Horner (1972) found that a third component called fear of success .
1or Motive to Avoid Success (FS) seemed to be involved in the achievement
behaviors of women. .’ She felt that this fear of success might account for
the higher test anxiety scoreS'typically obtained by females. Fear of
‘success is assumed to be a stable personality characteristic learned early
in 1ife»as a part of the,female sex—role.“ FS consists~ofla predisposition
 to feel uncOmfortaBle and to avoid achievement:situations,because‘of a
'fear‘of‘success;; WOmen‘arepsupposed to fearvsocial.rejection as a con-

T

‘seQuencelof success, eSpecially when;competition withva-male is'involved;’d
Karabenick and Marshall (l974) found‘a‘zero_order correlation betyeenp' . >\\\\\
FS scores; using Horner;s original projective measurement,technique (1972)’.' -
and MAF, using the Achievement Anxiety Test—— Debilitating Anxiety Scale
(Alpert and Haber 1960) These authors concluded that fear of success
t‘and fear of failure (MAF) as they are presently.operationalized are in—
,: dependent of each other.' This lack of correlation appears to negate ,
_ Horner s (1972) contention that FS is responsible for high achievement
"anxiety test scores obtained by women._ These authors suggested that |
.fear of failure (MAF), should be included as a variable in future studies '
'dof fear of success, since these variables were both found to be predictive‘
.fwof females performance on various tasks. f. | |

The present study will not’ consider the Motive to Avoid Success but

:'will be limited to Atkinson's (1974) theory of achievement motivation.

- This decision was made as there has- been little research on females using

Atkinson 8 expanded theory Atkinson does not include the Motive to Avoid



Success in his theory of achievement motivation; but considers MS and
< i o

MAF to be the two major personality characteristics associated with achieve-.

ment behaviors. The present study is intended primarily to explore MS

Kand MAF in females and to consider the: relationship between these two.

variables and earlier mother-daughter relationships. Thus, Horner s i

(1972) formulation of "Motive to: Avoid Success" will not be considered
However it was felt that a review of - achievement motivations in women

~would not be complete if it 'did not touch on this motive

Achievement Motivation Theory Females

Females and. the Motive to Approach Success (MS)

Recent achievement theory has equated the’ Motive to Approach
Success (MS) with earlier formulations of "need achievement" and |
achievement motivation" (Atkinson, 1974 Atkinson and Litwin, 1966)
_ Since regardless of label these variables have generally been measured
"in an identical manner, using projective measures and the same scoring
system, earlier”studies which discussed achievement motivation (n Ach) in
females will be regarded as'also yéfl;:ting MS although the original
labels will be maintained in this review ' |
Findings related to achievement in womenvhave been very scarce
"7 What studies have been done in the area are usually inconsistent with }-‘
findings for males An early study (Veroff et al., 1953),found that
B women did an show an increase in thematic apperception achievement
imagery as men did (McClelland et al., 1953) when experimental arousal
;.h of need achievement (n Ach) stressing leadership and intelligence was
used Under neutral conditions, however female scores on n Ach were e

as high as, and sometimes higher than, those obtained by males.

Angelingf(IQSS cited in Atkinson, 1958) found that female Brazilian}[

Voo

-
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,;l6iv
college students did show an increase in: n Ach scores under achievement
«arousal conditions These resulté’were explained by the fact that, op-
portunities for higher education are very limited in Brazil 80 that only ,
highly achievement-oriented, competitive females would succeed in en—. 'Ad’f
rolling in college | N - o
Lesser et al. (1963) suggested that American female college students 5h

A

might be more concerned with social- acceptability than with high standards 41.
of intellectual or academic excellence: They did a study of achievement |
’motivation at Hunter High School in New York City. This institution places

a high emphasis on - intellectual and academic accomplishments (only 150

.out of every 4000 applicants are admitted and over: 997 of graduates go .: L,‘ : ’at‘
‘onto University) ' These authors expected that their sample would be ,
fcomparable with Angelina s Brazilian sample From the'Hunter High School‘
'sample,‘a group of ! achieVers" (meeting school's standards) and "under—v -
achievers" (not meeting the schodl's standards).were.selected These |
"~8roups were then e*&gsedsto TAT pictures of-bothfmales and.females, “
lunder'conditions Af both neutrality and achievement arousal Thelneed"w[ ) A
achievement scores of the "achievers" increased significantly in res-?ﬁ
ponse‘to the female TAT pictures following achievement-oriented directions.'f'

!

V{The “underachievers’" n: Ach scores increased significantly only in response“'ifif'

T

' fto male TAT stimulus pictures under conditions of arousal These authors

’ ,concluded that the “achieving" subjects saw intellectual goals as relevantitsd.='

'”*{‘to their own female role, but the "underachieving subjects saw this as ‘f?'v

'd'relevant only to. the male role.- However, under neutral conditions the

‘n Ach scores of the "achieVers" were higher than those of the underachievers""'"

fwfor both male and female pictures, and the "achievers" had higher n Ach

"‘scores than the underachieVers for all experimental conditions and types of



.
~pictures combined,

Alper (l957) foun+'that>fema1e undergraduates‘expressed‘ more . .

'n'Ach imagery_in re§S°néefto female cues When achievement v

arousal was kept low and social acceptability was not at stake. French

¥
«and Lesser (1964) using college women who valujdleither a "woman s role"
or an "intellectual role" more highly found that n Ach scores were al-_
ways higher dnder intellectual arousal ‘when male stimulus cues were :

used and higher under woman's'

used, regardless of the subject-s"value'orientation,

Stein and Bailey (1972) in a review of the 1iterature stated that L

- »
social skills are a central area of con;ern for many females.' However,

these authors felt that this did not reflect an affiliation motivation,

but rather a- goal to attain ‘a standard of excellence in an area differ—4

ent from males (social)

o

-increased. affiliation imagery..‘vf“

o Veroff (1969) suggested that boy% from grades one to six are sig— d‘

"nificantly higher than girls on fantasy measures of need achievement

"i‘but other research has consistently found that high school and college"'

:‘aged women- obtain high n Ach scores on TAT measures of is motive ‘: b
"'(McCIelland et al., 1953) ' S Lo RS

Baruch (1967) found that the achievement motivation of female o

| college graduates tends to be associated with age and family situation.f

B She found that n Ach declines during the years when home and children _fj'fjr

tend to be a woman '8 main concern but then returns to earlier levels

: once her family is established and a return to paid employment becomes

a possibility

role arousal when female stimuli‘ were

They felt that this was supported by the fact.

\:\
that "social arousal" leads to increased achievement imagery rather than'

S

°
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A’who were higher than elementary education majors. -

{

It has been found that high achievement motivation is charaCteristic -

'of women whohghow masculine" interests Sundheim (1963) found that

bl -

science majors had higher achievement motivation than language majors |

N

In summary, there are ‘some discrepancies in the research on females

and achievement motivation. However evidence suggests that under neutral
\administration conditions the TAT is able to differentiate between high
.and low achieving women, as suggested by academic performance (Lesser,

et al., 1963), education level (Baruch 1967 Veroff et al., 1960) and vi g

family income (Veroff et al., 1960)

- Females and the Motive to Avoid Failure (MAF)

’- As mentioned earlier, the Motive to Avoid Failure (MAF) is’ often

*

.imeasured with test anxiety scales (Atkinson, 1974 ' Atkinson and Litwin,,‘
>1966) For this reason literatuie which deals with test anxiety in females o
"(;will be regarded as also reflecting MAF although original labels will
‘Vbe maintained in this review.»‘ifa 'g.b i E

,g‘ Generally, research has indicated that females are more anxious f;

'<“y;about failure in academic situations and that they score higher on test

j'_anxiety increases during the elementary school years more than. that ofl

rTanxiety measures than males (Hill and Sarason, 1966 Feld and Lewis,l S

‘,-'_._1969 Maccoby and Jacklin, 1974) | It has also been found that their

v L

L

o males.' Hill and Sarason (1966) found that sex differences were absent o

f)» EAEEN

A‘in the first grade but female students showed higher anxiety in grade ;5“-°*

i'Sarason et al.; 1964) ' " s - lf _;l ;f

’-v.» 3

xiflthree and this gap continued to widen ‘as age increased Test anxiety
L (Motive to Avoid Failure) has been found to be negatively correlated

v'»with measures of aptitude and achievement for both sexes (Maccoby, 1972"

- .

18

A



Evidence also suggests that.females are more.afraid of failure and
more disorganized by it. than males. Harmatz (1962,‘cited in Maccoby,
1972) wheh working with college students found that when women who: were
-‘.wdrking on a fairly difficult task were told they were doing poorly, |

_ their performance declined ~as compared with a control group of ‘'women
fwho did ‘not receive.this feedback E :'“ ';: - S . o b.\

Maccoby (1972) has suggested that boys are more likely to rise to

a challenge, while girls generally tend to bec0me disorganized passive

| end desirous .of leaving the field when-they are faced with a difficult :
tash.- Feld and Lewis (1969) found that white second grade girls have:
V significantly higher test anxiety scores than white second grade boys
Hill and Sarason (1966) also reported-higher test anxiety scores for
third and fifth grade girls than for boys of the same grade level
lSarason et al (1964) suggested that girls may be more willing to admit
anxiety because boys are not supposed to be fearful The alternate in— f.
- terpretation would be that young girls are genuinely more anxious than o
iboys in achievement situations. rh v | |
- Crandall and Rabson (1960) found that as boys grew older they tend
.;lto becometmore willing to return to tasks at which they had previously

l_failed but girls tend to wgthdraw from the possibility of repeating

' ifailures,> Crandall (1969) reported a series of studies on various age A

LA

\hgroups that showed that females had lower expectancies of success even ﬁff’”

’sfwhen their performance was high than did males
In summary, research suggests that females are higher in MAE and

;:_related areas than males at all age levels (Hill and Sarason,_1966 Feld

‘and Lewis, 1969 Maccoby and Jacklin, 1974)

.
£
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. Failure (MAF) in Females

Antecedents of Motive to Approach Success (MS) and Motive to Avoid

o

Maternal Antecedents of MS and MAF in, Females

..

It has been suggested that the child—rearing practices commonly used

o : -

with female children may not be conducive to the development of achieve—-

L

ment—related motivations, and that the early mother—daughter relationship‘ .

may be especially important in determining the later achievement—orienta-
- ,
tions of adult females (Bardwick 1971; Berens, 1973 ' Crandall and

[

Battle, 197q§ defman 1972 Kagan and Freeman, 1963 Kagan and Moss,

1962,A}Moss and Kagan, 1961)

Hoffman (1972) believes that separation of the self is facilitated

| when thé child is the opposite sex of the primary caretaker. In'our‘society

‘the mother is almost always the primary caretaker , and both male and female

8 children from their first emotional attachments to the mother. The male

child however, 1s usually encouraged early in life to identify with his
)

father or some abstract concept of masculinity Thus, according to Hoffman,

for males separation frOm the mother begins ‘earlier and is more complete The

young girl is permitted to maintain her identification with the mother for

longer and is less likely to achieve an early separate sense of self : Hoffman :,'U
T suggests that many girls experience too much maternal rapport and protection

ﬁfas children and then 1ater as adults they are not willing or able to face |

v \. .

’f'stress. As well they may possess little motivation for autonomous achieve—
ment having never been encouraged in that direction Berens (1973),:{,» =

discussing sex role stereotyping, states that for young girls there 13']1f.3"”"

a

’°little pressure to "grow up . She feels that this makes it less likely that

girls will develop an independent sense of self-esteem or a strong achievement

J?T B

orientation in later years. 5
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Maternal'Antecedents of MS in Females -

Stable patterns of . achievement-oriented behavior and related per—'

. sonality variables such as dependence and passivity, ‘seem to. be acquired

| ;byvfemales in childhood, and-parental'socialization during that‘period~
'j;éppe;rg to have.long<termpeffects;'lLongitudinah studies.(Kaganfand Moss,
'1962 Moss and Kagan, 1961 Crandall and Battle, l9705 have”shown'that».r
the achievement behaviors of female children are predictive of later
achievement and independence behaviors. : ”

~ Some studies have examined the relationships between MS ( and related
behaviorsj in adult females, and early maternal child—rearing practices
lStudies.dealing with maternal nurturance restrictiveness and protective- :
f.ness, and later MS in adult females are discussed in the following sections
of this_review; These maternal variables have been defined differently
'by various authors.v As well it is often“difficult to consider these E
~variab1es independently of each other For these reasons, gome- overlap

y occur in the following sections of this review.

Maternal Nurturance and MS 4in. Females

There is some evidence that girls may need to experience some maternal

-~

”xrejection or hostility if they are to become independent,_ self confi-

f,dent and achievement—oriented (Crandall et al., 1964 .Kagan-and ”Moss;t';r"'

o

' B 1962)?“ Bronfenbrenner (196i) also suggested that young girls may receive

1gfj too much support and nurturance and because of this may never learn to

‘Il#ftake care of themselves., Bardwick (1971) noted that a highly developed achieve—afb;
j:ment tendency in girls tends to be associated with alienation from the

lf:;parents, especially the motherri She feels that the male child is pushed iff;'

.";fat an early age (about two and half years) to give up infantile depen-‘f-it

.jfﬁdency, to. strive for independence and to comp/te.. According to ;-?_;v_



Bardwick the male child quickly learns.to regard his parents ‘as an
Uncertain source of approval and ‘so is forced to deve10p a need to
achieve which is relatively independent of external approval in order

:to make ‘himself less vulnerable to parental rejection. Female children

- with supportive and affectionate mothers may never be forced to develOp

‘a motive to achieve“which is free of affiliation cues.
Crandall et al (1964) studied forty children in’ grades two thrdugh

‘ four and found that girls who were high achievers had mothers who

| ~,'were less\affectionate and nurturant They suggested that these girls, -

who did not receive as much maternal support and affection as the less

L achieving girls may have turned to- other sources for satisf/ption and

o

: N

:vother hand may have had.restricted learning experiences which produced
- fewer possibilities for developing independent problem-solving tech—

: niques in achievement situations and leSS confidence (and more anxiety)

about their abilities.» These authors suggested that a less nurturant

‘;vmother who rejects the child's help—seeking is likely less involved

l' i c‘
v with her maternal role and may herself be more achievement—oriented.

‘These daughters may tend to model the mother 8 achievement behaviors, o

\

P

'”values and motivations.;
Kagan and Moss (1962) in their longitudinal study alsp found that
1.achievement behavior in females tended to be associated with early

‘ddjmaternal hostility This study also indicated that adult women with

: 3;f'high "1ntellectua1 concern" had somewhat hostile,less protective f,“.

T f_mothers. Female children with highly acceptins 8nd affectimate

:-fffmothers became adults who tended to withdraw from achievement -&.J:f;“"

5fojtasks (Kagan and Freeman,.:1963) Douvan and Adelson (1966)

»

.'security, such as academic achievement Highly nurtured girls, on the . ‘_:

22



found that 'achievement - oriented adolescent girls had placid,
~ but not especially close relationships with their families Martin
— (1975) found that women in non—traditional typically male "high prestige"
- areas of study were significantly higher on an achievement motivation
.:measure than a more. traditional female group. - The traditional group
‘tended’ to perceive both parents, eSpecially the motheg more positively
than did the non—traditional group This seemed to provide support for .
‘vMartin 8 hypothesis that -less nurturant mothers may tend to prdduce more

-:‘achievement oriented daughters who show 1ess identificationvwith the'
. % .
typical "feminine" sterotype and' who are ‘more 1ike1y to enter a non-

l traditional vocation. ; N _
g ﬁ. '

In summary, studies suggest that a certain amount of maternaﬁ re-

"djection, even hostility, may be necessary if female children are to

v

f develop high 1evels of MS and related characteristics.

Maternal Restrictiveness and MS in Females

°

lly been found that early parental restrictiveness,v.‘

-

issiveness, is associated with low achievement mo-

likely ¢t e'rs' ar‘e 'o'fteri more’ restrictivé wi‘th"'female"cihild'ren, S
‘2 i:m as somehow mnre fragile requiring more protection and
1éssfab1 handle autonomous tasks (Hoffman 1972)

d Freeman (1963) found that early maternal punitiveness A

uﬂand restri tiveness was associated with later conformity in adoles--'i3

ta

".@;cent females. Kagan and Moss (1962) reported that early parental
'1;restrictiveness tends to be associated with later "feminine" interests
""-i{and dependency.. Relative parental permissiveness has been found to

v,

h xﬁ be associated with intellectual striving, assertiveness and indepen-'"‘

ngies,and.females (Stein and;bailey,-1273).. It seems"' C



i

dence in children while restrictiveness is associated with later fear—v

| fulness, dependency and conformity (Becker 1964) ' Baumrind (1971)
found that permissiveness by both parents was positively associated
‘with achievement-oriented behaviors for female preschoolers, but not

for males. She found that restrictive parentshggberally had female»

:children who were low in achievement-oriented behaviors., Among adoles-'

cent“females, parental restrictiveness is associated with low achieve- -

emtn aspirations, compliance and passivity (Douvan'and Adelson, 1966) .

;‘Although these authprs generally spoke of parental restrictiveness,

other authors have- 'mplied ihat At may ‘be specifically maternal restrictive;

- ness that is a primary determiner of achievement related motivations

. in females, or at least that it may be the mother 8 attitude and involve-‘

- - kd .
, ment with her daughter that determines the overall restrictiveness of the

" home’ environment (Bardwick 1971 Hoffman, 1972) e ', - -
‘ B In summary, it appears that maternal restrictiveness may be related

,.tollater low levels of. MS in females, and to other "feminine" traits,’:f
'.'while permissiveness is likely associated with high MS ‘and related

'characteristics in females.v‘ Lo f':f\' :

. Maternal Protectivenss and MS in Females

Crandall and Battlev(1970) using adult subjects from the Fels
fResearch study found a strong negative correlation between female adult

'”xfintellectual achievement efforts and earlier maternal babying and
_'protectiveness These authors found that mothers of daughters showing

&'?'the highest intellectual effort during the preschool period tended to

’ﬁfiybe "cool" affectively, made special efforts to accelerate their daughter 8 ?_

iff'fac!ievement skills, refused help, tended to treat their daughters as'gV."'bi

‘l;fpolder and more competent than they actually were, and allowed them to “tp_.‘ii

P

(ﬁi



R . ]
be exposed to hazards and threats to their physical safety and emotional

comfort. At ages 6 - 10 years, ‘these mothers continued to refuse help

and were still lacking protectiveness At this time they also made o

1

special attempts to explain logically and carefully the reasons for
‘their policies and directives, and tended to evaluate the girls intel-

lectual ability as, high It appeared that these mothers promoted intel- :

lectual striving, and at the same time discouraged the girls from relying

C e

: u;on interpersonal relationships for protection and support The mothers of

N

girls who showed high intellectual effort ceased to support their daughters

dependency as early as age three, as. have been suggested as typical for male
'children (Bardwick 1971) Crandall and Battle (1970) measured "academic '
o 'effort" separately from general "intellectual effort" They found that

early maternal non—protectiveness was not predictive of high achievement

\effort in adult females, although it ‘wag positiVely associated with,in-

E tellectual effort in other areas.

o -

A

- Qwas related to adult passitivity and "feminine interests.v Bronfenbrenner o

r(1961) feels that girls are: especially susceptible to. the detrimental

”'r:influence of overprotection which may interfere with the development of

‘;independenCe, initiative and self-sufficiency., Hoffman (1972) suggests
-'f;that research indicating that low achieving females have warm accepting
o fmothers may mean that these girls experience too much maternal rapport
*iiiand protection during this period and because of this, as adults they -
:aL?find themselves unwilling or unable to face stress and u?motivated to ::

'.:ﬁachieve autonomously. VJ};Q‘*YEQ

'25

Kagan and Moss (1962) alag_iguﬂﬂaEEEE Early maternal protectiveness ‘:lﬁ; ¥

In summary, it appears that low levels of achievement motivation sfﬂfﬁff;ﬂ”



rKagan and Mbss (1962) found that "fear of \

'relationships in the development of “"fear of failure" (MAF) in males

-and McGhee, 1972) no similar studies have been done using only female su

\

. and related charaé&eristiCs such as dependence and passivity, may be

associated with earlier maternal babying and over-protectiveness, while

L 2
- more achievement-related characteristics are found in females whose mothers ;/’/// :

were less protective.

Maternal Antecedents'of MAF in:Femalesu

Very little direct ‘research has been done relating‘early child{
rearing'practiceS»to the deveiopment of fear of-faiiure or Motive to
Avoid Failure (MAF) in women. Research has consistentlyhshown that.
females»are\more aniious about failure'in,academic situations thanrmen,
and tend to. score higher'On the\questionnaire measuresvof.test anxiety;‘

which are uSually used to measure the subjects? level of MAF (Hill and

’ Sarason; 1966; Feld and Lewts; 1969; Maccoby and Jacklin, 1974).

'iﬁlure" or withdrawal.in
female children was related to similar types of behaviors in the same
subjects as adults.

While some studies have looked at. the importance of child-parent -

(Bartlett and Smith, 1966; Feld, 1967; Hermans et - al., 1972; Teevan}(

jects. SOme theory and research (Bartlett and Smith, 1966 Feld -1967;
Sarason et al., 1964)suggesm that high test anxiety (MAF) 1s the result

.t“)‘~
of parental criticism of the preschool child's efforts, dela&eg in-

dependence training\and the witholding of love as a way of insuring

conformity to achievement standards. Smith (1969) suggested that
parents of children with high motivation to approach success may react -

to even partial success with encouragement 80. that they continue to

3

€

Qgel essentially positive toward themselves and their performance. ‘The

: " ' . o
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parehts of highly anxious' children, on the other hand'ééy7react t§ the
“saﬁe_lével of performancé:by poiﬁting out hoﬁ‘it falls short. in £his ()
way these children get.tﬁe fééling tﬁat pa?ental love is éontingent on |
dqing(well, and.becomeAapxious‘about_losing love if they f#il,

Howevef, it is alsofpﬁssiblg that female éhildreﬁ may receive too
" much paréntal suppbrt_and nﬁftﬁranchand thus neQer igarn to éope ﬁitp
stress or the pogsibility:of fail&rg.ﬂ Heékhaﬁsen (}967i'éf 146) states
thaﬁ "duringlthefcourée ofbgrowihg ﬁp boysiare-bbyiously faced more
' stfongiy than giris witﬁ the hecéssity to master fear of‘fa}lu;e and . . .
‘not to evade the'pfdblém ofwachievement. 'Tﬁﬁs'only in women does the
‘fear of, énd.tendeﬁcy té avoid failure, observed in cﬁildhood cof;elate
with . . . ; the same téndgncieé in.adulthood." Beckéf (1964) and
Baumrind (1971) both suggesfed th;t moderate aﬁounté of punishment and
hostility maybe necessary if.é child (of éither séx)'is going to learn
to handle frust?ation, é9mPetition, risk.of féilure and the realities
" of independent living. o | ‘“‘A

Hoffman (i972) staféd that mastery réqﬁires ;fiét;ility to tolerate
 ftustrati6n. ,So.that if é‘éarent responds too Quigklyiwith help the
Véhil& Vill;not devélqb’ﬁhis toléranée. Thié “laCR éf'ﬁﬁlerangé"'segﬁs
td.be’moretyéical of femaléi £g§ﬁ ma1eé as they mérg often show a .
. tendency to wiéhdraw from thféﬁten&ng‘échigﬁement éituét;ons (Crandall |
aﬁd Rabébh, 1966):‘ Kagan:andvFreéman (i963),fdund'that adolegcént:girls
who sﬁQwedba‘féndency t§ witﬁdrawzfroméchievement.ﬁasks;had'mothets who
wereihighly‘accépting aga afféctionate duringtthéir early childhood years. .

In summary, very little ;esearchvhis iﬁvestigated'the‘;elations?ip
A

between maternél childrearing'praéﬁices and later MAF in females.

Further exploratioﬁfin this area appears warranted.
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Summary: Maternal Antecedents of MS and MAF -in Females

3
It appears that the early. mother—daughter relationship may be im-

. portant to Bubsequent MS and MAF in adult females. Maternal attitudes |
and behaviors that are conducive to the deve10pma2§ of traditional |
"feminine characteristics may actually be antagonistic to 'the develop—
ment of achievement tendencies.v ?he present study will attempt‘to exfi
plore the relationship‘between some maternal childrearing practiCes and
- later MS and MAF in‘adult females. o |

~ Some Demographic Antecedents of MS and MAF in Females

Few studies have considered early’demographic variables and their -
relationship to the Motive to Approach Success (MS) in female subjects
There is also a noticeable- lack of literature exploring the relationship
between the Motive to Avoid Failure (MAF) in females and demographic '
;background ‘The present study considers the relationships between the |
childhood demographic variables of: parental marital status, religious‘.
raffiliation, socioeconomic status mothers work and educational history,.
. and later MS and MAF in adult females. |
_ Previous research has suggested that certain demographic variables

mayluaassociated with achievement-related motivations in females.

Veroff et al (1960) in a nationwide survey found that females from homes L

where the parents were divorced or separated obtained higher n Ach scores
”.ton the TAT. than females from intact homes | These authors also reported
that females from higherbsocioeconomic status homes were. higher in n Ach
‘than those from lower social class homes. ) | |

Several studies have examined the relationship between n Ach and" re-
» ligi in male subjects.i Veroff et al. (1962) found that Jewish and
CathJ:

ic males obtained higher TAT n Ach scores than did Protestant males.‘

L)
]




~ However, earlier research hadrsuggesged thatjErotestant males were
higher in n-Ach than batholic' males (McClelland,-196l;v hosen,
1959) . No similar research has examined the relationship hetween
religion and n Ach'in female suhjects. |
hsome'authors have looked at the'relationship between the educational
and work history of mothers, and later achievement—related motives and
.behaviors in their daughters. Stein and Bailey (1973) felt that "the |
 Presence . of an’ achieving maternal model may facilitate achievement-
'oriented tendeﬁcies in females. These authors noted that identification
‘_with the mother by female children seems to be opposed ‘to the develop-
ment of achievement orientation, unless the mother is a non-traditional
model who does not fit the typical female role definition. Douvan and

" Adelson (1966) found that girls who had low achievement aspiratidns and

high traditional feminine interests usually named . their mothers or. close

female relations as their role models, while girls with high achievement

-'_aspirations usually named non-family members. Lansky et al. (1961)

reported that adolescent females who ‘were highly critical of their

mothers and showed low levels of. maternal identification tended to be

vhighly achievement motivated | | |

Maternal employment in middle class families was found to be 'i

b'associated with high educational and occupational aspirations and ex—

: pectations for young females (Banducci 1967) As well these girls

more frequently planned to combine a homemaking and working career

vf:than did girls with non-working mothers.v Douvan and Adelson (1966)
~also found that daughters of working mothers expressed less traditional

\.,

feminine interests than daughters of non-working mothers. a

Higher levels of maternal education have been found to be positively”

3
\
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' correlated with intellectual mastery'in females (Kagan"and Freeman,
1963), but negatively related to academic effort. (Crandall and Battle
1970, | '

In snmmary, it seems thatvwhile an individual's early demographic
' background may play an important role in later levels of MS and MAF,
little research has investigated this supposition in females. The‘
'present study eXplores the relationship of parents marital StatUS,

L}

early religious background early socioeconomic status mother S work

‘history and educational 1eve1 and later MS and MAF in adult females. -,o

Y

Overview of the Related Literature o Sl . L

-

This chapter reviewed literature pertaining to thgory and research
in the area of achievement—related motives, especially as. it pertains

to females. Initially, the early work of McClelland in the area of .

tachievement motivation was reviewed This was followed by a discussion
of Atkinson s (1974) formulation of Motive to Approach Success (MS) and;.
- Motive to Avoid Failure (MAF) as stable personality dispositions which

- operate in achievement situations. Next the.literature pertaining to

»fthese motives in females was reviewed Finally, some early maternal

and demographic antecedents of HS and MAF and related characteristics

in. females were discussed >

This 1iterature suggests that some achievement—related motives in

'females tend to remain fairly stable from childhood to adulthood and
Vthat early childhood experiences may have long term effects on the

‘ later achievement motives and behaviom;of females.. It appears that f"

'&j_early maternal attitudes and behaviors might be especially important

‘1vfactors in determining the later achievement-orientations of adult

» .

igfemales,;
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b’_;took part in one experimental session which lasted approximately one

__Tes,tingrfoéédurev77 e e e e

“(labelled the Personal Questionnaire), three test instruments ‘were .

.'employed in this study. ’f j’f‘*fff : %

CHAPTER TIIT o :

- METRODOLOGY

. Sample

The sample ‘group consisted of forty female University of Alberta

.undergraduate education ’ students who volunteered to participate in

thiS'study. The majority of the subjects who reported their ages were :
in their early twenties. Unfortunately, only 26/40 subjects gave their _I‘

ages on the questionnaire requesting this information.~ Forty-one sub-

'jects volunteered for this study. However one subjeCt reported that

her father had been her primary caretaker" in- the years prior to age

'twelve s0 her test results were not analyzed Test results from two .
j‘students who reported that their sisters had. been their "primary care- |
-takers" while their mothers worked were left in, however ‘as_ it was w"j'
ZTfelt that their mothers ‘had 1ikely been the primaryjparenta influence
“in their lives. The subjects were tested in small group settings

E with the size of the group ranging from 3~— 10 subjects. Each subject

v

In addition to a questionnaire requesting background information :

/ . [N

4

'a) Six Thematic Apperception Test pictures in vhich a female is depicted

o



B ES

‘as the central fighre were used to measure Motive to Approach |
Success (Veroff et al, 1960) |

| b) The Debilitating Anxiety Scale of the Achievement Anxiety Test
| (Alpert and Haber 1960) and |

7c) The Parent-Chil@ Relations Questionnaire 1I (Siegelman and Roe,

1973) : , . : o
Copies:of the-test instruments and,questionnaire arevincluded in o B
‘Appendices*B lC‘ D and E; The general introductory directions given _‘.

-

to the subjects are found in Appendix A.

I3

First the Thematic Apperception Test (TAT). of Motive to Approach )
.dSuCCess (MS) was»administered by the examiner.. This took approximately
-thirty minutes of each session. The subjects then completed the

. Delibitating Anxi y Scale (DAS), the PCR Questionnaire II (PCR IIL and
the Personal Questionnaire. The subjects completed the. last three tests
f':independentlyf, following the vritten_directions provided with,each‘of

"jthese.-_f,“_. -

For most subjects these last three tests took from fifteen to twenty' -

:.minutes to. complete This order of administratiop was chosen as it o
- was felt that the DAS the PCR II and even the questionnaire might have
AR ¥
o a biasing effect on the projective TAT. measure of MS The PCR II and

“the questionnaire ‘ere administered last as’ they seemed to be more

ffobjective and l_ss suspectible to influence than the other two measures.‘,

"CThis order of test presentation is the usual one employed when test

.~jdimeasures of MS and MAF are administered under neutral tonditions

h?(Karabenick and Marshall 1974 Horner, 1972)

o o
V»Thematic Apperception Test (TAT) of Motive to’ App;oach Success (M§l

»‘Achievement motivstion.hasvusually»been.measured_through.the;scoring

, R
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o 33
~of fantasy Stories elicited by TAT pictures and other similar projective .

'stimuli using McClelland's original standardized scoring system. The

3

B rationale, reliability and validity ‘for this system appeared along with
) $

'detailed administration and scoring instructions in ‘his 1953 book

The Achievement Motive and’ alsq in Motives in Fantasy, Action and

\

"Society-:‘A Method of,Assessment and;Study (Atkinson 1958) Theh

scoring syStem‘is based on::la character‘eXpressing_concern aboutd
l:achievement and/or'possible failure,'alcharacter,engaging\in achievés_
:ment-related'tasks.or actuallyyachieving sOmehdegree of sucaess (or“b

failure) and expressiné;satisfactionlor diStress about this end result;

The six’ stimulus pictures used in this study were Chosen ‘because .. L .if\'

v~they depict females as the central character and have been used on . |
r:female subjects in’ an American nationwide survey (Veroff ‘et al | l960)i12

Also a. later study found these pictures to be especially useful in L . T

‘idiscriminating between female achieVers,and underachievers (Lesser

et al 1963)v

Y

These pictures were presented individually to. each subject along

: with oral directions similar to those used by McClelland et al (1953)
ee Appendix B for copies of the stimulus pictures used and exact direc- .‘
::tions given to " subjects._ No deliberate attempt was made to manipulate i
:'lthe\motivation of the subjects.‘ The purpose of this was to keep the p;:~'d
r”jdlevel of subjects motivation to approach success (MS) "normal" 'iThati’;”f
v-hfisk to measure the motivational level the subjects had brought intovthe T
i;experimental situation, and which they were likely to display in’ response | ;df;:“, 3
:f?'to the cues of everyday university life.»y uvgf Efjlf hfwi;»if f*;:drﬁylfydd‘ e

The instructions for the TAT were given orally by the examiner and

;i‘were basically the same ones which had been used by McClelland et al Tfilv.,ddi,ydff |
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S‘(1953 p- 598—99) ‘ The stimulus pictures were presentedlin booklet form’

' with a blank page behind each picture which the subject waé}to use to
“write her story. The subjects were told that this was a test of creative |
imaginéfibn They were given 20 seconds to look at each picture and then
.allowed four minutes to make up a story abOut 1t They were instructed |
to try to answer the-following four questions in their stories-

1) What is happening’ Who, are the persons’ | ‘

v - 2) vwhat has lead up to this situation? “That is,.what:has happened_in

'

the past7

-3) »What is being thought?>,What‘isawanted?l By whom? - -
4) What will happen?l>ﬁhat'will be done?
7 | | (From McClelland 1953)

' The experimenter kept time, and after a minute had ‘been allowed for

‘each question would say, "All right it is time to go on “to the next -

. question” (or _some . shorter version of this remarkf About 55 seconds into

the final minute the egperimenter said "Try to finish your story now,
v please As soon as the subjects indicated they were finished the: '
’next picture was presented Generally, this method of preSentation

seemed to present no problem to the subjects, few queries were made

' jduring the test .and subjects generally finished their stories prior to,

' >for within a few seconds of the time limits. Some subjects indicated

_that they were tired of writing by the sixth story,rbut this was usually 4
'done in a joking manner and following tysting they indicated that this

v"had posed no: real problem. (After all these young women were university

"g;;students USed to taking 1arge volumes of notes quickly!)

Scoring :3ii;h 'livl{j:lﬂa' f,':i'?idi}i_fiﬁ;_f"

The TAT was scored following the exact method prescribed by v.'u-3>"' .



‘ S
McClelland and detailed in The Achievement Motive (1953) and Motives

in Fanta;y, Action and Society ‘A Method of Assessment and Study (1958)

The first step in scoring was to establish the reliability of the

4

‘ scorer This was done by studying the scoring standards and instructions

presented by McClelland et al (1953)'and Atkinson (1958) ‘Next six

. sets of practice" stories provided in Atkinson (1958) and two sets of

practice stories from McClelland et al (1953) were scored These,-.

scores were compared in the prescribed manner with the scoring of

experts who were eXperienced in this scoring procedure (Atkinson -1958) .

«©

~ One of these sets was not scored for reliability. It was intended

\
to provide practice and to familiarize the scorer with the system, and

‘so was compared story by story with the expert 5 responses and studied L

for sources of error and misunderstanding._

Two "indexes of agreement" were calculated on the remaining ‘seven

sets of stories, in the manner prescribed (Atkinson, 1958) The first

of these was the' percentage agreement" between the experimenter and o

the expert on the presence of motive—related imagery This index is

the ratio of twice the number of times that agreement on. the presence o

‘»4 of n Ach imagery is found divided by the numher of times the experi— o
menter found this imagery plus the number of times the expert found the s

imagery. The second index of agreement is simply a rank-order correlation_

between the experimenter ‘8 and the expert s ranking of the protocols,
according to the total score for each story
The average percentage agreement" on the final seven story sets

’ L f .
was 82 (range from 71 to 903) The average Rank order correlation

” on these story sets was .97 between the expert 8 scoring and the

\ _
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'very favorably to that found in other studies (Atkinson, 1958) Intra-
scorer reliability was . established by rescoring the protocols of five_

of the subjects used in the present study (30 stories) after a- period‘

‘.of 6 months had elapsed ‘and . then calculating the ' percentage agreement“ :
and rank order correlation between these scores and those" obtained earlierv‘
rThe percentage agreement was found to be v88 and the rank order correlation
fwas .99 indicating very high intrascorer reliability

“The Debilitating Anxiety Scales (DAS)

. The Achievement Anxiety Test was originally developed to measure.
- e
achievement anxiety in- academic test situations (Alpert 1957)
It contained 27 items,,17 of which composed a Debilitating Anxiety

Scale (the minus scale) and eleven of which made up a Facilitating

E Anxiety Scale (the plus scale) The ebilitating:Anxiety SCale measures'

'_'anxiety in academic test" situations whi h: interferes with and is detri-
mental tq the subjects performance while the Facilitating Anxiety Scale
! measures anxiejy\which improves the.subJects 4academic performance

' The reported test—retest reliability for the minus and plus scales
Care 76 and 75 respectively, (using college freshmen and retesting
‘after an 8 month period had elapsed) Over a ten week period using
introductory psychology students Alpert (1957) achieved ‘test- retest »i
éreliability scores of 87 for the minus scale and 83 for the plus }af"
;kscale.':fx B o | FORR :

The validity of the Achievement Anxiety Test was established by

s,

e correlating the plus and minus scores of various samples of college

._Kstudents with their overall grade point averages, psychology grades,

o ,ffinal exam grades and midterm grades. All correlations were found to

’f(;be significant and in the predicted directions (Alpert 1957){;'__g;ifﬁ'.“



Alpert also correlated the Verbal aptitude scores of various college -

samples with their minus and plus scores, and found significant cor—~
A\

'relations 1ng"”” ;-@ected directions.i

| yﬂgsigned‘the plus and minus scales.of the Achieve-
pment~Anxietylb ‘considered to be -two independent specific anxiety

. Uscale% _12‘ administered separately as independent measures
:of achi'vy_;‘ = . Alpert and Haber (1960) refined the Achievement
.Anxietyi decreased the number of items to 19. ‘Nine of these~‘

> Facilitating_Anxiety'Scale and;ten remained on“the ,

A~

Debilitat nxiety’Scale. These authors retained only"those items

" which were’|
In spite of orts to separate the two scales empirically, a 1ow but
vsignificant ; relation remains between the two. scales

The ten iz ems. of the Debilitating Anxiety Scale have been used as

'a measure of Motivation to Avoid Failure (MAF) in research on achieve— .

-‘Ament motivatio ermans et al 1972 Horner, 1972 Karabenick and
Marshall 197 |

- It was decided to use the revised Debilitating Anxiety Scale (minus

scale) of the Achievement Anxiety Test to measure the subjects Motivation .

'".to Avoid Failure (MAF) in the present study,vsince this scale had been pre—

l‘viously used for similar research (Hermans et al 1972 Horner 1972'

'bJKarabenick and Marshall 1974) As well this scale correlates highly f
"l‘fwith the Mandler—Sarason Test Anxiety Scale (Alpert and Haber, 1960)
.;i‘;which has also been used to measure "fear of failure" or Motivation to L

”fjf}Avoid Failure (Atkinson, 1974 Atkinson and Litwin, 1966) : Furthermore,*ff

13‘;the revised scale is shorter, seems easier to understand and generally

'5hrequires less time and effort on the part of the subjects than the Test

ghly correlated with the criteria, but not with each othern
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Anxiety Scale. These considerations were felt to be. important as the -

-subjects in the present study were asked to ‘complete four tests in a -

.fairly brief period of time. The ten itéms of the revised DAS’appear

in’ Appendix c. - - i

The Parent-Child Relations\buestionnaire II (PCR I1) B g;"

\«r.‘;
N

The Parent—Child Relations Questionnaire II (PCR II) is a self=--

report ‘measure ‘of the characteristic behavior of parents toward their

‘ \

:young children, as experienced Ry the child (Siegelman and Roe, 1973)
'b_The original Parent-Child Relations Questionnaire I (Roe and Siegelman,
1963) was constructed primarily for research purposes with adults who
 were asked to recall how their parents treated them”while they were

Ay, ) .

ese’ fit a. theoretical

growing up (especially.befOre~the age,o
" \

130 items and 10 subtests., The first 8y

original PCR I had

o

',model of parent-child relations develop-d by Roe (1957) and were labelled
fLoving, Protecting, Demanding, Rejecting, Neglecting and Casual The
other four subtests-— Symbolic-Love Reward Direct— bject Reward,

' Symbolic—Love Punishment and Direct-Object Punishment were based on .
'the work of Sears Maccoby and Lewin (1957) L jg

The PCR T was developed by an intensive search of 1iterature for‘

0
v

items that appeared to. be related to the PCR I categories._ These items

- were submitted to four "experts" for sorting‘or discarding. All of the

{

7 selected items referred to specific overt parental behaviors rather

Sed o

'f'than to parental attitudes or feelings. The authors felt that retros— "

', I

'5pective recollections would be more accurate if the subjects were asked

'T_lof these parent behaviors. PCR‘I reliability, validity, factor

g _r':vy .

}fjto recall specific parental actions rather than their interpretations

.5structure and normative data can be found in Roe and Siegelman (1963)’: EEIEE

i



~and Siegelman (1965 1973). Analysis of responses on the PCR I revealed

that parents were perceived differently by sons: and by daughters, and :

_'that there were some differences connected with same sex and cross sex be-

_haviors.‘ The analysis of the PCR I for several different groups con-

sistently yielded three factors. Two factors were bipolar Love-

’ Reject (LR) and Casual—Demand (CD), and the third orie' was unipolar,

‘ Attention (A)

The PCR I has been revised and shortened twice (Siegelman, 1973

'Siegelman and Roe, 1978) Factor analysis of. the 130 items of the PCR I

for three undergraduate college groups was used to. reduce the number of

"y.categories from 10 to 5 maintaining 3 factors. Items from the PCR I
.y‘with the highest factor loading saturations were included in each of

iathe five categories.

The PCR II consists of 50 questions with 10 items measuring each

. ( ’ E
' of the following parental behavior categories-‘ Loving, Rejecting, Casual ‘i'

Demanding and Attention. The three factors measured by the PCR II aré I

L Love—Reject (L-R) II Casual—Demand (C-D) and III Attention (AO Factor

Rk

scores are obtained by simply combining the raw - scores of those categoriesd'

that comprise a given factor.. Scoring details are given in the Parent- o

Child Relations Questionnaire II Manual (1978) ihf; 3;_;jszﬁf-; R

There are . four separate forms of the scale Father-Son, Father— .F‘?’

relations were being investigated in this study, the Mothé?—Daughter SR
form oﬁ the PCR II was used »ljs}}*hglﬁjf;:*iifff”i"ilifﬁb:é&ffff;i-fhﬁld"t;

Administration and scoring instructions are detailed in the Parent;fﬂ-f'af‘*

o '-Q’,—

Child Relations Questionnaire II Manual (1978) Kuder-- Richardson ']?;”

Formula 20 reliabilities are presented in Tables 2 3 and 10 of this P

R

Daughter, Mother-Son and Mother—Daughter.: Beeause only mother-daughtergfgf;, o

e




Manual (p. 11 and p. 18). These reliabiiities range from .63 to .97vfor

~ all samnles studied. The:content validity of the PCR II was supported

by the unanimous agreement of four "expert" judges that certain items

fit a given category. The construct,validity of PCR II hss been sunported
by the research‘findings ofFSiegelman’(1965, 1973) who has found the
factor scores of subjects reiate ip personalitybvariables in neaningful,

predicted ways.

PCR II Categories

i

1) .Loving -. Parents were warm, affectionate, and helpful respected
their: children 8 point of view and encouraged them to express it
ﬂrmade them feel wanted and important; reasoned with them ard explain-
ed harmful consequences when they did wrong things;d helped their
chiidren to live comfortahly with_themselves, and made it easy to
confide in thenm. | ’ - |
- 2) iRejecting ,7 Parents'were too busy to answer questions didinot
| spend any more tine with their children than they had to,‘ did not
take them into coneideration in making plans- ridiculed and made.
‘fun"of then; icomplained about them; paid no‘attention to them,“
‘and did pot try to help their children learn’ things. B |
‘3); Casual - Parents»set very»few rules for their children; gave them
'33 mnch-ireédom asvthey'wanted' let them off easy when'they did
somethingiwrong; let them stay up as” 1ate as they liked; did not
. . object when they were late for meals; were easy with them- did not
bother much about enforcing rules. | . S I
4) Demanding - Parents punished their children hard enoggh qhen they
o misbehaved to make sure that they wouldn't do it again~ de it clear

A

o ° i



7

that they were bosses; demanded unquestioniﬁg respect; punished
their children by being more strict about ;ules and regulations;
expected proopt‘and unquestioning obedience.

| 5) Attention - Parents spoiled their chiidren; relaxed rules and
»reguiations as a reward; gave them candy or ice cream ae a reward;
gave their cﬁildren special gttentioo as a rewa:d; rewardeo them
.byvgiving them money or ;ocreasing their allowance; gave them new

things as .a reward, euchnas toys (PCR II Manual, p.8, 1978).

"PCR II-Factors

I Love-Reject (LR) - a bipolar facgot. High scores are associafed
with parental 1ove, acceptance, warmth and nurturance towards the
‘_child Low scores are associated with parental rejection and hos-

g

tility toward the child ,K~/
11 Casual—Demanding (CD)' -~ High scores are aseociated with parental o
casualness( non-restrictiQeﬁess, permissi&eness,'granting of auto-
nomy, and lax diecipline‘toward the child. Low scores are associated
ﬁwitﬁ.pa:entel restrictiveness, control, strictoess and pon-permissiVe-
ness tovard the child. =
III ‘Attention_(A) - High'scores are assooiated with parental pﬁotective—
ness, solicitoosness and indulgence; bLow scofes are associated with
parental non-protectiveness (Roe and Siegelman 1963) o
Predictions for this study were based only on the three factors of
the PCR II as past research,had~shown these to provide as much information
as the five ch IIVcategories~separately_(Siegelman;‘1965: Siegelman,
1973). | | B 3
b

3
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Personal Questionnaire

This questionnaire requested background information and was _given
primarily to determine that’ the subjects moth;rs were the primary
parental influence in their lives during their early years. As well,
the subjects vere-asked aboutAtheir motHer's‘education level and work
history, their parent's marital'status,_their early religious and socio-
econgmic history. These questions were agked primarilyrsovthat additional
- demographic hypotheses, regarding the development of MS and MAF later.
in life could be tested In order that th§ subjects be encouraged to re-
‘call early childhood experiences, they were asked to answer the questions
as they applied to their lives prior to age twelve. .This was congruent’
with the PCR’Il which‘alsq.ashsf the subjects to thinkfespeciallyx'
about:the time before they were 12 when‘responding’(Siegelman»andzRoe:
1973) . | | | “

_ Hypotheses of’the Present Study o - v R : e

< . 4

Motive to Approach Success (MS) and Maternal Practices

14

. The literature suggested that MS in adult women might be associat- |

ed with distinct patterns of early mother-daughter relationshipsa‘ Gen— ‘

‘-erally, the mothers of females with high achievement. needs and behaviors

“

have been found to be more hostile, less’nurturant less affectionate

‘.and less protective than thermothers of females lower in'these attributes.ixfb
~(eg. Crandall et al., 1964;- Crandell»and Battle, 1970; Kagan‘and,Moss, .
1962' 'Martin" 1975); Earlykmaternal restrictiveness has alsotbeen }

- found to be associated with conformity in adolescent girls (Kagan—and

Ffeeman, 1963) and with "feminine"interests and dependency (Kagan and
Moss,.1962) With consideration for the literature cited the follow-

ing directional hypotheses were. proposed | |

i : a



Eypothesis # 1

}
Females who are high in the Motive to Approach Success (as measured

by the TAT) will recall their mothers as being more rejecting, more cas-
ual, and less attentive and protective (as indicated by their PCR IT
factor scores) tHan females low in MS.

. Eypothesis # 1.a: -Love—Reject Factor

cad

Females who are high in MS (as measured by the TAT) will have lower
‘scores on the Love—Reject factor of the PCR II than females who are low
in MS. o -“. : ‘ .' ‘ ‘ : . o'

Eypothesis f18B: Casual—Demand Factor

Females who are high in MS (as measured by the TAT) will ‘have -

k higher scores on the Casual-Demand factor of the PCR II than females

t

who, are low in MS.

~..:.- = Hypothesis # 1 C: 'AttentionvFactor
| | Females who are high in MS (as measured by the TAT) will have lower
scores on the Attention factorkof the PCR IT than females who are low t
in MS, - | | | |

Motive to Avoid Failure (MAF) and Maternal Practices

There have been few experimental attempts to’ examine MAF in females,

especially in relation to early childhood experiences. Kagan and

\

B Freeman (1963) did report that female children with highly accepting
? : Ul
: and affectionate mothers became adults who tended to withdraw from

: achievement tasks. However in view of the noticeable laek of litera-T‘
Ty ‘
ture in the area of female MAF the following non—directional explora- i
. %,

tory hypotheses were suggested

Eypothesis # 2

' Females who are high in the'ﬁgtive to Avoid Failure (as measured by

o e



© e

the DAS) will not differ from females low in MAF in %heir~r8C011€Cti°“5

v

of their mothers' childrearing practices (as*indicated\by their PCR II

factor scores).

~ Hypothesis # 2 A: Love-Reject Factor

Females'who are high in MAF (as measured'by‘thepDASé»will not

“differ on the Love-Reject factor‘of,the PCR II from females who are =~

@ N
. 1

low in MAF.
Hypothesis # 2 B: Casual—Demand Factor . -~ —
R J\_C,.z" L .

Females who are high in MKF (as measured by the DAS) will not dif-

fer on the Casual—Demand factor of the PCR II from fem!les who are 1ow

RS '*“

in MAF. SR

Hypothesis‘# 2 C:. Attention Factor‘

~ MAF.

Females who are high in MAF (as measured by the DAS) will not dif—‘

fer on the Attention factor of the PCR II from females who are low in

Motive to Approach Success (MS) and Demographic Variables

The subjects were asked to’ report their parents marital status,

- religious background and their mothers educational and employment

history, as research had suggested that certain demographic variables

Vare associated with achievement motivation (Motive to Approach Success);

vVeroff et a1,(1960) found that females from homes where the parents ,;.

&

were divorced or separated obtsined higher TAT ‘scores than females from ,

' intact homes. Jewish and Catholi; males were found to be higher in '

',achievement motivation than Protestant subjects (Veroff et al-, 1962) f

Females from higher socioeconomic backgrounds have been. found to obtain

-However earlier research had found Prd?%stant men to. be higher in this 'ffr K

'Motive than Catholic or’ Jewish men (Rosen,k1959 McClelland 1961)

T

Pl



A

higher need achievement scores than those from lower socioeconomic

~backgrounds (Rosen, 1959; Veroff et al.,-1960). Barducci (1967)

g{;)

, 3 : .
found that maternal employment was associated with high edutational

and occupational eapectations for young females. Higher devels of

- - maternal education have been found to be'positively'related_to intele

g Hypothesis i 3 B'~ Religious Background

<
Y

lectual mastery in femalesh(Kagan and Freeman, 1963), but negatively

: correlated withiacademic effort (Crandall and.Hattle,:l964)r Since the .

relationships between the demographic variables measured and. MS in

femalesg were not. always clear, the following non—directional explora—

(tory hypotheses were proposed

Hypothesis Ui 3

Females will not differ in levels of Motive to’ Approach Success

~

(as measured by the TAT) on the basis of the follpwing demographic

'variables parent s marital status, religious hackground‘ early

socioeconomic status and mother 8 education and work history

M

Hypothesis # 3 A 54 Parent 's- Marital Status o,

Females from homes where the parents were divorced or. separated

!

2 will not differ in MS (as measured by the TAT) from females reared in _

intact homes.:

e

Females from Protestant homes will not differ in MS (as measuredzm

' SRR N
. S . N

by the TAT) from females reared in Catholic homes.:

lMHypothesis # 3 C- Socioeconomic Status

Females from homes of differing socioeconomic status will not .:‘_w

| »h'differ in MS (as measured by the TAT)

; Hypothesis #\3.D' Mother 8 Work History i ( :

Females whose mothers worked while they were,growing up will not |

i
. . .



differ in MS (as measured'by the TAT) from those whose mothers never‘.
worked outside the home.

Hypothesis # 3 E: Mother's‘Educational"Level:

Females whose mothers had more years.of formal education will

not differ in MS (as measured by the TAT) from those whose mothers had

 less education.

wt “Motive to‘AvoidiFailure'(MAF)'and Demographichariables‘

) Fecause of:a?lack ofiliteraturehin the area, it Was:not'known how
‘théfchildhood demOgraphic‘variables under consideration would interact
with.later‘Motive to’Avoid Failure in adult femalesl The following
”:hnon—directional exploratory hypotheses were accordingly proposed

'-/

Hypothesis # 4

Females will not differ in levels of Motive to Avoid Failure
| .

(as measured by the DAS) on the basis of the following demographic’.

e variables: parent s marital status, religious background early

~ : % B .
c socioeconomic status, and mother s education and work history. , -

A#ypothesis.# 4 A Parent s Marital Status et

: Females from homes where the parents were divorced or separated
’ ﬁf will not differ in MAF (as measured by the DAS) from females reared °

g ‘in intact homes._,~'?

ﬂygypothesis # 6 B: Religious Background
) Females frOm Protestant homes will not differ in MAF (as measured

f by the DAS) from females reared in Catholic homes.;fi ;t,g

'V-Hypothesis # 4 C'k Socioeconomic Status

Females from homesdbf differing socioeconomic status willrnot:ti
S ! : T
o differ in MAF (as measured by the: DAS)

. \(’
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Hypothesis 4 D: Mother's Work History

D

Females whose mothers worked while they were growing up will not
differ in MAF (as measured by the DAS) from those whose mothers never

‘worked outside the home .

h Hypothesis # 4 E: Mother's Educational Level
. Females whose mothers had more years of formal education will not g

differ in MAF (as measured by the DAS) from those whose mothers had 1ess

’education. S L ,: .', | o o //// ‘
. Method of Analysis : . ' _ o : B | ".v' R

'Hypothesis # 1

.

- N y
The relationship between the subjects\ TAT scores and the three

‘PCR II Factor Scores was initially examined by means of a Pearson

~

o product moment correlation Correlations between the subjects TAT

hv;“# 1 A # 18 and # 1 C that high and 1ow scorers on the TAT would differ

2

'»scores and their scores on- the PCR II. Love~Reject factor the Casual -
‘Demand factor and the Attention factor were obtained to test Hypothesis
F1 A #1 B, and # 1 c, respectively. ki | | |

In addition,the subjects were divided into high and low scorers on -
:the TAT (low scorers were those below the total ‘mean TAT score; high |
;scorers were those above this mean) A one-way analysis of variance"
| was done ‘tor determine whether these‘groups varied significantly on their
mean PCR II factorvscores. B |

Following this; the fifteen highest and lowest Scorers gn ‘the TAT
nv;measure of MS were selected The mean PCR II factor scores of these L Y

'}dtwo groups were also compared by means of a one—way analysis of

"',variance. Both of these analyses were done to further test. hypotheses

“on their PCR II Love-Reject Casual-Demand and Attention factor scores, g SR

: respectively. f"'



v

Hypothesis # 2

Analysis to test hypothesis # 2 A, # 2 B and # 2 C was identical to
that described for the'hypotheseg 1 A, 1B and 1l C in the preceding

seetion, except that subjects were. grouped on the basis of‘their DAS

¥4

scores.,

iEyQotheSis #’Bv |

‘ Hypot‘:hesis.#>3 A, # 3B, # 3 cf# 3D aﬁa'# SE we‘re tested by
means of a one way analysis of variance._ Subjects were d%gided into
groups on the basis - of the demographic variables involved and the mean
TAT sco;es of these groups were compared to determine whether the:e was‘;d
‘a'significast'difference between fhem:, o |

" Hypothesis # 4.

Analysis to test hypothesis # 4 A, o 4 B # 4 C 4 D and # 4-
.E was, identical to that described for the # 3 hypotheses in the pre- )

ceeding;section, except\that»the mean DAS scores‘of the variouS'demo- -
. ':,v o ) ".

graphie:groups were considered'ih'the analysis.

‘"The level of signifieence was set at'.QS for all anelyses’doneling
" the present study.

)
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: CHAPTER IV _ o
RESULTS
.

Initially, Pearson product—moment"correlatiOns-between thersuba. N y
Ljects- Thematic Apperception\Test (TAT) scores and the three Parent—
Child Relations Questionnaire II (PCR II) factor scores’ (I Love-Reject
'II Casual-Demand and:III Attention) were. obtained ‘When no significant
correlations were found an additional set of correlations between the
TAT scores and the five PCR 11 category scores was computed ~The cor-
'_relations for both sets of analyses are shown in Table I. None of the
obtained correlations achieved significance at the .05 level 1 This
| result did not support Hypothesis #1 A, 1 B or # 1 c, which had
‘.proposed directional relationships between the subJects TAT scores and
| _their PCR II factor scoresl. B ]““f | | ‘ |

Pearson product-moment correlations were obtained betWeen the sub—

'jects' Debilitating Anxie_y Scale (DAS) scores and the three factor and .

five category scores of the PCR II (see Table I) None of the obtained,-
' ;correlations were significant at the 05 level Thus, these results
, supported Hypotheses . 2 A # 2 B, and # 2 C which had predicted that
no relationship would be found between the subjects DAS Scores> and
'their PCR II factor scores.“ |

‘Additional analyses of.variance were computed on each.of thevabove $;:_ ;i
» ’;hypotheses separately to confirm the results obtained from correlational .*

R 4
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'TABLE . I
\

4
\\

PEARSON PRODUCL-MOMENT CORRELATIONS (1), -
" SCORES,.AND PROBABILITY LEVELS (p) FOR
COMPARTSONS BETWEEN SUBJECTS' PCR II

SCORES AND 1)

TAT AND 2)

. N=40

DAS SCORES

>

PARENT-CHILD RELATIONS QUESTIONNAIRE II

) »

PCR II CATEGORIES.

'PCR IT FACTORS

Love -

Reject;

'Cqsua}

jDémand.f

Attention

L-R C-D A

-.169
= -1.06
.296

Nad =
VI T

"d
[

a2
LT
446

114

.705

. =.094

485

e 583
564

=173 -,

-1.08 -

137 .115
.851 -.713

-.173
-1.08.
400 480  .286

o et Rl
u

= .180

-1.37.

145

905

140

875
.387

-.597
.554

150 -
1.40 .803  .935.
L169 .427 356

935 -
356

222 .129 - ,.150

TAT

DAS

,

TABLE 1I

. ONE-WAY ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE OF THE
MEAN PCR II SCORES FOR HIGH AND LOW
SCORING GROUPS ON THE TAT

Ne40

—

'PARENT-CHILD RELATIONS QUESTIONNAIRE IT

i

~—r

ror 11 careoontzs

 PCR IT FACTORS

Love

Reject

Casual -

‘Demand

’-Atténtion‘

‘ L'R

}CTD v1'A  .

High
TAT 32.11
nh19"

‘"Low

. TAT 3i 62

L . -

.14,631‘"

>is,57 £-

CoFRoa0 a3

o op= 750 516}]‘

23.26.
22,95

>;f§05:
816

- 22.89

24,67

1.04
313

21.63
‘f22;95 

1.61

67.47 50.37
| 65.57 48,29

48 .58 =
490 451 213

21.63 ¢

22.95

1.61

s
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gypoéhesis ¥ 1

"o ..

e ammg—— e L

The TAT scores of the 40 subjects were arranged in order of magni—

tude The . 19 subjects whose scores were above the total mean TAT score

o of 6 08 were a;bitraribzlabelled the High TAT Group. The 21 subjects

whose scores;fell below the mean were labelled the Low TAT Group.

-

Next, the 15 highest scorers on the TAT were arbitrarily labelled

'

vthe Very High TAT Group and the 15 lowest scorers ~were labelled the |

Very’ Low TAT Group This was done to eliminate the subjects who were
‘very close to the median on the TAT in the hope that this would de- " |

fine the groups more clearly in’ terms of MS.  In order to test hypo- .
thheses #1 A # 1 Band # 1 C, the mean PCR IT. factor scores of the |
: ~:Low TAT and High TAT Groups (see Table II), and thbse of the Very Low

‘iTAT and Very High TAT Groups (see Table III) were compared using a

one way analysis of variance tehcnique When no significant results

’ were obtained for the three factors of the PCR II analysis were run.
P for each of .the 5 categories and the results are presented in Table II
and III as well

: gypothesis # 1 A

Females who are high in MS (as measured by-the TAT) will have lowefkj
rscores on the Love—Reject factor of the PCR 1 than females who are low

AinMS

' This hypothesis was tested by comparing the mean PCR II Love-Reject

‘Lr-factor scores (L-R) of the High (X = 67 47) and Low (X = 65 57) TAT

Groups (see Table II) : The results were not significant (F = O 48 *

..4g0) ' S S

4

' T‘ul Next the meaﬁ PCR II L—R scores of the Very High (X = 67 13) and

51



TABLE 111
oyE-WAY ANALYSIS OF VARTANCE OF THE
MEAN PCR II SCORES FOR THE VERY HIGH AND
VERY LOW GROUPS ON THE TAT

- Ns30v

PARENT-CHILD RELATIONS QUESTIONNAIRE IT

PCR II CATEGORIES - © PCR II FACTORS

; LoVe»‘-Reject; ‘Casﬁai Demand. Attention 1L%R

Cc-D

A

Very -
 High
.. TAT -

‘n=15

L

Very

. n=15 ;

P

F= .01 .28 .01 . .65 3,200 .0l
= .907 .60l . .907 428,085 . 912

32,20 15.07  23.20  22.67 21|53  67.13 50.53

Low 32.40 14.27  23.00 24.27  23.67.  67.47 48.73

.29
.59

21,53
23,67

3.20
.-085

TABLE IV,

~ ONE-WAY ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE OF THE MEAN

'~ PCR II SCORES FOR ‘THE HIGH AND LOW SCORING

R GROUPS ON THE DAS

Né40 .

PARENT-CHILD RELATIONS QUESTIONNAIRE II

S PCR I1 CATEGORIES o PCR 11 FACTORS -

: Lové,_‘Réject'v Casnal Demaﬁd Z:Aftéhtion_ fLékk

Cc=D.

,A _:

“High

DAS 30095 15.90 . 22.75 . 23.65 2235 - 64.55 49710

. n-zo R

fLow

: 147 119 .28 .06 00 2.07
.fP.?_ 233 74281 0600 . .BA3 . 964 . .158

02
Q901 ',:": ) Aa

.22.35

964?:‘.”

DA 32'75 14.55.;*.23;45Qﬂ3 24,00 © 22,30 - 68.40 49.45 22.30

‘H';n-20

e



the Very Low X = 67 47) TAT Groups were compared (see Table . III)

Again, the results were not significant (F = .01, p = 912), Thus,
\Hypothesis F3 1 A was not supported . : »
HYPothesis # 1B o .v. o e .

' Females who are high in MS (as measured by the TAT) will have

‘higher scores on the Casual—Demand factor of the PCR II than females

v

who are low‘in‘MS.

B R

"This hypothesgs was tested‘by comparing the mean PCR IInCasualé ‘

Demand factor scores (C-D) of the High (X =, 50 37) and Low (X 48;29)

w.TAT Groups (see Table II) The results were not significant 7 ;
(F = .58, p = 451 ' '» | :

s Next ‘the mean PCR II C-D scores of the Very High (X 50. 53) and
.vthe.Very Low (X = 48. 73) TAT Groups were compared (see Taple III)

;Again the results were not significant (F = 29, P =,.§94)._ Thus, -

ki

’ '.Hypothesis # 1 B was not supported

‘Hypothesis # 1 C

B Females who are high in MS (as measured by the TAT) will have lower :

vdscores on the Attention factor of the PCR II than females who are low

[

,inMS-_ .

This hypothesis was tested by comparing the mean PCR II$Attention v:.(> r,';,
f factor scores (A) of the High (x - 21 63) and Low (X = 22 95) TAT |
' Groups (see Table II) The results were not significant (F = 1 61
DA LN I R s
I 213) 7}”'f¥; ;ﬁ,ﬁ f _V,zxa:f-.:v‘"ﬂf‘f‘ ﬁA'; -h'*~;<f_-;a;

Next the meag PCR II A scores of the Very High (K = 21 53) and

ILVf:-the Very Low (X - 23 67) TAT Groups were compared (see Table III)

'["Again these results were not significant (F = 3, 20, p= .085) Ihus,;'mﬂyh)'f'\

.h}}; thesis # 1 C was not su orted. 'f*')ifffi:-)'}’1.'if-)(f»"':'i'_f':i“_-'i';'hﬁ':“



" Hypothesis # 2

The DAS scores of the.46 subjects pere’arranged in order of magni-
tude. The 20‘subjects whose scores were above‘the total mean DAS score
of 28.45 were drbitarily labelled the High Motive,to AyoidAFailure
(High DAS) Group. The 20»subjects whose.scores fell below the mean
nere labelled the Low Motive to Avoid Failnre (Low DAS) éroup.

Next,-the~15 highest scorers'on the DAS were arbitarily labelled
the Very High DAS GroUp,‘end the 15 lowest scorers were labelled the
Very Low DAS Group. This was'done to eliminate the subjecte who were
wvery cloee toothe median on the DAS measure~of MAF,‘in\the hope theb\\
this would define the groups more clearly in termsvof faiiure motivation

" In order to test hypothesis # 2 A &2 B, and #2 C the mean PCR II
scores of the Low DAS and High DAS . gropps, and those of‘the Very Low DAS"
and Very High DAS Grpups were compared using analysis of . variance y |

, ‘techniques, first for the three factors and~then for the five‘category ‘

;ecores-(éee Tables IV and!V).

.,Hypothesis # 2.A : n‘ | S g .bv Q‘I

- Females who are high °in MAF (as measured by the DAS) will ‘not
-differ on~thezLove-Beject factor of PCR%II from females who are low in
B This hypothesis was tested by comparing the mean PCR II' Love—

Reject factor scores (L-R) of the High (X = 64, 55) and Low (Xa- 68. 40)

DAS Groups (see Table IV) The results were not. significant (F - 2 07),

.158). o . R

] o °

Next the, mean PCR L-R scores of the Very High (X = 62, 07) and

the Very Low (X = 67. 73) DAS Groups were compared (see Table V). Again

i
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" TABLE V

ONE-WAY ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE OF THE MEAN

PCR II SCORES FOR THE

RY HIGH AND VERY LOW
SCORING GROYPS ON THE DAS

AV

‘ > : -\
PARENT—CHILD RELATIONS QUESTIONNAIRE II

PCR II CATEGORTES

B

" PCR II FACTORS

£

%

ONE-WAY ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE OF THE MEAN

TAT AND DAS SCORES OF SUBJECTS REARED
IN PROTESTANT AND CATHOLIC HOMES ‘

que Reject  Casual Demand Attention L-R C-D A

T ) ‘ '1 - . -

* Very
High 1 .
pAs  29-93 17.20 23.40  24.47 - 22.67 62.07 48.93 22.67
n=15 " ‘
Very . ‘
Low ' ' _
pas  32-87 15,13 22.40  24.53 21.73 67.73.47.87 21.73
n=15 i 1 ' :

CF= 2.53 1.49 63 .00 .52 3.2 .14 .52
P=" 123 232 433 97477 093 712 477

TABLE VI

f N=37
MEAN MEAN
§ TAT - . DAS
SCORES  SCORES
Protestant ,, |
n=23 ¥ - 7.39 28.87
Caf:hl:lic o
n=14 - 4.36 27.07
CFe 2,67 .70
P= : ..407

Jd11°
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\‘Hypothesis # 2 B

Q£
\ -
the results were not significant (F = 3,02, p=.093). Thus, Hypothesis

# 2. A was supported

a

in MAF.

Very Low (X = 47 87) DAS Groups were compared (see Table V). Again,

Females who are high in MAF (as measured by the‘DAS) will not dif-
) _
fer on the Casual—Demand factor of the PCR I1 from females who are low

/

This‘hypothesis was testeéjby comparing the mean PCR II Casual-

1Demand factor scores (C—D) of the High (—Kn 49 10) and Low (X = 49.45)

DAS Groups (see Table ‘IV). The results were not significant (F = .02,
p = ;901)

" Next, the mean PGR C-D scores\of the Very High (X = 48, 93) and

the results were not significant = .14, p = .712). Thus, Hypothesis

~ # 2 B was suppoxted;

Hypothesis # 2 C

'CAGroups (see Table V). The results were not significant (F “,'00’

Femal;s who are high in MAF (as measured by the DAS) will not differ

on the Attention factor of the PCR 1I from females who are low in. MAF

"This hypothesis was tested by comparing the mean PCR II Attention

. factor scores (A) of the High (X = 22 35) and Low (X = 22, 30) DAS

¢

p= 964)
Next, the mean PCR IT A écores of the Very High (X = 22, 67) and 7
Very Low (X = 21, 73) DAS Groups were compared (see Table V). Again, " o o

the results were not gignificant (F = .52, p= f477)‘; Thus, Hypothesis

# 2 C was suppoftedﬂ;



. Hypothesis # 3.

To test hypbthesis #3A #3B,#3C, # 3D snd # 3 E, the sub-
jects were arranged into demographic groups on the basis of their res-
ponses to ‘the Personsl Questionnaire (see Appendix E). Ihese groups
were then compared Sn.the basis, of their'mesn MS (aslmeasured by the
TAT) scores; using a_one—oay analysis‘of variance technique."

Hypothesis # 3 A

Females fromghomes where the parents were divorced or separated
will not differ in MS (as messnred by the\TAT)'from females rearedlin
intact‘homes. C /_ ' B ' , | ‘ | (

Theﬁe were not enough subjects from broken homes“(n=2)'in‘the

1present semple to adequately test this predictiOn. .

Hypothesis #3 B

Females from Protestant homes will not differ in MS (as measured

3

by the TAT) from females'reared in Catholic hOmes;

_ This hypothesis wes tested by comparing the mean TATﬂscores of
.the Protestant (X = 7 39) and the Catholic‘(x =. 4 361 Groups (see
Table V). The results were not significant (F e 2(67, p = illl)ou
‘ ‘ Thus,_Hypothesis #_3VB-yas supported.

pothesis #3c .,

// o <o~

’ Femsles frop homes of differing socioeconomic status will. not B

S

©

differ in MS (as measured by the TAT) |

This hypothesis was tested by comparing the mean TAT scores of |
subjects who reported being reared in Lower Middle Class (X = 6. 58),
Middle Class (X = 5.76) and upper Middle Class X = 6. 14) homes (see
| Table VII) The. results were not significant (F = 08, P -».924).

Thus, Hypothesis # 3c was supported.‘



 TABLE VII o R

ONEvWAX ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE OF, THE. MEAN o A
TAT AND DAS SCORES OF SUBJECTS FROM . -
LOWER MIDDLE CLASS, MIDDLE CLASS AND
N UPPER MIDDLE CLASS HOMES -

" Ne40

S o MEAN * MEAN »
s . . TAT .~ mas \
‘ . SCORES ~ SCORES L

Lower .
Middle - 6.58 28.17

.Class : N , - ‘ _ _ ‘
n=12 R o N

@ - Middle L | T
o, ~ Class 0 5.76 . 0 29.29 AT
. n,zl_ : : o

\‘ Uppér R o _ | D
| Middle s o s
Class 614 26.43
n=7

F= | .08 .53.

= 94 590 T

TABLE VIII

ONE-WAY ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE OF THE MEAN ; Coeete e e
TAT AND DAS'SCORES FOR DAUGHTERS OF WORKING AND S R
- NON-HORKING MOTHERS :

o

L

L A T neho

MEAN - MEAN
TAT - DAS
SCORES - SCORES

-+ . 'Working o , '

AR L Mother - 4,40 27,10

: ‘ : n=10. ' ' T
Non-Working e _ e

" Mother © - 6.63 - 28,90 .
n-30 K ) - ' o o : - K]

= . 120 '_ . .60
P= . 280 . 445




Hypothesis # 3 D

- .
4 »

Females whose mothers worked while they were growing up will not
differ in MS (as measured by the TAT) from those whose mot@ers never
- worked outside the home. |

This hypothesis was tested by comparing the mean TAT score of
subjects whose mothers had worked (either full or part time) outside
the home (X = 4,40) with that of subjects whose mothers had never work—
ed outside the home (x = 6 63) These results, which are presented‘
in Table VIII were ‘not significant (F =1, 20, P = 280) Thus, Hy;Z-’,V

thesis # 3D vas supported ¢

'gypothesis # 3 E

B Females ‘whose .mothers had more years of formal education will not

differ in MS (as measured by the TAT) from those whose mothers had less
beducation. o - | S

This hypothesis was tested by comparing ‘the meaanAT score of
Wsubjects whose mothers had completed high school (i = 6 32) with that

'of subjects whoae mothers had not gg\pleted high school (X = 5 86)

-’iThese results which are presented in Table 1X, were not significant (Fa 307,-‘=‘

1ipg .799) . Thus, Hypothesis # 3 E was confirmed

h.Hypothesis # 4 ffsi;/ﬂ];_ﬁbg o

‘)

The demogtaphic groups compared in the preceding # 3 hypotheses
iwere again compared by means. of a one way analysis of variance this

time on the basis of their mean MAF (as measured by the DAS) scores. r.i.

' Hypothesis # 4 A

Females from homes where the parents were divorced or separated will
¥

| not differ in MAF (as measured by the DAS) from females reared in intact o

af
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~  TABLE IX'
ONE-WAY ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE OF THE MEAN
TAT AND DAS SCORES FOR DAUGHTERS OF -
- MOTHERS WITH HIGHER AND LOWER EDUCATION LEVELS

!

N=40

- n - .
PAT  DAS
' SCORES - SCORES

. Higher . : REETR . :
- Bducation . C 6.32 - . 28.79.
nglg . \ . ) T ' s
LOW%:__ . -~ L . .
Education - 5.86 ' 28.14

F=\ 19 I "‘ “‘vv» .07 ‘ . , ;;.10
P« 799 152

ou



- ) ' ’ \
homes. .

There were not enough subjects from broken homes (n—2) in the
present sample to adequately test this- hypothesis,

Hypothesis # 4 B

Females from Protestant homes will. not differ in MAF (as measured
'1by the DAS) from females reared in Catholic homes.

This hypothesis was tested by comparing the mean DAS scores of
the Protestant (X'= 28 87) and the Catholic (X'=.27.07) groups (see
"Table VI) The results were not significant (F .70, p = .407). Thus,
‘xHypothesis # 4B was supported. ’ o | |

Eipothesis # 4 C . f' e

~

Females from homes of differing socioeconomic status will not »/;)/ .
‘differ in MAF (as measured by the DAS) | | ' |

This hypothesis was tested by comparing the‘mean DAS scoresvof.sub-
jects who reported being reared in Lower Middle Class (X = 28, 17), . |
qv‘Middle Class (X'= 29 29) and Upper Middle Class (X = 26 43) homes (see h}

j»Table VII) The results were not significant. *(F = .53,;p‘=‘.590).

"‘Thus, Hypothesis #4c was supported

r‘i_ipothesis # 4 D -f'f;s *5l<[‘ ',u,_}Tx;'ii:_'.' 2 .'ff:.,' |
5 Females whose mothers worked.while they were growing up will not
differ in MAF (as measured by the DAS) from those whose mothers never ,
e o deron g

This hypothesis was tested by comparing the méan DAS scores of =
‘f'subjects whose mothers had worked (either full or: part—time) outside |
:the home (x - 27 10) with that of subjects whose mothers had never’f7‘

worked outside the home (X = 28 90) These results which are given



: )

in Table VIII were not significant (F = .60, p = .445). Thus, Hypo-"
thesis, # 4 D was supported

Hypothesis # 4 E

' Females whose mothers had more years of formal education will not

*

———— e,

differ in MAF (as measured by the‘BKES_EEOm those whose mothers had
less education._ |

This hypothesis was tested by comparing the mean DAS score of
subjects whose mothers had completed high school (X = 28 79) with
that of subjects whose‘mothers had not completed high'school (_ 28 14)
These . results, which are presented in Table IX were not significant

(F 10, p =, 752) " Thus, Hypothesis‘# 4 E was supported.»l

|
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' CHAPTER V
DISCUSSION

Hypothesis # 1 - Motive to Approach Success (MS) “and Maternal Practices

None of the directional hypotheses concerning maternal childrear-
‘,-ing'practices and later .Motive to Approach Success (MS) in females were -
supported.

’ 4]

- Some authors have suggested that a certain degree,of‘maternal re-

jection, even hostility, might. be necessary to the development of

Vachievement motivation (MS) in ‘women - (Bardwick, 1971 Bronfenbrenne
l1961' Hoffman, 1972) As well several studies have found thatun- er—
nal coolness non—nurturance and rejection during the childhood ;%ars‘.'
'tends.to be associated with various achievement-related motives and
behaviors in females (eg. Crandall et a1 1964 Kagan and Freeman,
11963 Martin, 1975) However, the results of the present study do

; not . support the prediction that females who are high in MS will recall

»

‘less loving, more refécting mothers while those lower in this motive
. 'will recall more nurturant ' warm accepting mothers. o
One possible reason that these findings are not consistent with o

: previous research is that the{PCR II Love—Reject (L—R) factor may not

& ;define maternal nurturance in the same way that prior research has.~;-

'fvahe PCR II Love category (which loads on the upper end of the L—R
_factor) appears to contain a mﬁternal reasoning or. justification com—>

Lf;ponent which seems similar to th%%"nmternal justification of polic



variable that Crandall and Battle (1970) reported to be associated with
later high intellectual effort in adult females. For example, one
PCR II Love item states "My mother reasoned with me.and explained the-
possible harmful consequences when I did wrong things." (Siegelman
and Toe, 1973) |

Examination of'this.itemJSUggests that the PCR II'Love—Reject
| factor maylbe measuring maternal childrearing‘variables; other.than
" nurturance or rejection, which“affect the’developmentaof.MS in females.
It is possible that this'"reasoning" component‘of'the PCR II L-R
factor may have tended to cancel the effects of its "1oving—rejecting
" dimension on which the- prediction of the present study is based for
example. | |

Another possible reason for the non—significant relationship o
between early maternal nurturance and later MS in females in the present
.study may have been“the fact that a relatively small homogenous sample
group was utilized This sample group seems quite similar in terms of
the demographic variables considered As well these women likely |
provide a limited sampling of past mother—daughter experiences and a
- narrow range of both MS and MAF in comparison to the general female
population., These sample limitations may be a contributing factor in
' _the failure to find significant results in'the remaining hypotheses of
X ’this study, as well Even if significant relationships between the‘
TM;,"v.variables considered‘do exist in the general female p0pu1ation these

‘j;vsample limitations may prevent them from showing up in this study. :;va,

Previously, several authors had reported that parental restrictive—i R

:h_vness was associated with later dependency, low achievement aspirations

s

vbfand conformity Vhile parental permissiveness vas predictive of achieve_'ifyf7*

A
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1"-fﬁreported parental restrictiveness rather than simply focusing on’ maternal '

ment oriented behaviors in female children {Baumrind, 1971; Becker,
‘ . ; N

‘1964° 'Douvan and Adelson, 1966; Kagan and Moss, 1962) Kagan and -
Freeman (1963) found that early maternal punitiveness and restrictive-
'ness was associated,with adolescent conformity and dependency in
females. The findings‘of the'present study‘do not support the'predica.
tion that temaleshigher in.MS.tend to.recall more casual, relaxed_'
and permissive_mothers,JWhile subjects'lower in-MS tendfto recall more
' demanding, restrictive'mothers. |

Failure to find results in the predicted direction suggests that
the Casual-Demand (C-D) factor of the PCR II may not measure equiva-’ \‘
lent behaviors to those termed restrictive or permissive by other "
authgr%‘(stein and Bailey, 1972) ‘However, Siegelman and Roe (1978)‘

include restrictiveness and permissiveness as components of this factor. B

Two items of the Demand category (which loads on the lower'%nd of
- . oy | .
thenC—D factdr) category are:” l)ﬁ My mother slapped or'struck me when

°

I behaved badly. 2) My mother nagged or scolded me when L was bad.
"”(Siegelmah and~Roe, 1978) These items’ suggest a maternal hostility
c0mponent in the C-D factor. This means that lower C-D factor scores

Ko

‘could indicate both maternal restrictiveness and maternal hostility,

.‘which are associated with lower and higher levels of Hﬁh&nd&felated L

i /

. Achgracteristics in females, respectively (Stein and Bailey, 1972) In" -

: J.Pthis case, the maternal hostility cpmponent of the C-D factor may tend

to cancel th jlifects of its "restrictive-permissive dimension on 709

:awhich the hypothesis of the present study is based. l; j'i" ',_‘A,‘fw;v

A

Another possible reason for the failure to find support for previous

-Qj!research is that studies of achievement in female subjects have usually

¢
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behaviors as the present study does. Possibly; the behaviors and at-

- titude of both parents along this dimension need to be considered in -

relation to,female achievement motives and behaviors, in order to ob-
tain meaningful‘results. | |

| Early-naternal bahying:and protectiveness has.been found to be
predictive‘of:later ‘passivity and "feminine"'interests and to he
negatively related to intellectual achievement efforts in female sub;
jects (Crandall and B!ttle, 1970; Kagan and Moss, 1962)- The results :}
of: the present study do not provide significant support for the hypo— ;
thesis that females high in MS will recall less protective mothers than
those lower‘in this.motive,‘who are expected to recall*soliticious,'

N » , . ; - : :
protective and inddlgentﬂmothers.' However, analysis-of thecPCR II°

. Attention factor scores of the 15 lowest (X = 23, 67) and 15 highest

af

scorers (R'n 21 53) on the TAT measure, of ‘MS presented in ‘Table IIIH

'suggests a tendency-in the,predicted direction (F = 3,20,°p = .085).

This suggests that females higher in'MS tend to recall less attentive,

.protective mothers than those lower in MS This tendency is congruent

‘ .protectiveness is negatively related to later intellectual achievement

g with earlier research which suggests that early maternal babying and

effort in female subjects, But positively related to. later passivity,

"and "feminine" interests (Kagan and Mbss 1962 Crandall and Battle,v_.' e

small sample group which was too homogeneo 8. both in terms of overallf"":

MS and maternal childrearing experiences."Failurelto_find support for:}f;ff;f.x

B IR
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previous research may have. occurred because the maternal practices

considered in this study were defined and measured differently than

they ad’ been in prior studies

All | £ the non-directional null hypotheses concerning early mater—’

< nal hil earing practices and later Motive to Avoid Failure (MAF) in
. adult females are supported by the results of this study.

Kagan and Freeman (1963) found that adolescent girls who showed

i a. tendency to withdraw from achievement tasks had mothers who ‘had been‘g'

highly accepting and affectionate during their early childhood years..?'*'

_However the.results of the present study did not reveal a significant )

“(‘

drelationship between the subjects Motive tb Avoid Failure and maternal '

o

love or rejection (as measured by the PCR II L—R score) It was: felt

s that the relationship hetween maternal rejection (as measured by the
- ‘R

-PCR II) and MAF might ‘be: a curviline&i one. That is, that moderatei.
famounts of maternal rejection might be necessary to 'desensitize the
"female to failure, but extreme amounts might create a highly anxious

_individual whose anxiety pirvaded aI% aspects of her 1ife on that her

‘DAS score would resemble that of a girl whose mother had been more lov—

‘o

ing and nurtuxant3 No evidence of thial%@pe of relationship was found

jwhen theSe variables were;,lotted graphieally, however (see Figure I)

EEE

Extremes of maternal rejection and MAF were likely nof frequent

8 # 2 Motive to Avoid Failure (MAF) and Maternal Practices

et

67

w'ﬁ']in the presenb sample, and this may account for the non-sggnificant S AR

Y
o

"is'relationship found between these two variables. However examination

©

';vflowest scorers (X = 67 73) on the DAS measure of MAF revealed a near

7;‘.significant (F = 3 92, p - .093) difference (sEe Table V) This suggests e

'.o - :

K= 2N
RN

. "iﬂ,of the PCR II L—R factor mean scores of the 15 highest (X - 62 07) and ‘;';;”lﬁff"“
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.

hes

. a tendencz for subjects with low MAF to recall more supportive, nur-

turant mothers. These mothers reSpected their children's point of view
and encouraged them to express it, reasoned with them and explained,

the harmful consequences when they did something wrong, made them feel
wanted .and important and were easy to confide in. Subjects with higher
MAF tend to recall mothers who did not spend any more time with them than
was necessary, who ignored and ridiculed them and who did not help

‘them to learn new things (PCR II Manual, 1978, p. 8).

These findings’suggest that some maternal affection and support
may hanecessary if‘females are to deVelop confidence and security in
achievement situations. ‘However, some'authors"have suggested that‘tool
muchﬂmaternal love and acceptance may actually prevent female children

‘from moving away from the mother and may foster dependent non-achiev—'

ing patterns .of behavior (Bardwick 1971;  Bronfenbrenner, 1961

.Hoffman, 1972). It was felt that since ‘extremes of MAF likely. did not -

e

appear. in the present sample group, no definite conclusions could be

inferred -about the relationship of maternal love/rejection to 1ater

MAF levels in females.

Q

Hoffman (1972) suggests that mastery requires an ability to toler-
E‘

ate frustration which will not deve10p if a parent responds too quickly’

with help. It seemed that this type of "overhelp" might be typical of

overattentive protective mothers. Daughters of such mothers might

be unable, or unwilling. to face stress and threat of failure later

in life. . However, the results of the present study do not reveal a

significant relationship between the PCR II Attention factor and MAF,
as might be expected if maternal protectiveness is associated with

later fear of failure in females.- Again,_it is possible that since,

12
o .
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extremes of MAF were probably not frequent in this sample, any relation-
ship between these variables would not have been revealed by this study.

' Hoffman (1;72) feels thatvbecause_female children are somehow .
regarded as more fragile than males, mothers may tend to be more res-
trictive with theu. ‘Becker (1969) fouhd that fearfulness, dependency
- »and conformity were associated with parental restrictiveness for
children of both sexes. However, no significant relationship was found
. between maternal restrictiveness andinon—permissiveness (as measureds
by theiPCR II C-D factor) and later MAF in the subjects involvedjin
the present study.

In summary, all of the non~directional hypothesis concerning MAF
and early maternal childrearing practices were supported by this
research. . However because failure to find significant relationships
between these variables may have been partially the result of using a
small homogeneous sample in.terms of MAF and early mother—daughter

”experiences,'these results should be interpreted with caution.

Hypothesis #f3~and # 4 - Demdgraphic Variables

It was not possible to test the non-directional hypothesis con-(ﬂ/

\ Y

cerning parent's marital status and later MS and MAF in adult females,
!

. as there wvere insufficient subjects from broken homes (n=2) in the

) A
: present sample to do 80 adequately

. However the non—directional null hypotheses concerning the re-

lationships between early religious upbringing, socioeconomic status,
‘mother 8 work and educational history, and later Motives to Approach
Success and to Avoid Failure in adult females are supported This

'_suggests that for the presentvsamplevat least, 1eve1 of MS and MAF :

~are unrelated to the early demographic variabples considered;; The
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reasons for this lack of significance are not clear.

Religious affiliation may not play as important a role in the
'development of-achievement'related\motives as'it once did. Outstand-
ing achievements\inithe business world, the arts and the sciences have
generally been produced more by Protestants than Catholics, in relation
to their numbers in the total population As well there are higher

prOportions of Protestants ‘among university students, However, these -

differences tend to disappear when one considers representative sample

‘groups (Heckhausen, 1967) However analysis suggested a near sig-
’2nificant difference between the TAT scores of female subjects reared
in Protestant homes (Y = 7. 39) and those reared in Catholic homes
4‘(X = 4 36) . (See Table VI) This 1is congruent with earlier research o .
, which has found a Protestantvupbringing to be more conducive to the deVelOp—l
ment of achievement motivation than a Catholic upbringing (McClelland
1961 Rosen, 1959) The findings of the present study are not strongv

.enough to. draw any definite conclusions about the relationship between

religious upbringing and later MS in adult females, however

\

Mother 8 education level and work history may not be overly im—f -
'portant to the development of achievement-related motives in females.
~Many of the younger subjects of the present group grew up during the 'h
”period when the women's movement was coming to the forefront and

successful female career ‘role models wére more readily‘available out-
fside the home. As well it is’possible‘that mothers wh0'value achieve- :
ment highly without having worked outside the.home or having achieved

an especially high educational level may trpnsmit these values verbally

to their datijters. ‘;';,f‘ Tt T .“ﬁ "_ A oo

" The. lack of significantf‘findings relating mother v'sed'u'cational level N

“
~
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to later MS and MAF in adult females may, at least partially, reflect

sample limitations Because of the small number of - subjects in the

sample At was decided to only divide the group into two rather rough

educational levels (daughters of mothers who had completed high school'

and daughters of mothers who had not completed high school) . This was”
AN
done because subdividing the sample further would have resulted in

¢

extremely small sub-sample groups Considering only two educational

groups iikelycdid not provide fine enough discrimination to reveal any'

, relationship between maternal educational level and later MS or MAF in .

: females that may exist in the general population. S

The non-significant relationship found between socioeconomic status

and later MS and MAF Ain adult females may reflect measurement diffi— -

culties in this area. The Personal Questionnaire rehuired only sub-

-

Jective judgements of SES, and no objective crﬁteria; for judging

S \

earlier SES was provided For this reason,bsome inaccuracy or distor~ ”f

\\

} tion may have affected these reports. As well the socioqgonomic class Lo

'division reported in this study may have been more perceived than real

' ibdNone of the subjects reported that they had been reared in lower or

. upper class homes.. This suggests that a very narrow socioeconomic

- Tange was sampled by the present study. The. non—significant results .

-

may reflect this fact, rather than an actual lack of relationship between

ﬁthe achievement-related motives considered and early socioeconomic :

] k r

: class in the population as a whole.

4

In summary, no significant relationships vere found between MS
or MAF and early demographic variables. It is possible that early .
religion, socioeconomic status maternal educational and work history

may not have played an important role in determining the MS and MAF ;h

: of the present sample 3roup.' However, any relationship between these .
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variables that exists in the general female-population may not have

been revealed by this study because of the relatively small homogeneous :

sample group. N AT
Summaryof Findings R R R

The general lack of significant results arising from the present
study suggests that early mother-daughter variables may not be related
to the development of achievement-related motivation in adult females.
This research also suggests that the early childhood demographic variables ; '
of:k religion, socioeconomic status, mother s education, and mother s; .

»”

work history are not. significantly related to either MS or MAF Hdwever,

several trends were . found

:ll.‘ Females higher in MS tended to recall mothers who. had been less :

¥

'llr‘}protective while females lower in @§ recalled more protective i L

B g2;q7Females lower in MAF tended to recall more supportive, nurtursnt

"_tfindulgent mothers.,:f?lj ';;f‘ J': :j';lj B ‘}' -"_fff :

BN ..
LT

l'mothers, while females higher in MAF recalled more rejecting, non- -

e K N

' ;nurturant mothers.-].' <1'1 }-}fl,fi :"'1‘ SR VY\H R TR -

B 3."Females from Protestant homes tended to be higher in MS than those

from’ Catholic homes. "i.:f?:' ¢f‘g,v9 ”"'; o

These suggestive findings did not achieve statistical signifi-

,-cance, and 80 may be viewed only as trends which might be confirmed or

: "Limitations of the Study | e | M e
. lilhThe fact that this research used a small relatively homogeneous . '>5jg.§$§.%:

L

,‘negated by further research on a larger, more representative sample

E}

"middle clasé group limits its genersl applicability.“ Variations

kgin social class, rural-urban residence,‘family structure and et'-t7

N 3
. . N S N . b L 4
B - - i . . o . Lo i :
. o A . P L ) L Cw v ) . . v .
. g AT ' t ) s

#®
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i It was felt that these subjects were likely higher in the Motive

|

\

'may make generalizations from this study inappropriate..

.

The present sample was felt to be very limited both in terms of

levels of achievement—motivation, and in terms of childhood,ex— -

perience. 'The-fact that only University of Alberta_edutation
' students were used in this study may have influenced the results

" by limiting the range of achievement-related motivations sampled

to- Approach Success than the female pOpulation in general but

| ,:lower in the motive than women “in less traditional majors (Martin,ﬂ

:1975) As well it was felt that this sample s Motivation to Avoid

"?this group was drawn

“f These women considered themselves to be from middle class homes and

,Failure was limited, since subjects very high in this motive likely ‘

would not be found in the competitive academic setting from which

[V

L this makes it probable that the maternal childrearing patterns

B were similar. What appears to be a high level of "maternél re—'t

._jection in a middle class sample may not be considered high in a |

'*lower class sample, for example.

: The Psrent-Child Relations Questionnaire II measures adult retro--i-”"~=

¥

"‘spective reports of early parental behavior. It is probable,that

| 'some distortions and inaccuracies occurred in these reports, in _f;"

_Manual (1978) Retrospective recollections ‘of childhood experiencesp_,f'j
; are probably never absglutely accdgite. However, the PCR II asks the

'”-subject to recall overt parental actions rather than her inter—'

-Epretations of this behavior, or perceived parental attitudes and

feelings, and this may eliminate some of the inaccuracy inherent in

D T
TN
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-J;,spxte of excellent reliability aad validity reported in ‘the PCR my




this type of measure.;'

‘The Thematic Apperception Test was used to measure the Motive ‘to

Approach Success, and there has been _some question about the re-

.jliability and predictive validity of fantasy—based measures of

2 L3

fachievement motivation (Entwisle 1972) There was considerable

1'dvariability in the scores obtained by using this measufe. (The

"mean TAT score of the 40 subjects was 6. 075 and the. s. D of thisb

.

'measure ‘was 5. 52) This variability mAy have prevented TAT score

",uses one additional stimulus picture and the subjects projective o

34famined Family size sex of siblings, intelligence paternal child-“

J:differences that existed between the groups considered from achiev-
‘ 'ing statistical significance. ,"

, It has been suggested-that the traditional method of scoriﬁg the.
,0TAT for MS which\yas developed using male subjects may not be ap-

| T,v‘propriate for females (Alper, 1974) Alper has developed a method e

,iof scoring the TAT specifically for female subjects. Her method

: >)

-Lstories are scored onlygspr the presence or absence of an overall

":‘.:

! achievement theme . Alper s (1974) study suggests that this new fg
’iscoring system may overcome some of the difficulties involved in |
‘measuring the achievement motivation of female subjects.,pl‘" -
:fThe mother-daughter relationship may be only one of many contribut—.v;l
fing factors in the develoPment of Ms and MAF in females.' Child |
";jfdevelopment is complex, and in order to understand its relationship

:»to later achievement—related motives 1n adult females many more B

'vcontributing vari bles will probably need to be isolated and ex-

i‘v

'731rearing attitudes, behaviors, educational and. occupational historya

| ;urban-rural residence, and nationality of origin are some possible

| i"factors of this sqrtg n

X S

A 5

o
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+ 6. Data from fathers was not included in this study. This may be con-
sidered a limitation since it has been suggested that girls with
_high achievement motivation may tend to identify with their fathers

(Hoffman 1972) ' L : .

‘Implications forrFurther"Research

1,/ Further research done in this area should uge a larger, more hetero-
geneous sample group. A more heterogeneous sample would provide a
' )
more Varied sampling of recalled childhood experiences, and a, wider~

.

' range of achievement-related motives (both of MS and MAF) Future -
! R

/

samples should include women from more traditional "feminine" and‘
| less traditional "masculine" occupatﬁgns as research suggests that
_‘these groups v&ry significantly in their levels of achievement - : o
motivation (Martin,_1975) Also it seems likely that theseégroups
would vary in their levels of MAF As well inclusion of women
from more divergent early socioeconomic backgrounds would.provide‘
a broader range of maternal childrearing patterns then was sampled
bythis study._.v R D
'2, Alper 8 (1974) method of sdoring the TAT for female subjects could
; be utilized for future res::rch in this area.\ As well a behavioral"f;,
| measure of achievement (such as grade point average) should be 1nelf"
¢1uded in further studies to supplement the data gathered by a pro-vlaifbf "’>‘
jective measure of Motive'to Approach Success such as the TAT N
,~5{ A more detailed questionnaire for gathering background demographic
information should be used a8 well Such an instrument should

provide,the subjects with objective criteria to assist them in'

’i clasaifying their families.‘ These oblective criteria might help : r?;}f

',;; tp eliminate inaccuracies and distortions in the SQEiects retro—”i.

Vo




spective reports. . # . : ‘ . ‘
.‘4w~ More longitudinal studies.are required to adequately examine the
relationships between early maternal variables and the deve10pment
of achievement-related factors in females., These types of studiesl

eliminate the necessity for retrospective reports of early childhood

I

_experiences. Unfortunately, considerations of time, eXpense and

',-convenience often make this»type of research_impractiCal;-
- . . ‘ : . D - ) Vo

st

Conclusion

The results of this research did not indicate any significant re-

' lationship between childhood demographic variables or ‘the early mother-

: daughter relationship and later Mbtives to Approach Success and Avoid

f,i“Failure in adult females. There were, however, some suggestive trends o

- .which could be examined further in future studies.'

»_/ .’Oa . N
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