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The dependent v;riable}d t’ne study were school report grades self esteem ratmgs of

chﬂdren chxldren 5 perceptlon o[ thex}' famnlxes and teacher and parent ralmgs of chrld
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. Chtldren from one p' - ent famxhes v1sxted wrth thetr noneustodta.l parent an average of T

31 3 days per year and chrldren from remarned famrhes vmted w:th theu noncustodtal :

f,, » parent an average of 19 8 days per year Teacher rattngs of ehlldren trom one parentl‘ . .
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L »dur ng the dtvorce process and fmally Jmh,gﬂtn one parent or remamed famtltes Accordmg "'_*.

) ncuontng m mtact one pzent and remarrted farmheé The aspects to be consndered in thc o

: 'Def mtttons

.. o |

A current concern of mcreasmg mterest and tmportance to mental hea%h pracutloners and

4

famtly mto other arrangements tncludmg parenta“l separat}s and\ dtvOrcf ltvmg in a
o

»'one parent famtly, and hvmg in a: remarrted famrly The present research study is a

. _comparattve analysts of school aged chtldren llvmg tn mtact one- parent and remarrted

/

"-forms The present chapter 01:orov‘1des the context and general onentatton for the research
.study. Accordtngly, Chapter I lS di.vrded mto the followmg l'our secttons\ A Statement of the ‘

Problem ,B PurpoSe and Quesnons C General Ortentatton and D Cons_eptualtzatrons and

.»*‘.“

L . .Av- . Ce e

"’*_-"A Statement of the Problem . oo

oy R . g-_ H EE, v.

The number of famtltes gomg through {ranstttons of parental separatton leOl‘CQ and o :

remarnage IS tncreasmg (Spamer & Gltck 1981) Chtldren parttcrpate m famtly "aﬂSluong

-

' k

KB

y chtldren s f uncttomng tn school. and at home — two major settm tp the hves of chtldren

R R

'-;'famtly researchers is, how famtly members expenence changes from the tradtttonal nuclear ‘

‘ltck (1979) a pro_tected one- thlrd of the chtldren 18 years of age in: 1990 wrll have ltved

'?w' h a dtvorced parent The focus of the present Study lS on vartous aspects of chtldren s‘:' |

P .sent study are chtldren s academtc achtcvement thetr self est&m how they percetve famtly . o

.. : -process (mteractton) thetr sattsfactron wrth thetr famnhes and thetr behavtor as reported by _ _ o

? ! . N

» - o e .
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'.famtlres The major emphasrs of the study wrll be on chtldren s f uncttomng in vartous l' amtly . -~ _‘ £

S

"begr!nmn’g wrth marttal drscord m the mtact farmly (two btologtcal or adopthe par&s)

- .teachers and parents These aspects have been selected because they tmde measu{cs of o

Many studtes have been conducted on vartou§) aspectst ol‘ chtldren hvmg u\ qu T

~° . o
N Lo . ". : ) o

BRI

" oné- parent and rernarhed éamtltes but fmdtngs from prevtous research studtes are generally 7



comparrsons between chtldren drvrng m rntact famrlrés wrth c'r o 'o.'.have expenenced S
' drvorce and lwe m erther one parent or remamed famrlres The basrc problem to be addressed

m the present study 1s\whether or not famrly form rs rmportant to chrldren s f uncuonmg

e

B Purpose and Questions b- o R R AT

The major purpose of the study then is'to deterngne the relatronshrp between famrly

form and chtldren s academrc achrevement self esteem ptrceptrons of - famtly process "‘

f'f. satlsfactron Wrth the famrly, and behavror reported by teachers and parents Frrst the study

: -—.—-’

s erl set out to detérmrne if chrldren drsplay‘drfferences on vanous mcasures across famrly

- RY .-

f orm ~and 1f chrldren can be grouped rnto dlstmct farmly forrns on the basrs of the measures
A second purpose of the study rs to compare chrldre.n f rom mother father and Jornt custody

arrangements on the dependent measures A thrrd purpose of the study is to mvestrgate the

R4

relatronshrp between custqdy and access vanables (1 e number of years rn the new famrly,‘__b - |

o~

satrsfactron.,wrth custody and access arrangements and trme spent wrth the noncustodlal

parent) and the measures Four»thly, the relatronshrp between the level of marrtal adJustment
L and the measures will beexamrned . _' e R
It is rmportant to mdrcate\at the outset how f mdmgs of the present study may- add to e

the exrstmg body

research The present study has potentral conttrbutrons as a result of the v ]
_ features' | ' N v - PR
the sampl 1s not chmcal but \drawn from the normal" local populanon

2 socroeconomrc status is’ controlled by selectrng only. those chrldren who are- f rom schools

3 , ™ mrddle \:lass nerghborhOOdS " s o /“ -,
3 l'j'the instruments have satrsfactory relrabrlrty, and i . : \ S : ‘
e _"_}'14._ ,»a n:ultimodal measurement approach ts used —_— academrc achrevement | self esteem chrld
~ , . . .'..perceptrons of the farmly. and= teacher and parent rattngs&of chrld behavror | | A
| For these reasons results o; the present study erl provrde \a umque contnhuuon to the» _:

PRI



. . o . . t P ) . ' N " . o, L .v . ‘
PR . . '/‘, L Tl

existmg body of research tn the arca of famrly transmons .In so domg. the followmg

quesuons wrll be addressed B s ‘

L '1'. '_7Do chlldren f rom mtact one parent and remamed farmhes srgml' lcantly drf l'er l‘ rom each
%, L other o» '?facademte ac"evement sell’ esteem percepuons of famlhes, and behavnor in. ‘

e ‘.-'Vschool and at home" oy U

-

Ci ‘\"Z.-’.,Do chrldren .ﬁrom’ mother father and Jomt custody arrangements smmflcantly dlf l”er _
. : f‘"_..-'"from each othéi on academtc ach(evement selt‘ esteem percepttons ol‘ famtlles and e

_'behawor m school and at home"
y. P

’.Are there sngmf 1cantfrelatlons ps between the f ollbwmg four vanables

years in. the new f armly,

chrld sattsfacnon wrth access
.'z' . A

' d trme spent thh the noncustodlal parent . :J S S o

R R R - ‘e
i and- academt ;

achrevement self eSteem percepttons of famnhes and behavror in scthl
e v : L. N s T
r_and at home of’ chlldren in’ one-ﬁrent and remarrted l'amtlxes" \_ " N R :

o Lt A PR { A . W

< 4. vIs there a sxgmflcant relattonahxp bet»veen the level ol‘ mantal ad;ustment and academtc

' l-achlfement se'lf esteem perceptlons ‘of’ famthes behavtor in. school and at home of

.

: _.A‘Chlldl‘en hvmg fn *intact and remame‘f amlhes"

'1_ N A basxc prermsc of the present study 1s that Chlld measures (e g school gradcs

Yy - self esteem) reflect a,»complex mteractlon between and among four levels or dtmcnsxons — the
: ".l

mtramdtvrdual (e

vage se'x« mnate ablltty. personahty) mtrafam;ltal (rclauonshlps wnth :
srblmgs. parents) extended famlhal (felattonshlps w:th uncles aunts., grandparcnts), and

- s extrafamllthl (retatlonshlps wnth peers teachers members of the commumty) Onc can

: H

_’measure vanous chlld tnbutes but these measurementg are not tsolated or umtary tRathcr RN

T 0
- ‘they reflect a complex combmatlon ot“ the four levels:or c{lmensmns mentloned abovc, o
S PR S LR L T I B S S U .
3 : k‘: : . . : ! i ( B i : r . " : A..‘ v. ) M a7 ‘ - ...~ :.l
9"'; . lw ' . : . : S
B [} .-’ A ‘2‘ . o \
i il » E . )
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' the four levels Even though the measures seleeted for the study drsplay a complex

mvestxgatron of the 1mportance of a structur_

A

| The snapshots of chrldren hvmg m vanous fatmly forms presented for analysts tn‘ R

\

mtrafamrhal levels more than the extended‘{xrmhal Or extrafamilral levels An m;depthe " no

A
provxde a fll'st step in understandmg how famrly form mfluences chrldrgn

3

form (mtact one parent rerrlarned) to chtld. ;

t

mvolves

mfluences the 1ndmdual Inqaddmon to mteractrons between mtramdmdual mtrafarmhal R

KT

extended farmluh and extrafarmlral there are mteractrons and qrecrprocal relatronshrps wrthm : L
' each of these levels thhxn the mtrafamrltal level for example farmly systems theonsts_ '
assert that mteracttons between chrldren and. parents between srbhngs, and between parents

e are prtmary in understandmg behavror of any one parucular member (Fxsch Weakland Segal B

1982 Madanes 1980 Palazzolt .Boscolo Checchm & Prata 1981 Watz.lawrck Weakland &

‘» 'I‘he maJor pomt b be made regardtng the .general onentatron of the present research

. study lS that famtly form lS only one _e}ement among many complex recrprocal mfluences that A

[

affect chtldren The specrftc elemg{ of famrly f orm has been selected for mvesttgatlon 1n the

present researeh study The rauonale for “

m terms of therr academxc aclnevement Ce

mtbrrplatlonshlp between the self and the socxal structure to whrch the mdmdual R

€ extsts a recrprocal relatlonshrp between the self and socrety accordmg to"'--

study is that the 1mportance or‘\lack of

- the present research study do not provrde ,data whrch are completely exclusrve of any one of '
) combmation of all four levels mcludmg a chxld s htstory, intrapersonal dynamxcs and, S
' ’- exammatton of the mtrafamrlial extended fagnhal and\extrafanuhal levels is beyond the’_'-' by
' scope of. the present study Fmdmgs pertarmng pnmarrly tQ the mtrapersonal level of analysrs'_"» e
A major thrust of the present research study 1s to determme the rmportance of famlly 3 e

L ', self esteem percepuons of famrly proces/ tis actxon wnh therr famrhes and behavror. An‘f'_: e

dtmensxon (e g famtly form) necessanly"u_-

e,

role and symbohc mteractton theory (Allen & Van de Vlrert 1984 Burr 1972 .' i

C o \Stryker . St 'tham 1985) 'I'hat 1s an- mdmdual 1nf1uences the famrly and the famrly



l

:;.é_»_‘j‘tf-“"i"""f."_":"'across farmly form is required tQ help m understandmg chtldren s expenence of famrlym-'"
.,_ - L o ;.' . :
R ;transmons L SO A

Eh Lexgh and Day (1984) | "desptte substantral concern about the consequences of marttal-'f B :
5 v‘:_';“_;in?tabrhty l‘or chrldren lrttle systematrc theory has been developed that adequately‘_ {.;_.:.-_g::
, . ' conceptualrzes thts area of i tnqurry (p 1) Much of the recent worlr on conceptualtzatton uses‘"; ‘

~ S | theoretrcal\proposmons from famtly stress and copmg lrterature (Buehlér Hogan Robmson . W

"f rmportance of farrnly form lS not yet k ow due to the Iaclr ol‘ cOnsrstent and concluswe‘;-.-._:

E __:'resultst from exrst;ng research Theref ore more research whrch focuses on companng chxldren.:f{'».

£

Moreover in addrtron to a lack of consrstent and conclusrve results l' rom experrmental .

"'-Studres research in thrs area also lacks clear theoretrcal dtrectton Accordmg to Peterson PRt

Sk Levy. 1985; Kraus 1979 McPhee 1985; Peterson Lergh & Day. 1984) These theoretrcal S

\ 'f-f'-‘formulatrons presup Qr‘at drvorce or famtly transmon is a stgmfncantly astressf ul event in '
‘ the Irves of . parerrls and chrldren Thrs presupposrtr‘on may or may not be true 1n lrght of the:_:'_"_
- state of research at the present\trme Theoretrcal formulatrons tn thrs area of research are m AR
~ 2o T
= / need of a solid research base That 1s the\current level of knoWledge regardmg the expenencc
:-". e ¥ \qf chrldren in. vanous ;amrly forms is at 4. s'tate where grounded theory (Glasser & Strauss':
Ca 1967) ogthe development of theory based upon systemau‘cally obtamed and analyzed data ts.'“
BEESEER L o
e' .? an apprqpna altematrve Perhaps the results from the. present research study wrll atd in thrs'_/ s
3 - 'D Conceptuahzatrons and Defimtions S T '-*;"' o
- The purpose of thrs sectron is to present conceptuahzatrons and degguuons Wthh{:_'j

o - Ahrons (1983) L ‘(“ R .
Dworce can be eonceptualrzed as a normatrve transxtlon or change lt may be seen: as,

€5 s T drvorce hke other transmons can brmg unhappmess to chrldren and it does demand

o a change rn famtly structure rules and roles These changes. howewer do not mean , '

a transruon lrke many other normal farmly changes such as death in the famlly, B

'gurde the research Flrst dtvorce rs conceptuahzed as a normatrve transmon A.ccordmg to: e




at

': o mvolves the change or expansron of the traggronal nuclear famrly (or mother father

! that the drvorced famrPy 1s "bad 10T ! srck" Dworce may be seen as a process whrch» e

L R

' and chrldren) from lxvmg m one resrdence to what may be termed abutuclear famrly f

apart lf either or both parents remarry, then the bxnuclear famrly also mcludes,'

L~ —

The keywm'ds in Ahron s def mmon are normatrve and transrtxon The emphasrs on the

normattve nature of dworce would suggest that dworce ,ts not mherently pathologrcal, rather it

ts a transmon or change that could be growth producmg One could consrder how dnvorce :

N

posmvely affects chlldren accordmg to thrs conceptuahzatron In addmon dxvorce st

i

conceptuahzed as a transmon rather than as a smgle event Drvorce occurs over a penod of
R i

t'me and mvolves vanous changes m the ways famrly members relate to each other These

changes in roles could mrtrally create drffrcultres but ultrmately could proV1de benefrts for

chtldren and pareﬁs

'-"','.The btnUclear famrly sttll mcludes both btologrcal parents even tllum they ltve : L

o -'stepparents and step/half sr’bhngs. (p 1060) v' s i,-" s _‘ v SRS

A consrderatlon of leOI‘CC rs germané to the present study for two reasons Ptrst and e

N Y,

" most obvrous a large percentage of chrldren hvmg m ore- par‘em and remarrred £ amrhes have

by defmmon experrenced the transmon bf the drvorce' process A second—and more subtle

reason for consrdenng drvorce i that 1t ‘may “be drfftcult to dxsentangle ‘or. separate the

expenence of drvorce»from the expenence of, hvrng in a one parent or remarned famrly There

1s really no famxly fqrm in whxch chrldren lwe after drvorce but before they hve in.one- parent

N

Cos

on a number ot‘ structural tﬁmenstons (e g.. boundanes role relatronshrps etc) these

famrhes Therefore even though the muluple mthences of drvOrce and etther one parent or

3 remamed famrly hvxng are drf«frcggt to drsentangle 1t 1s rmportant to reahze that chrldren m

postdxvorce famrhes have exper ced parental drvorce in .therr hves i

A second concept used m the study is’ farmly form Famxly form can be any of the’

f ollowmg._'?

brologtcal mother or father and chrldren) or remarned (elther the bxologtcal mother and/or

fa>ther remames and chrldren) Even though mtact one‘parent and remarrred famxlres drffer

el

iy mtact»- (12 brologrcal or adoptrve parents and chrldren) one parent (erther the .'

5



‘

- Accordmg to Sussman (1971)

0 »1979 Lewrs Beavers & Gossett"
-..Santa Ba.r.b{a( & Skmner -1’98‘5 ca.n Altkel'

s 'Thcrefore the assumptton thmhcre s one optrmal famtly form /s not bemg made in: the

‘ present study A R

o ‘_'-~;Culture»Free Self Esteem Inventory (Battle 1981) A composnte score addmg scores on L

""'3:self-esteem and parents r_home related self esteem items is the oper;?nal defmmon of h s

. : self esteem for the study Cluld percepuons of famrly process lS tndtca

o de/nmoh of chtld

o -of chxld satrsfactron wnh the famnly for the present stud

e

_’drfferen’c‘es nwd not unply uthat one famxly fprm is -better than another for children

Y

:.An endurmgly pluralrstrc socrety must recogmze that, mdmduals of dtfferent
_,,_capaprlft'fes and mouvanons rnay fmd self fulftllment in any one of famtly forms
S currcn'tly in exrstence m Amerrcan socrety (p 51) : ol \ \\ C L

at
SN

o 'I‘hat 1s hearthy famrly functtomng as defmed by a number of famtlwswmhem (Barnlfill

1976 _Olson..«Russe___ _.f:-& Sprenkle \1983‘ Stemhauer

‘ tst m any of the vanous farhuy forms ‘

“e . . . B oy T ot . \s e ~ o
e .

-

Along wrth tlTe prevrous conceptualrzauons a thtrd task of thts sectton lS to ptovndc

—_— \ -

defmmons of the measures selected for the present study —_ \academtc achtevemem

< N
self esteem chlld percepttons of famrly process chtld sattsfa,cttom w:tw famxly. and: ",j
)eacher and parental perceptlons of chlld behavror». Academlc achtevement ts\lngqi:ated by .

teacher assrgned grades m the language arts mathematrcs socral -s'tudtes and scnence A -

’com&srte score. addmg grades m the four areas is - the operauonal defmmon of academnc

achtevement for the present study~ Self-esteem rs mdlcated by children s scores on tlic
'general self esteem socral or lneer related self ~esteem academtcs ‘or school related

by scores on. the PR

o ..Farmly Assessment Measure (Skmner,r Stemhauer & Santa Barbara 1983) A composttc score : .

,addmg scores -on  task. accomphshment role performance commumcauon affcctwe

R e

expressron affectrve mvolvement control and values and norms ttems rs the operattonal SO

,A'cepuons of - Hmtly process for the study Chtld- sausfacuorl thh the

Family, is 1ndtca1.ed by scores of’ the; Farmly Safl!factton $cale (Olson & Wllson 19821 A ki

“com/posrte score addmg scores on cohesron and adaptabrhty ltems is the operauonal def mttion .‘ &N

R

‘eache: and parcntal percepuons '

Sy gt
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e

of chlld behavnor are mdtcated by scores on the Hea.lth Resources Inventory (Gesten 1976) A :

co\nposrte score addmg scores 0n good student gutsy. peer socxabrhty, rules and frustratron )

\ g.

tolerance items ns ‘the Operattonal def‘tmtton of chrld behavror as percexved by teachers and

parents o P \

-

The measures mclude mdrcators of the funetromng of chrldren at home and in’ school’ .

and th ‘“functromng of therr famrhes as percetved by the chrldren "themselves More'

-Q-,,

B mformatron‘ on the measures and therr subscales ts provrded m Chapter bii§ of the present' .

\‘

- hed

1dentrf y the maJor tssues and to provrde dtrectton for the research study The next chapter isa-”
' A

revrew of the pertmen{ hterature and research RRETA '_ "', L

§

- . PR RIS k T
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AL Dlscordant Intact Famlhes and Chrldren AR e - A ; .[,'.: : '\ |

| '..,__II'.‘_Reri"e'w. of the L‘lteratu're.and Research

Vo

o T . T I L L
. . . . . <y

The purpose of the present chapter is 0 revrew ex.rstmg lnerature and research on l‘amrly;* |

current hv‘ing\ arrangements are, revxewed In addmon to consrdermg Tamrly trarlstttons in the
, .

forms of parenta]..a».;drvorce one parent and remarrted famtl\llvmg. the revrew thtdes,

i3

research on chrldren i mtact famtlres A sectton on the expertence of chrldren llVlng m-

-

dtscordant mtact famrhes is mcluded m the revrew to provrde mformatron on chtldren ltvmg m_"v L

an envrronment wtth parental conf'lxct whtch may not lead to the separanon and drvorce ol‘ SR

7

- . . LR

The revrew of lrterature and research is orgamzed m a sequenttal manner accordmg o

the folh/mg f‘ou.r maJor secttons A Drscordant lntact Famrlv;s and Chrldren B. The Eff, ect"»" |

’ of Divbrce on. Chrldren C One Parent Famrlres and Chlldren and D‘ .Remarrted Famrhes '

™.

and Chrldr@ For each sectron of . the revrew general mf ofmation wrll fi trst bg,presented af ter
whrch results from specrftc expenmental spbdtes wrll be summarnzed and dtscussed The term

xmnmental studres 1s used to desrgnate specrfxc research studres f or whrch data are collected

% f and analyzed and to dtfferenuate these studres from artrcles whrch only\ review the research

-,

L

The chapter wrll conclude tﬁb hypotheses whrch are _based on the tnformatron and k\gwledge

curlrently exrstmg in the resegrch: lrterature

Lo . LN
LA . . T o ¢ ~

. -

The purpose of thrs sectron of the revrew 1s to exafmne the relattonshrp between '

e marttal drscord and emotronal and behavroral aspects ol‘ chlldren lwmg m ar conﬂtctual ,

envrronment Acoordtng to Rutter (1984) envrronmcntal el' fects on chrldren ar.e partrcularly

powerful in three areas of functtonmg IR o

transmons wrth parttcular emphasrs on the expertence of chlldren mvolved m these transmons



B

_‘— emottonal dtsturbance and conduct dtsordcrs L

-

crtmmahty,_ lack of supervrsron mefftcrent and’ tnconsrstent dtscrplme neglect and."-'

: jhosttlrty

The ltterature on the effect of rnarttal dlSCOl‘d on chrldren emphasrzes the latter two vanables

The rattonale for examunng the re_,lattonshrp betwee,n mantal dtscord and !:ruld_!'_’i-

‘ c-

f uncuomng in the present study is to eonsrder mantal contht ~apart from the mfluence of

‘t

famtly transmons ln thts way, the 1mpact of tnterparental hostthty on chtldren s funchomng' '

lrkely 1s reduced in frequency and is’ no longer'part of a chtld s everyday expertence aftern'_.{';

1 Genernl Re\nexs o ,' T L ]

Drscord between spouses rn the f orrn of frequent and prolonged quarrehng, expressed '

.

hos_ulrtyr and negattve feelmgs can occur before dunng and af ter the actual separatton of' the'.-

t

T o then one can assert that -thns factor may be conf ounded wrth the relanonshrp between famrltal :

R

transrttons and chtldren s functtomng v e

. 'conduct dtsorders — envrronmental effects of farmly dtscord and drsharmony parent '

separatton and dworce Another reéeon for mcludmg drscordant mtact famthes 1n the revrew lS‘.

» ) 10‘ .
. 1 scholasttc achtevement - envrronmental effects of vanous school-related vanables, B
“aspects of parent chrld mteracttOn ordmal posruon . : e A
2. emottonal dtsturbance — envrronmental effects of parent chtld m uon loss of an
'mPOﬂaﬂl relauonsmp \parental mental drsorder, ordmal posmon and _v o




e .-
v . !

Ma.rgolm (1981) exammes the relatronshrp between marttal dtstress and chrld problemsf:l

frOm both clrmcal and expenmental perspecuves Accordmg_ to Marg%n although marttal, =

L : problems may be a general stressor for all chxldren thetr greatest 1mpact ls'ex'penenced by' . |

chrldren who due to some eongemtal emotronal or physncal condmon are more vulnerable ' A

(p ]'47) After revrewmg reseaaeh \data on thts subject from global ratmgs srmulated'_.v"-' |

laboratory tasks and naturahstrc sequenual obser’vatron l\hrgolm concludes that the data
offer only hmtted support for%éoretrcal explanattons (t e., Systems socxal learnmg. famlly
stress) f the relatronshrp between marxtal and chrld problems Margolm (1981) states that a

N relatrvel safe conclusron at thts ume is. that all famrltes tha*t have marttal problems do not .

problems (pp 172 173) S QIR 'WLZ '

P

o have chrld problems and vrce versa all famrhes w‘lﬂl'"skd problems do not have marttal o

However Rutter (1984) is’ ma defmrte about the drrectton of: causalrt’y wnth ,r»espect L L

to chtld problems and envrronmental mfluences He states that ﬁ'. when due account has :

v’rf“

been taken of chrld effects on parents or other adults 1t is apparent sttll that, maJor parent Sl

A

effects remam (p 309) In another.artrcle Wolkmd and Rutter (1985) assert that@ﬁthere rs"' o

Rutter 1982 1984b Rutter

now strong evrdence that rearmg m a dtsharmomous famrly m Wthh there is. marked drscord-:'_‘_ - _".
between the parents or. between parents and chtldren shows a substantlal assoc:atron thh;{f '
conduct drsturbance and dethuency — eSpecxally in boys (see Emery, 1982 Patterson 1982 : L
One mrght wonder how marrtal dts‘cord mfluences the emottonal or behavnoral_'-"' LA

functronmg of. chrldren One conceptualrzatton has been proposed by Vogel and Bell (1967) PR

They propose that mantal tensron 100 pamful 1o deal Wrth rn the open is drsplaced on'a child - S

, . _' y scapegoat thus leadmg to emottonal drsturbance of the scapegoated chtld Vogel anJ Bell

(1967) state the followmg with respect to thrs process

-

Whrle the dlsturbed behavror leads to some dysfunctrons for the famtly, it is. the.. :

o . personahty of the Chlld whrch suffers most asa, result of: the scapegoatmg The
: development of the emotronal drsturbance 1s srmply part of the process of :

mternalrung the confhctmg demands placed upon hxm hy his parents Whtle in the o



R e SRR L
S short runﬁ,the chrld recerves more rewards from the farmly for playmg thrs role than

o if‘,_‘i:ln short the scapegbatmg mechamsm rs functronal for. the famrly as a group but L

be
o

' ._dysfunctronal for the emotronal health of the chrld and for hrs adjustment outsrde

s,
? .
.

e t‘ne famtly of ortgm (pp 439 440) ” \ e

‘.

Madanes (1980) vrews the drsturbed behavror of the chrld as protectmg the parents

_".t'or not playmg this. rale, in the long un thrs leads to senous personahty unparrment 'Q
Q- - :

from therr own problems Madanes pl'oposes that typrcally, ‘the 'drsturbed behavror of the' e |

- the parents concbrn on hrm and makes the parents see themselves as parents to a chrld who .
S . ‘
‘f. needs them rather than tndrvrduals overwhelmed by personal economlc or socral drffrcultres o
(pp 73 74) LoD T e \ L

'._\

chtld ehcrts attempts from the parents toahelp the chrld and to change hrs behavror Whether’ L

the chtld s behavror pr‘bvokes helpf t:ll protectrve o1 pumtrl/e? acts f rom the parents it focuses': : S

Accordmg\ to Mrnuchrn Baker Rosman Ltebman Mrlman and Todd (1975) there-

st o are three necessary condrttons for. theéevelopment of psychosomatrc iilness in O dren Whrch’ e

- A
-

rve to mamtam the stabrhty of the famrly Frrst the éhrld must gbe physrologrcally.

charactenstrcs* enmeshment overprotectrveness ngrdrty,pand lack of confﬁ'ct resol’"' tron SO

.o‘,-‘

Thrrdly. the Chlld must play an. 1mportant role in the famrly s patterns of conflrct aVOlda HCe .‘ o

_'ct between parents 1 .

tnangulatron (chrld as ally wrth one pare

oves mto a stable coalrtan with' one parent agamst the other) and 3 detounng (parent R

Rt ;' confhcts are submerged m protectmg or- blammg the srck" chlld-) (p 1034)

\.\

j: The COnceptualrzattons of Vogel and l%ell Madanes ‘and Mrnuchm et a] were :

presented to show some ways in whrch mantal tension can have detnmental effects on the ‘

emotronal behavroral and psychosomatrc functromng of children-ze revrew contrnues wrth.' e

research on the relatronshxp between mamal confhct and ’behavror pro lems in chxldren

W

";agarnst the other) 2 parent chrld coalmoh (chrld‘ o

Emery (1982) revxewed data on the relatron between mantal turmg;] tte dlScord' S

and drvorce) and behavtor problems Emery states that - chrldren from broken or mtact'

B N2

-

Vet ) S AR L e



i . negauve effects of mantal turmorl) and parental psychopathology Accordmg to Emery

—

-f unctromng of éhrldren m mtact famltes arc summanzed and presented in: Appendlx 7\ pp
v &

) asserttons can be made on tl}e b is of empmcal hterature

N . Lo TN

eQomes cha.ractenzed’ by mtErparen‘tal eonfhct are at a. iruter nsli than are children From '. |
broken\or mtact homes th’at are relatlvely harmomous (R 313) Addmonal factors reﬁrdlng RTINS
the SUSPGCled assocxatton between marual and cluld problems ares the type of \the behavnor ‘-f’ L

problem (problems of undercontrol seem: to be more strongly related to mterparental conl'hct e
\ . ’- . ) N Tk
than problems of* overcontrol) sex of the Chlld (boys seem to be moro al‘ f ected than gnrls) '.- E

parent chrld relatxonshrps (a good relattonshtp wrtll’ one parent can l§uffer the chrld T rom

(1982) ) much of ‘the assomanon between chvorce and ongomg chxld behavnor problems -.i'i

may be explamed by a frequently overlooked thtrd vanable namely. mterparental eonl'hct

»

ln a- .more ecent arttcle O L%ry and Emery (1984) COncluded that mantal dtscord o

SO,

aclearly has 2 negatrve tmpact on chrldren but in nonclfmcal populattons where the parents and "

chxldren have not been selected for devrance the assocratron betwe‘n mantal dtscprd and ‘

’ o \~oi

chrldhood problems is weak" (p 361) Fmally. Rutter ( 1984) susgests that the follonng o l

%2
- "'a,. , --f amtly dtscord in unbroken,homes can lead fo délmquency in chlldren

b _7:. temporary separattons predrspose .eonduct dtsorders in cJEdren 1f these 8 “ 2

.'are a result of dtscord but ot 1f they occurred forr,other reasons (‘e £ death) and \

B ° _"'A.a fedUCUOH in- familygy rscord is folloWed by a dlmmuuon in the - risk ol con'd""t \\ "
e drsturbance m c‘htldren (p 314‘1)*‘L | ' | : . R = B A\
R T . ' Ry : o SN o

'2c Expenmental S udm

The purposes subjects, mstrumits measures and fmdmgs of ten : xperlmemar/

A

"'studxes on the relatxonshrp li:tween matital dlSCOl’d and the emotxonlal or avroral <

,,,,,, -

L '128 137 Major fmdmgs and essenual features of these SlUdlCS a.re presented and dxscussed in _' , ”‘“‘*

text Addtuonal d;tatls of the studres can"be found- m the summanes in Appendtx Al | r
g 2 . . : . »::‘,‘;:;“ A > . x R e ’




- f'gnd the self esteem of prrmary school grrls There may be an age and/or sex fa(:tor operatmg

. ’has a

: the selves and’ thetr parents

'-':.,related to famthal dlSCOl‘d m an tnverse manner regardless of famxly form L °;, '

Y

"conflrct and the self esteem of adolescents and a stronger assocratron between mantal conflrct

t
D

' “’_ . ha"ﬁ) .. "l

4 Amato also found the negattve ef fects of confltct to be«strongest when chrldren s relatronshrps

-

' t_;‘,‘__relatronshrps in assessmg chrldren s'self esteem N ‘% . -.gf‘_‘?'. f goey
5 The study by Cooper Holman and Brarthwarte (1983)/ the wmoge of whrch was 10 f L

T mvestrgate famtly mteracttons and thetr re]auonshrp to chrldren s self esteem. “lend j

.

&

ffmtact or one parent households , SR . )

ln three of }the studres (Bemard & NEsbrtt 1981 Nye 1957 Raschke & Raschke

."experrenced dworce Bernard and Nesbttt (1981) found that there was no evrdence u {

R m one parent grd remamed famrl@s showed less psychosomatrc less delmquent behavror and
:better adjustment to parents than drd chrldren m drscordant mtact farﬁﬁ'es Also Raschke

o

: ‘;and Raschke (1979) fmfnd that famrly form (rntact. one parent remamed) made no

k _,drfference tn chrldren s self esteem (Grade 3 6 8) but that chr_éﬂren who percerved greater

Regardmg the relattonshtp between behavror probﬁs m chrldren %n 'tnterparental

e @
,_Vconfhct Jaffe Wolfe erson é&d Zak (1986) found boys who were . ex sed to famrly

Se XL

o

A regardmg the relatronsl'np between parental confhct and chrld self esteem Interestmgly.

Sl -"-_-supportmg evrdence to the above conclusron Cooper et al (1983) found that famrly cohesrom’ B

rmportant rnfluence on the developmens of chrldren s self concept and that lower T

Z* .

o e
: were poor w:th the parents Thrs f mdmg pomts to the mpolianse of consrdermg mtrafamrlral

\ f

= .hampered emotronally than chrldren from\u?&c: famrhes Nye (1957) found that adolescents

& Reggrding self esteem Amatdw\(1986) found a weak assocratron Ftween marrtal / e

A elf esteem was evrdent when chtldren percerved conflrct between therr parents or between e

Thrs fmdmg held regardless of whetﬂer the chrldren lrved in, ,

St _:1979) comparrsons were made betWeen chrldren in’ mtact famrhes and ehrldren g o_.'hald? S

that chrldren (6 12 years old) of drvorce or. drsruptron (conflxct and frghung) were moi‘e

' N ;'cbnfllct in thetr fatnrlres had lower self coneepts Chtldren S self 'eoneepts appear to be hrghly :

‘:;;ﬂ:vrolence showed adJustrnent drffrculttes that resembled problems shown by chrldren who were



o
~a

-

R
- '-a.. chrldren wrth behavror problems were scapegoated by parents \ ,.-distfr_essfm‘"marria.é-es
e (Chrrstensen Phrllxps Glasgow &Johnson 1983) ST N e e

e clrmc{but not of grrls (Porter &O Leary 1980) . . ' _’; S :
o 3 Conclusrons \ o e ,‘ o
‘ The maJor conclusrons that can‘be drawn from the revrews and expenmental studres
presented m thrs sectron ‘are that chrldren s self concepts are mve%y related' to marttal
R B .

%

" vrolen\ce in the- famrly Other ftndrngs from the studtes on mart .'

actually abuse?by therr parents Thrs frndmg hrghlrghts the .

o LeaI'Y.'1982) D T R o

T _- s B N ¢ vl e

LG :‘“-low correlatrons between marrtal drsgord and behthor problems of nonclmrc chrldren f- '

' (Emety & O'Leary, 1984), and

—wn,

' dlSCO and that marrtal dtscord 1. dtrectly related to behavror problems of chtldren espe\:tal]y

' B. The Effebt of Drvorce on Chlldren

K3
boys, referred for clrmcal treatment A second conclusron 1s that there is, an assocxatron

between marrtal—dx ord and chrld’\bebavtm problems m the general po ulaudn although this -~
geor % P A

assocrauon appears to, be weak Thrrdly. mantal drscord coptrrbutes to Chlld problems drstmct

PR N

e . P Sha

from drvorce or famrly form

‘ ,' - oo .."-‘;.‘
’l‘he purpose of the present sectron of the revnew is 0 examrne the hterature and

P

remarrred famrlres have expenenced tlre dtvorce of therr brelogrcal parents A consrderatnon of

. »\:. . Ve * ) i e
L v _. } . e

werful mfluenee of °bservm8 '.j A

dtstress and chtld behavror S
. b.. mantal dlscord was strongly related to cond:ct p,roblems in chmc boys (Emery & B f':'?,-;:.:»::

"‘~"%ﬁ:.;.'Stgmfrcanmorrelattons between overt mantal hostrllty and bmvror problems of AR

| research regardmg the effect of drvorce on chlldren Chrldren l:vmg m one parent. and .. o

e



R \chtldren 5 adgustment to dlvorce and psychologtcal tasks necessary for chrldren of drvorce

\ P
.t

R "'for the sake of consxstency, thxs term wxll be, used he . _‘

5 f"general revxews wnll be dxscussed myths of dworce regardtng chtldren medratmg vanables and S

N . ./

lq General Renéws B f.‘ IR T

B e, _"parents dworce m the best mterest of thetr chlldren S

. *,.,, P e .. - PR oA}

T ]_‘-'..'one parent or remarned fanuly hvrng w:ll be revxewed m the present chapter ‘- \ !
Incidentally the uSe of the term effect does not unply’a umdtrectronal cause- effect ) o
- fubmodcl In reahty th,e s:tuatton regardmg dtvorce and chxldren i lnkely more complex%nd’f::

_f_;._recxprocal or mter;actronai However the lxterature 10 be revrewed uses the term effect and o

uJ

o .‘_"jand from specxftc expenmentnl studres on dworce and chddr(n ’l'he follown}g* toprcs from‘ B
"r‘t)actors regardmg the 1mpact of d:vorce on’ chlldren overall effects of drvorce on chrldrent

The expenrnental studxes mclude general ef fects of dtvorce on chrldren cognmve affecuve : S

and behav:oral _ef fects of dnvorce and the ad;ustment of chtldren to separatlon and dxvorce

Accordmg to KelLy (1980) false assumpttons and myths have operated tlo reduce‘ﬂf‘:'. L

undcrstandrng of the Chlld s dtvorce expertence Kelly 1dent|f ies. the followmg seven myth as"'

»

sahent and pervaswe

‘ ‘

A 'idrvorced...pareﬁts are better for a Chlld than parents who rematn m an unhappy

*
. PP FES i

'_,';b_;,_’_'chxldren antrcrpate dworce T L T _ .
ol > g . S ' ' Y

,..f-'decnde tquvorce : 355' SRR
SRR ol T T
de _turmoi.l f or chﬁdr‘en ends wnth separatton -

T ,chtldren of dlvorce lxve tn smgle parent famxlles and o :

fug';,-;dtvorce lS damagmg to chxldren .-':l_‘.‘ B ':' j" " .
IL 1§ extremely tmportant to reex'émtne these assumpuons about the effects of dlvorce on )

chtldren by usnng results f rom ernpmcally vahd research studres' i T

L

Informatlorr presented in’ the present sectton comes from general revnews of research' N

c -jchtldrenf’l;urt by the unhappy \marnage of thetr parents are reheved when parents E 3.‘ ;




drscussed Camara et al (1980)'state the

— ;'f'

{ ollowrng

'Recent research suggests thlt chrldren s expenence wrth Earental dtvorce lS il f

by several f actors that relate to (1) the confltct surroundmg the decrsron to leOl‘CC"‘

5 a'fter drvorce and (3) the 1mpact of ‘the drvorce on the parent with custody and on

4

o 'subsequent parennng behavrors The reactrons of a chrld to- parental drvorce also may'i':"" .

’be mfluenced by hrs or her sex, age at the trme of separatron ordrnal posltron in. the ‘

'("(2) the loss of a parent or change m the relauonshrp between' parents and chtldrenﬁ

- famrly and presence °f S‘bh“gs the a\tarlabrlrty Of parents to the chrldren durms and”

e.v

_j_ % after the drvo,,ce and the chxld s own personaltty strength and capacmes to adapt to :

T

stresses Such as separatron from a pnmary attachment f 1gure (p 97) “"1"‘ \g

/Congfellow (1979) Schlesmger (1977) and Wallerstem and Kelly (1980a) suggest that

o chrldren of drfferent ages Mevelopmental .levels react m drfferent ways to drvorce Other

‘ rmportant medratmg varrables to consrder are the phase of famrly transmon the emotronal T

5 socral arrcl fmancral status of custodral and noncustodral parents and the presence or absencc_" o

o '_bf support systems (Marotz Baﬁen Adams Bueche Munro & Munro 1979 Sholevar'

‘ -';1981) ; ) A e e e

e
‘:

£

What then are the eLfects of chvorce on chtldren as presented m general revrews of the’

» research lrterature" There is. a growmg body ol' Jesearch whrch suggests that mterparental ' L

, 'confhct may be more problemattc to chrldren than the drvorce 1tse1f (Emery. 1982 Goettrng.

3

-1983 Hethenngton. 1979a Longfellow 1979 Marotz-Baden et al 1979 Rubm & Pru@ 1979 '

v : N
Schlesmger. 1977) The ma;orf conclusron to be reached on the basrs of these revre.ws is that

' famrly process (rnteractronal relatronshr before dunng anﬂfter drvorce) may be a moy

! 1mp6"rtant factor to consrder than actual separatron or dxvorce regardmg the ef f ects of famrly
Kd

' transntron on chrlrlren $ functromng Thrs is not to assert that the loss of one parent f) rom tlre’
household is. entxrely untraumatrc for the chrldren Hetherrngton (I979a) posrts that alm&st all

'chrldren expenence the transltron uof drvorce as: parnt“ul wrth feelmgs of- anger fear.

s'.-';iﬁsa
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S depress{on .and gutlt : R | f 2 /

LAn rmportant drsttnchon made by Hethenngron is the drfference betWeen short term :

\

S ‘ and long te;m effects of \dtvorce on chrldren Hence whlle short term effects of dxvorce

I

(e g less tban one year) may be u'vb &mg l'or chtldren long term effects may result m

be dtscussed in- the expenmental studtes sectron j"-} 3_;:" ‘
N ' -;‘ﬂ.",.';."‘

Accordrng to Camara et al (1980) there 1s better adJustment of chrldren to leOl‘CC rf
- ,tt

mterparental conflrct rs trymmal and 1f warm close relatronshlps between chrldren and both

ST
v o,
¢

parents gre mérntamed Other factors whrch mtmrmze problems .and result tn betfer chtld

adJustment to divorce are the psychologrcal @djustment of i)arents adequate frnaﬁcrd‘
.resources. chxldren s percetyed rand actua}\sense of control concermng the drvorce srtmon
AT IIAN

agreement between parents on chrld reanng and drscrplme authont{nVe drsetphne ,f.ro}rr c;lp
cugtodtal parent regular vrsrtatwn by the nonctist%-lal parent a.nd an emotxonal chmate that

~mteractron among tl‘te followmg four components or levels B _‘ "" "i‘i.‘j;'__ - '_.“‘ DS

‘a current belrefs\-values. and attxtudes surroundmg modern famrly «hfe ‘-:‘,

N

BN



g

b socxal supports avarlable to reduce stresses assoerated vnth srnsle parenting an d the' B

stabrhty of the postseparanon envrronment (the exosystem) | L | .

the natl&fe of Pre and pbstseparauon famtly l‘uncuomng and S“Pport S)’Stems. -
: . e v v '.i.‘.:
avatlable to the chrld (the mrcrosystem) and L e R

- d ,chrldren s mdrvrdual psychologrcal competencres f or deahng wrth stress (the ontogemc ﬁ o
sys‘em) GBS6) o T o
: At the macro;vstem level changes tn the belrefs attttudes and values regardtng the Amencan

l

o “t‘armly provrde a more suppcrtrve tdealogtcal context such that t'lle constructtve aSpects ol‘-_.' IR
o S drvoge can be emphastzed At the exosystem level a number of support sy%ms can f acrlrtate

, b'chrIdren s adjustment 10. drvorce - legal servrces homemaker servrces aCademrc counseltng':f\’. I

e "for suge parents posttltvorce court coun ltng. l‘atr custody procedures realrsuc levels or

T fmancral support for chrldren “ enrrchment of - chrld care and after school programs a'nd o

Ll . AN e
sﬂ-.{ L expansron of counsellmg servrces and programs At the mrcrosystem level -warm tntrafamtltal R
. : relattonshrps facrlttate chrld ad’Justment Frnally. at the ontogemc system level 1ntrarndwrdual"~_ o

'k;.;';; 'factors such as‘age sex and temperament are tmportant ’_egardmg chrld adJustment to ,

FI -

‘i.'_'--,"'-_-drvorce Addrtronal frndtngs from researt‘:h on: the adjustment of chtldren to dtvorce wtll be

v

d

o

) o .dtscussed rn the expenmental studtes sectron L f,-f* i i :
o Accordrng to Wallerstetn (lﬁ83).f"long range outcomes for the chtld of drvorce are-:_.

Erelated to factors wrthtn thE famrly followmg drvorce and to the chrld s mastery of specrfrc .

.'thréats to development whrch ar‘e conceptuahzed as six tnterrelated hrerarchrcal coprng tasks i

(p 230) Wallerstetn delrneates t]ibx(ollowmg pgychologrcal task that chrldren of dtvorce must_ :

succéssfully accomphsh N e T

ka_'. _'acknowledge the realrty of the rnarttal rupture (mastered by the end ol’ the ftrst year S

) . v o /
: after separatton)

. .

. : : : T
. : ,',_b;."'fdrsengage from paren{al conflrct and dlstress and resume customary pursutts SRR

(accompltshed l‘zz 18 months after separatron) L \ g

Te s e resolve the loss (dtffrcult to accomphsh and resolutron of. thts task can last many

ToE """-Yeafs)' L e o S
6 AR ‘r_ .a;x"f;.-' Co e T S : oo B i

PR

s A e e 3 R ) . - .
B R PR s . . :
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- d resolve angcr and self blame

s -;"_i'f..f' achieve realrstrc hope regardmg relatronshrps

L '.~' '_: . ependence and an rncreased capacrty to trust and love sa )

-w

‘ . » 'I‘he second maJor conclusron from thrs set of studres rs t the qualrty of

accept the permanence of ,drvorce, and

{‘ v.‘ o

The purposes subjec[s rnstruments measures and frndrngs from 44 experrmental

Appendrx A Fpp 138 181) These studres have been cat orrzed rnto three separate groups

general effects cogrutrve affectrve and behaVroral effects and ad;ustment of chrldren to

separatxon and drvorce Ma.lor flﬂdlﬂss from each grOup °f studres wrll be presented m the

General Ef fects of Drvorce on Cﬂrldren (pp 138 153)
- Ftrst f,rndmgs from thrs s’ét of 16 studres are rnconsrstent contradrctory and

'f.“"k

, ." rntact-Famrlres were found to have poorer health (Gurdubaldr & Clermnshaw 1985) to be

(Hetherrngton Cox & Cox 1978). to be less strmulated (MacKinnon. Brody. &

o more drsobedient dependent aggressrve whmrng. dernandmg and unaffectronate

studres on the effect of drvorce on chrldren have summanzed and are presented in.
: have % ._

\g

Stoncmann 13382) and to havc a rnore negatrve attrtude toward mama,ge drvorce and -

chrldren of drvoree (Padd0ck Ellard & ‘I'homas. 1981) On the other hand results from

expenmental studres have found no statrstrcal drfferences between chrldren rn drvorced

\‘ 'and intact fanulres wrth respect to attrtudes toward mamage and ’famﬂy lrfe (Ganong

Coleman. & Brown 1981) and ego development“‘(‘Vess. Jr Schwebcl & Moreland

\

‘ relatronshrps bctween farmly member-s 1s very rmportant ( ethenngton Cox & Cox

1978 Hodges. Tremey. & Buchsbaum, 1984 Kan&Cunmngham Whrte & Adams

'- ", mconclusrve On the one hand chrldren m drvorced farmlres compared wrth chrldren in =

) » .

e



R 'chrldren Cat the tifme- of marttal breakup fared better in the ensumg years than-at eir’

N —gradesl 3, and 5 fro"ll

B ] negatrve stereotypes toward chrldren of drvorce (Sarltrock & Tracy. 1978) drvorced

”{f;.ffamrlres were less adaptwe than mtact famrhes (Wallerstem & Kelly., l980a)

o -'"gol der srblmgs avho expertenced more dtffrculty in; dealrng wrth troubled memorres

_ N
spelhng achrevement scor9 grades in readmg and math compared to clnldren from

3 2'1984 Luepnrtz 1979 Rosenthal 1979 Rutter 1971 Whrtehead 1979)

Other fmdmgs from thrs set of studles are as follows teachers showed more .

Fmdrngs from thrs set of 12 studres about cogmtrve af?ectrve and' behavroral

3

ef fects of drvorce on chrldren are mconsrstent contradrctory, and rnconclusrve< Cogmtwe o

s AR PR

effet:ts'of drvorce wrllbedrscussed flfSt SRR N ‘,

_) : s g : { s

L «- Gurdubaldr Perry. Clemrnshaw and McLau&hlm (1983) found that chrldren in

_‘}intact familrcs received }ngher full scale IQ sco;es readmg and

l

-

SR drvorce famrlres, The academrc achrevement drfferences ‘were diminished when

- N,

socroeconomrc s\tatus was statrsucally controlled In addrtron Hammond (1979) f ound no -’

srgmfrcant dlfferences between elementary school chrldren frorn mtact and drvorced

. famrhes on readrng and mathematrcs achreve’ment Svanum Brmgle and McLaughlm

(1982\found that 6- 11 year old chrldren fom® rntact and father absent f amtlres drsplayed

. srgmfrcant drfferences in favor of the mtact grOup on IQ and achrevement mcasures

Howevér these drfferences were not found hen socroeconomrc status was smnstrcally

_controlled 'I'he research on coﬁmve effects of ﬁworce is not conclusrve but it seems

clear that socroeconomrc status is a confoundmg factor Confnsion in the research

.+ a—

.lrterature on the cogmtrve effects of drvorce may be due to: the lack of control fér -
S ‘ EE R
[ ’socroeco‘hy\t\status in these studres Af f ectrve ef f ects of drvorce wrll be drscussed next

: Regardmg self concept arid emouonal variables, Pansh Dostal and Parlsh- C

(19?1) found that boys from drvorced famrlres had the -lowest self concepts and gn’ls ’

,__:from 1ntact famrhes had the hrghest self concepts of the Sample Pansh et al concluded o

[



a
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‘ mtactness of the famxly was tmportant to the self concept of chddren Hammond (1977)

\ - and Raschke and Raschke 61979) found no srgmf:cant dxfferences betyveen mtact and

\) . ‘l _. :, ' -Self co_1g_ept Sca& Raschke and Raschke also found that chlldren s self concept scores E

) - ’,were lower fo or Chlldr ho reported htgher levels of famrly confltct On the other hand
el L Bemard and Nesbrtt ( 198]0 fqund no dlfferences between chrldren 6- 12 years old from

dlvorced samples of elementary school chtldren opj_, _the Pters ‘-{arns Chtldren s -

. J ;
-Projecuon lnstrument Whlch measures e otxonal reactrons (e g ., anger, :jéessxon v

N

_:Sadness resrgnatton acceptance avoxdance asser’uon) to common frustratm tuatiogs. =

;;-__\-,5:‘_ o L -lt ls CIear that the research s mconclusrve regardmg the affecttve effects of d1vorce on o

i chﬂdren could be. famrly process'or mtrafamlhal relanonsmps VR .
A IR T

The next area to consrder from thlS set of studres 1s behavroral effects of dtvorce

<4

o competence scores from Grade 1 3. 5 chrldren hvrng in mtact famrlres compared wnh;‘j

h .chtldren lnvmg méxvorced farmltes Hethermgton Cox and Cox ( 1979) found that '

-l&»

year" after drvorde pt these problem behavrors decreased dunng the’ second year after :

VR

aarn f mdmgs on the behavroral ef feas of d‘rvorce on chlldren are meonclusrve

The fmdmgs from research studres regard_

behavnoral effects ofi cluldren provgfde mconsrstent results From the studles presented m

£ .

vy

-‘clnldren A confoundrng vanable m thesé studres on the emotronal effects of dtvorce on’
o vorl chlldren Guldubaldx Perry. Clemmshaw and McLaughlm (1983) found hrgher socxal :

; © .- pre- school chrldren from drvorced famrltes drsph/ed behavxor problems durtng the frrstn

}of Chlld behavnor between drvorced chrldren and chrldren from intact. famlhes Once_»';

c,.‘ .

ce T -.'who expenence dtvorce ‘than those from, intact famnhes On the other hand' 4:Hodges,_ o

'Wechsler and Ballantme g979) and Santrock and Warshaf (1979) t‘ound few dlfferences"

.the cognruve affectrve and

"_;_:v‘that regardless qf the mtactncss of the famrly. happmess wrthm the famrly was nnportant

b ,‘.to tlfe self- d)ncept of chlldren and that regardless of the happmess wrthm the famrly, r

ljj

.in 1ntact ‘dlsrupted (parental conflrct) ana\jtvorced famrhes on ‘the Chtldren s Emotton : e

T divorce. Tohltatos and Lmdholm (1980) also. found more- behavror problems in: chrldren Lo

o ® L
R l‘tlus secuon one can assert. that many vanables (age sex socroeconormc status trme el



PR

Lt : - 'g
R ;:,and age are cnttcal factors in- affectmg\post drvorce relauonshrps between mothers and

_' chrldren Another crmcal factor is’ ume since the dtvorce Hethertngton (l979b) stales

-

’ that m the transrtton perrod of famrly drsequtltbrtum and reorgamzatron in the fi trst year.:
' followmg divorce, chrldren s problems may be exacerbated before they begm to declme
: _(p 75) The state of research regardmg the ef fects of dtvorce on chxldren is at a ‘stage -

where more is known about what vartables to control in studtes than about concluswe andf,

- 'consrstent fmdmgs l \ _ R \ AN

ot

AdJustment of Chlldren to Separatron and Dtvorce (pp 166 181)

> ! . I .

The purpose .of each of. these 16 expertmental studtes -was to determme vanous R '

,A,,,factors related to children’ 's. dxvorce adJustment Two key factors whrch relate to betterff.'*'

.l -
7-' ¥

_ adJustment*» of chrldren are A parental harmony (Elhson 1983 Jacobson 1978a.: | ,. o
' "Kurdek Bhsk ' & SleSkY. I, 1981 Nelson 1981;. Rosen 1979) ‘and b posmve'_
f'-relattonshrps between chr]dren and custodtal and noncustodral parents (Hess & Camara -
1979 lacobson 1978b Kurdek & Slesky. r., l980a Pett 1982) These fmdmgs e

. emphasrze the 1mportance of farmly process vartables

Other factors that \relate to children s divorce adjustment are:. finances — there‘,f:ﬁ .
;",_.-'- ,'-"'are more problems wtth a large drop m mcome (Desrmone Lurs O Mahoney. & Hunt' .
" -1979) sex — . boys have more adjustment problems than gxrls (Hodges & Bloom 1984 _'
AMoore & Hotch 1982) commumcatton — there 1s better adjustment if. parents glve.'- S
-~ chrldren attentron m dealing thl‘L the dtvorce (Jacobson 1978b) trme smce the dnvorce —-‘ :
| there is better adJustment wnth the passage of °t1me (Kurdek et al 1981 Nelson 1981)
~and personal charactensttcs —_ there is better adJustment for chrldren wnth mtemal locus -
-of control and hxgh levlels of mterpersonal reasonmg, _who share their vrews about dtvorce'l..'." -

~ with friends, and who accept strengths and responsrblltttes as a’ result of the drvorce =

‘.(Kurdek et al., 1981; Kurdek&Sresky ., 1980a) B T

&




iy

. o ) N ’
e

chtldren ai the trme of dtvorce‘relatrve to therr adJustrnent to drvorce Kalter and Rembar‘_';‘-."

One mconsrstent frndrng from thrs set of expenmental studres is the age of U S

\ (19814) found that age was unrelated to overall levels of adyustment but Kurdek et al

\ @981) found that adJustment was better for older chtldren : SR | o ;;“.
Fmally. Kdlka and Wemgarten (1979) found that dlvorce has only a modest; -

effect on adult adjustment and Nye (1957) fOund -that chtldren from unhappy»%rtact o

r7 .

"7 two studres would tend to confrrm a normatrve model of drvorcer ) T
.:.'. .‘;1 . ('5 ) . o .
3 Conclustons A-'.-,;(' P @ h "n S

A T W
. '\‘ﬂ‘v
&

A number of overall conclusrons tan “be. made on th\aasrs of exrstmg research o

regardmg the effect oft drvorceaon chrldren Frrst drvorce affects chrldren m drfferent ways .

dependmg on: a numbe.r of medrafmg vanables - socral support systems level of mantal- S

-

""V

.4'>‘

famrlres have more ad;ustment problems than chrldren frOm drvorced farmlres These last

5o s

conflrct rntrafannhal relauonsl'ups ttme srnce separatton age, sex personalrty. etc Secondly,-_'_

. ".x«i mterparental conf]rct and the qualrty ol’ parent-chtld relatronshlps may have a greater nnpact‘ G . |

| on clnldren than the rdrvorce 1tself Thrrdly, the loss of a: parent from the household? s llkely Lo i

Lo

o

-18 f

traumatrc for the chrldren Fourthly. the results of research regardmg the effects of drvorce S

on chrldren are mconsrstent and mc%nclustve Frfthly. adJustment of chrldren to drvorce is

5]

. “ also dependent on the level of - mterparental conflrct and the quahty of mtrafamrhal o
. % e
relatronslnps Fmally, it ;vould appearﬁ that chrld problems resultmg from drvoree can be -

mtmmrzed hy foeusmg on the rgos:twe or. constructwe aspects of drvorce and by deveIopmg_:f e '

htgh quahty r‘elatronshrps*wrthtn the pos;gyhrce f amrly T

o

' C OneParentWamrlra “ . fr...' T w0

V"-:;descnptwe mermatron about one-parent farhrlres in ord r to provrde a context for' o

| . . . . £
L4 » o * W

The foeus of thrs secttpn of the revrew 1s on the postdlvorce one- parent famrly and '

. l

Sy understandtng chrldren S expenences wrth respect to hvmg in. one parent famxltes The_;-.A N

. . K - .;': . > . . Sy o . . . o
. g R R , . o L L h o PR e L r . LA
»

' .the experrence of*chrldren hvmg in pne parent famrltes Thrs sectron of the revrew mcludes" Lo



' one parent famrly rs a legrtrmate famtly form and rnformauon pertarm.ng o this famrly form -

[ -«

. ’1s requrred in the present study to ard m understan g tts complexrty, featur,es ;md

o -umqﬁeness Ftrst general tnformatton from revrews on one pa‘rent famthes will be presented

R

RN .,mcludmg the followmg research knowns and unknowns types of one parent famtltcs

PN

: ‘_.';'j. il,problems and posrtrve factors and the expertence of custodral and noncustodtal fathers A
':;l '--second toprc of drscussron wﬂl be the experrence of chrldren hvmg in one parent l‘amtltes

':‘-':Fmally, general mformatron and expenmental ‘studtes on ]OIHI custody w:ll conclude the

' 'sectron on one parent f amrhes

) General Informatro on- One-Parent Famlhes

K

Schlesmger (1979) has examrned the lrterature on one parent fantilies m . -

e

_-Engltsh speakrng mdustnaltzed cour‘es (r e., Australra Canada. Great "Bntam New

T Zealand and the Umted States) Varrous knbwns and unknowns from Schlesrnger s lrterature
revrew are as follows co L o f-f_- ‘

: . .\'_a : one parent far‘mhes are on. the 1ncrease due to eas:er drvorce laws

i‘bj.» socral class ethmcrty rehgrous background and racral background are: relatcd to thc o

".';.,mcrdence of one parent famrhes

' "ha(e\otjherless farmhes been studred "J. el
d ) httle is known about'chrldren in one parent famtlres ‘

'e . lrttle is known about the ef fect self help groups have on: thetr rr.nbers S
‘ E f {research on vanous treatment approaches 1o, one- parent famrlres is sorely needed/ _
g flthere is currently lrttle research on the posmvc adJustment of one- parent famrllcs

o . . A . STy

. h. .';'-'lrttle research evrdence extsts wrth respect to the progressron ol‘ one parent famtltes R

, Q :-,nto new famtly patterns ‘___, ,‘

' From thc lrst.. presented above 1t IS clear that currentl}'“ more research is requrred son -

T

_- one parent famrhes Schlesmger/states that ﬁ it 1s trmy to pay more attennon to thts

}“,'c'-._ ' most of .the research has focused on fatherless famrlres and only in the late 1970 s

TN




o unlrkely*‘that the heterogenrous factors can all be controlled rn a smgle researv study A_'

R _'-":the parental role (e g an alcohohc drug addrct mfanttle or psychotrc parent)

) " tr.herently dtsorgamzed nor necessanly detrrmental to mdrvrdual members Rather

' ~dtffer m structure and orgamzatrorr" (p 109)

"‘,l conducung research studres on thrs famrly form However' it is. also-'

‘ Nt
T uncttomng, patterns of rnteractron sudettive well bemg, and socroeconomrc status

Mendes ( 1979) offers the followmg classrfrcatron of frve ltfe styles whrch can be -

adopted by one parent f amtltes

R

R [

o "the chnldren T . A

S

f"'parem) . i \‘ o S i

= '. c ' unrelated substttute - the smgle parent shar‘es one 0r more parental fupcuons wnh a
{_‘perSon who is. not related to the famxly (e g housekeeper fnend lover), B

e . *

'_grandparent aunt uncle cousrn srblmg) a”nd

e

. e utular parent the smgle parent lrves wrth the chrldren but has in effect abdtcated: ; '

Y

Weltner (1982) ldenttftes four ma]or structural problem of one parent famrhes

¥

s S
o . e . et T . Ry
Y

'combmatlon of the followmg varrables could lead to a multrpltcrty of one- parent farmly-
‘v'..__types smgle father or~single mother '-?age of parent path along whrch the f amrly evolved —

.',_-_'_dxvorce death unmarrred extent 'of the mvolvement of noncustodral parents level of R

e & sole executrve = the smgle parent is the only frgure actrvely mvolved 'in the lrves of

- N L b',. . auxrltary parent — the srngle parent shares one or more parental responsrbrlmes wrth _: . R

i;”t- r_"an auxrlrary parent who does not ltve wrth the famrly (e g the other brologtcal-

i L,»'related substrtute — .. blood or- legal relattve assumes a parental role (e g, -

_'h_Accordmg to Thompson r. and Gongla ' smgle parent farmly systems are not--‘? " L

they' mply PR :

: emottonal and physxcal demand on smgle parents lack of vahdatron from another adult m the R




rmrturmg. and sex role modelmg (Hogan Buehler. & Robmson 1983)

B . . . . H . B ‘ .‘. . e
house reductron of generatronal boundanes betwde\ parents and children and an mcrbase of

enméshment in the system In addmon estructural problem whlch can mcrease stress for the

. '\i;- ‘

smgle parent rs role change regardmg chrldrearmg. coparentmg. household management

-'_-..\‘-

McLanahan (1983 )/conducted a longntudmal study usmg survey data to S% pare stress

levels of one~ : and two~parent households McLanahan found that femele hea‘dshrp was -

kv
posrtrvely related to stress thaﬁs chromc stress m thi;orm of low mcome and low levels of

socral support acute stress m the forrn of major li

\

events. and stress in the form of

' negatrve self 1mages and negatxve vrews about the future However it was also found that

the chrldren more opportumty to undertake new ventures (e g.. educatron vocatron‘l o

practg:al trarmng) more opportumty to de\'elréw new frrendshrps more opportumty to jom »

DU

self help groups and t% partrcrpate in commtﬂal actrvrtres and closer famtllal tres wrth the--' e
. L extended famrly 'These posmve aspecrs pﬂnanly provrde henefrts for the custodral parent .

however they also have posrtule rmpltcatrons fo&chﬂdren Chtldrenﬁare members of the.-

BN c"

famrly system and presumably. posmve features whrch drrectly 1mpact one subsystem wrll :

sprll over to other subsystems S RN e U \

O AR A \ S

There has been an mcrease of m?erest m athers wrth cusrody but at the same ttme
- o , -~ there 1s a:taclr of research on the male headed famrly (l(.atz' 19’79), Accordmg t:;l Katz'f

(1979) exrstrng research studres m thrs area suggest that the fathers are domg a relatlvely'_

good JOb m rarsmg thexr chrldren by themselves (p 253’) Katz contends that lone *fathcrs R

may have umque and pobrly understood needs Defram and Emch (1981) conducted a study j:“'.'_

whrch\eompared 33 drvOrced smgle parent fathers wrth 38 drvorced smgle parent mothers

V

' ‘; They found alrnost no statrstrcally sngmf 1cant dtfferences bet/een the two group; on u largc

AL number of measu‘res (e g feelmgs as a srngle parent chrld}eanng rssues chrldren § feelmgy

..



o f lltt,le attentron to part-tnne fathers (p 241) Domrmc and Schl '

',,, .
.

and Rosenthal s analysrs showed that bemg a smgle parent requrred a maJor shrf in’

hféstyle and priontres for most'men (p 188) On the basrs of two studles conducted by
other researchers in. 1976 Camara Baker and Dayton (1980) pomt out that fathers wrth

T
custody of chrldren report drfflcu

- nal%eeds of the chrldren and rearrng dau'khters
(p 114) Schlesmger (1980) reports on research conducted m Australra Brrtam Canada and

"‘ . understandmg and meetmg the e_v__,

| ; the Umted States regardmg srngle parent fathers Schlesmger notes that soc1al class played a:
large part m the hves of the. fathers that rt was drfftcult for the fathers to obtam chrld care

help. that parentmg mterfered wrth the socral lrfe of the fathers that most fathers had lrttle

preparatton for parentmg and homemakmg "f'-that stress and strarn showed up 1n persmal

problemst and that there W’as lrttle communal ;' support for fathers wrth CUstody of the

chlldren Problems that custodtal fathers experrence could have rmplrcatrons f or therr chrldren

o Research has also been conducted on the noncustodral father rn”the postdrvorce f amrly
l

. v

el . but at the same trrne Dommtc and Schlesrnger (1980) state that "the famrly lrterature pays

who lost custody drsputes in’ court ha,d hot accepted the court s decrsron but’ that fathers who ; f S

settled the custody of therr chrldren outsrde of“court accepted therr roles as v

B ’They also found that fathers percerved the mothers 10 have a great deal of p

fathcrs generally looked forward to \nsr,ts wrth theu&chrldren L : t., e N

Wallerstem and Kelly (198%:_ and Koch

: B mfluence the relatronshrp between 'n ustodtal fathers and therr chrldren Accordmg to

Wallerstem and Kelly (1980b) the predrv_ ~_'_e relattonshrp bctween father and‘cl’[\ 15 e

relrable predxctor of the postdtvorce fath;r\chrld relatlonshrp Rather the , vrsrtr g

Q

d Lowery 19184) report orr factors that

s
rn supervrsron and ‘protectron of chrldren homemakmg. :

' _relauonshlp that successfully outlwed the marnage reflected not only.,,.the’mlatronshrp of. the

PR

D‘ .4

_V'ound that fathers L



' AR : “ . - . . .

cat -;‘-_psychologrcal capacrty of fathers mothers and chrldren to adapt\ flextbly to' the new \ 5

3 "condrtrons of the vrsrtrng re*ﬁonshrp (p 1538) Koch and Lowery (1984) mterqgwed 30
o ,,,. - "‘.noneustodral fathers and found that a decrdmg facto& predrcttng the dtvort:ed father s

cqrmnued relatronshrps wrth ms chrldre_n was the coparental relattonshtp They found that

s - 'men who reported a satrsfactory relattonshrp wrth therr former spouse were also more lrkely t N L
L. : Y] : . \_

'_have posrtrve and enjoyable relatronshrps wrth therr chtldre,n

Noncustodral &thers havmg mfrequent contact wrth_jherr chtldren appear rwxe "L

e idepressed more drssatrsfted wrth thetr chrldren. {and mpre\stressed/ regarding fole loss »l L

o.'-

- ,_f,(Ahrons 1980 Koch & Lowery, _1984) Not only does the noncustodral father benef it from

RT3, ;equent contact wrth therr chrldren but the chrldren and mOthers also benef it (Ahrons 1980
Koch & Lowery. 1984) Case studres conducted by Frredman (1980) mdtcated that there

can be posmve changes m paren | bonds as a result of mcreased opportumtres to relate to e

chrldren m ai conflrct free atmospher :.~ In such a se"ftmg. the father s nurturtn&experrence =

provrdes hrm Wrth a new perspectrve on parentmg (p 1177) Therefore parentmg

expenences of noncustodral f athers can 1mprove“ter the dtverce

o r.;TliénfExpe'ri_enee 'of_'\Child_ren"i'hf One-Parent Families -~ '

General Revrews IR
. ¥

" 4‘: .'

. ‘:"(, .

,‘ ,'-

Research regardmg the expe ,° of - chrldren lrvmg rn oge'parent famrlres 1s L

T meonclusrve at ttus trme Blechman (1982) s " rs the chrld reared byt one parent at
o *“ c. o
o f_t nsk for psycho‘logrcal maladjustment" Four deca

sof research have not provrded ~'1' .

L ".-'conclusrve rnformatron (p /179) Btlge and Kauf man. conducted an extenswe revrew of

., one- parent famtlres usrng cross cuftural data cording‘ ,to, ~Bil,gc":’a'nt‘i Kaufman( '17:983),_;

>N

o : it rs not famrly form but the .support s‘ystem and the methods of socrahza‘tron that have " C

| '-’--,'the greater xmpact gfsemldren (p 69) . e

Perhaps ,,.as m qtne: areas revrewod rn the present study. socrodemographtc and

6

L descrrptrve varrables need'more ngorous control @udres ﬁhrldren lrvrng in one parent

: .'famtlxes Wodarskr (1982) suggests that the f olIowrng vanables appear cntml rn assessmg

.'.4»y~..‘ " '._
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H .

the unpact of hving _m one parent famtlres"on chrl@n - age and sex of the chrl} length

"-‘-._'_-f'of ttme of mantal dtscord mcrdence of physml vnolence number of snblmgs 1n the ;

-v,_"--_‘v-‘famlly and the ehtld s perceptron C/lf the dxvorce prooess o ': . o "\4 o

," . . ’

’ .'.“,..-}f\ . ‘

( Fmdmgs l' rom Cashron s revnew are as follows B o - -‘ﬁ !
‘The ltterature mdrcates that theoretrcally chrldren do not need the presence of the»

. R . -1 z 4 ) ‘ . )
,-same sex/opposxte sex parents m the l' amrly m order to develop ‘sex- role S

'“behavnor Chlldren in- female headed l‘amtlres are llkely to have good emottonal r

adJustment good self esteem except when they are strgrnatrzed. mtellectual E

"

C development comparahle to Others in the same socloeconomrc status and rates of

Juvenlle dehnquency comparable t;

O

:thers in. the same socroeconomrc status
Beal (1980) reports the followmg fmdmgs from research on chrldren m one parent ";f

famthes
. .-\ T

.» . .'-.chlldren ear:ed in- conl‘lrct laden mtact famthes may be more poorly ! SIed S,

Y -

AR _cluldren in well functtom%g one parent homes " : _?‘Y_ B ;‘.;3

b chrldren m one parent farmhes show decreased funcuonmg on cogn,t,VC-"_
c a cntical varrable regardmg mtellectual functromng of chrldren 1& the_. R
E husband wrfe relauonshrg_ -,'a B T L A T :

Due to the 1mportance of cognmve development m chtldren and to the apparent : RN

* mconsxstencres regardmg the qognmve development qf cluldren hvmg m one parent : :,.fv e

f an'nhes thxs aspect of chxld f uncuomng requnres a closer look Shmn (1978Q:has revxewed_',":-.__ s

the hterature on father absence and chrldren s cogmtlve developmentf'- Shmn states th_'}_

v A

evndence suggests that fmancral hardshtp. hrgh levels of anx:ety, and; ‘m’partxcular. low. S

. .n T

levels of parent chtld mteractxon are unportant causes of boor performance among e



- ey

v

g 'chtldren in- srngle parent farmlies (p 295‘) s ST

Hethenngton Camara and Featherman (1983) also revrewed the ltterature and

"research on the relatronshrp between one parent rearmg and the mte | 'itual functtomng

_of chrldren In sprte of the contradtctory and mconsrstent state of accumulated research

&n the effects of one- parent rearmg on chtldren s achteVement and rnteUectual

"",-"'""functtomng, Hethenngton .Cama_ra and Featherman (1983) m’ake three major

-conclusrons - Lo -_1 L e . T

_‘fa.' . thferences between groups of one parent and two parent chtldren on

.
. i-into account N 4 °~; :
: ) S . . - L - P . o
) b An ovem{elmlng number of studres have reported lower grade pomt_.
L | o
nd teacher assrgned grades for Chlldﬁn in one parent homes
L R L ;com'ared wrth those in. two-parent homes e
e '-'l‘he tntell -tual and socxal development of males may be seen as more_ PR L

dversely affected by lrvmg in one parent homes than that of females - ,

'from sumlar famrly crrcumstances (pp 269 ,}72)

":Hetherrngton Camara and Featherman (1983) also pomt out. that th fﬁllowmg

e

_drmensrons vary w'ltluhe effects of one parent rearmg reason for -one- parent household

statud duratron of one parent rearmg the age of the chrld mfluences of parent .
L -surrogates presence of srblrngs socroeconomrc status and the ethmc background of the SRR
o o \farmly (p 251) It seems obvrous that hrgh qualrty research w:th well controlled

T medtatmg tnfluences is requtred in thlS area.

o .Expenmental Studte_s . P B S ', . g .

o §lany of the expenmental studtes presented m the sectton on the ef fect of dtvorcj oo

Lo on chrl ren -are. also ;elevent here because m many of the studres chtldren of dtvorce ar
‘ ".y;jthe same chtldren who hve or have l:ved m a one p:{rent famtly Ten addrtlonal
.-":-expenmental studres regardmg the effect on chtldren ltvlng in one-parent famlltes are

,( o summanzed and presented in Appendrx A pp 182 191 Salrent fmdmgs and hrghlrghts '



from these studtes are as follows e E B A

custodtal fathers reported better chrld behavrors t‘han custodtal mothers a.nd 1
chrldren of custodral fathers ve}bahaed apprecrauon more frequently than s

- chtldn-zn of custodtal mothers (Ambert 1982), I T SRR
I b famtly equrlibrtum contrtbuted to: the ftmcttomng of chtldren such that fa@rhes o

TR - wrth a mrld degree of Chlld focus contarned stress between the parents whereas'_;""i_v__' f T
J{ fam\hes wrth a severe degree of chtld focus turned stress on chrldren who as;a:'i'j..:;;_‘f;

result adapted poorly (Beal 1979). P } . e“

factors accountmg fgr frequent contact between chtldren and the noncustodralv :-.
parent were the pro’vrs’ron of chrld support resrdenttal propmqurty, and length of:‘ . \
' ttme smce Separatton (Furstenberg, Nord Peterson & Ztll 1983), e ' | o
d | ~in. companson wrth chxldren from two parent famthes chrldren from one- parentlllr f
, g ‘ famrhes were more androgynous - htgh masculrmty, htgh femrmmty (Kurdek &j}_.-_

SN
Stesky. Jr 1980b) S

e regardmg cogmttve development chxldren from one- parent homeé“entered school'f:_: | ‘

. wrth less socral and cademrc competence than chtldren from mtact famtltes_‘jﬁ‘:_,a'_i

(Gurdubaldr & Perry,s1984) two parent chrltyen recerved htgher grades than'-.'

_- '_ , . one parent chrldten (Zakarrya 1982) chtldren tn recently drsrupted' 'v " ._~'5i
. srngle mother famtlres had greater problems m some but not all areas of school» .

- achtevement ‘and. performance than chrldren in early drsrupted smgle mother},vf 3 \

o ,;;.f. famrlres or chtldren tn never drsrupted two parent famtltes (Kmard & Remherz o e .

; o 1986) and an adequate socral support system may medtate the effects of

one parent status on chrldren s academtc perfprmance (Roy & Fuqua 1983)

e f chtldren in one parent famtltes were. resrhent in that the hurt fro N 'e_fsepara't'io‘n

-

L % dmuntsheﬂ over ttme (Schlesmger 1982) and R Lt

g chtldren tn One parent famrltes were more hkely to show early matunty (Werss
’1979) e T |
_lMore detatled tnformqpon on the purposes subjects mstruments measures and flndlngs;:.l_ - e




S

o L-3 Jomt (;ustody : . .- ~= C TN /

-:-1‘ affect both chrldren and adults m postdrvorce famtlres and that jomt custody IS a relatively;f,‘f E

o '"fféﬂi'théevs’wﬂiés'ﬁis-Pr&etéd'in Appendix Av

o Conclusrons

o on chrldren hvrgg m one parent fatmhes it can be- conéluded that farmly form may be' S

. ,:summanzed in. the paragraphs to follcw

S

’ W On the basrs of the general reVrews and experrmental studres regardmg the ef f ects"‘-"".

I3

\ 3
’Iess' rmportant m;an famrly Process (mtrafamrhal relauonshIPS) that there are' RRET

. C°“trad’°k°r¥ fmdings related to cogmttve performance ar’rd that socroeconomrc status rs, G
probably an rmportant vanable to contr;ol for in these studres B

SR

The ratronale for presentrng kS sectron on Jornt custody is: th‘at custody arrangements;v .

o recent solutton t,o varrous‘uprbblfms assgcrated wrth chrld custody decrsrons Inl‘qmauon f rom' S

General Revrews DR ‘,,__5',_4 S

SRS Jomt custody allows both the mother and the father to share equally'\rh rtghts.j:-j“l -t

and responsrbrlmgs of chtldreanng followrng drvorce (Nehls & Morgenﬁgsser 1980) ;

charactensttcs o ,f{ R ;».""_??-j{__”- oo r

.“-

both parents assume equal responsrbrlrty for the physrcal

-

development of the chrld ‘ free T

[

- —
s

the parenfz share rrghts amf respmsrbrlmes for makmg dectsrons that dtrectly, - R

affect the _
-

c the chrld lrves wrth each parent a substantral amount of ttme

"'Accordmg to Clmgernpeel and RCPPUCCI (1982) there are three major drfl’erences”

T.*‘_,-'_between legally desrgnated jornt and one- parent custody N : e

o a Jomt custody drstrrbutes the frequency of mter@n more evenly between ‘the -~ ¢ -

IR :



.-

chrld and‘ each parent

b Jomt custody mcreases the frequency of mteractton bet,ween drvorced" -parents

M o g‘ .c._‘ Jomt custody res‘ults mfmore frequent alterna'ﬁons int pnmary caregr@ and rn

t caregrvlng envlronrnents wrth concomrtant mcreases m separatrons f rom one

’ parent and reumons wrth another _ " o o ; ' .‘}_'__*_ L 50 o

42—»

The followrng 1s a cornprlanon of beneftts and nsks or negatrve features of Jornt

custody (Benedek & Benedek 1979 Chngempeel & Reppuccr 1982} Derdeyn & Scott

1984 Nehls& Morgenbesser, 1980) R _<\_ : '_15 -. _ r
, a Benefttsv— boﬁh parents remain actwe provrdes roIe models of both parents

~

- = \ . avords a custody battlé allevrates the burd"én of smgle paa;enthood conveys the
PR message that both parents love and want the chrld and r;educes a sense of loss
. L . . '_:_on the part of chrldren and noncustodral parents after the drvorce o » .
ﬁ b ‘Negattve featnres — pragrnattc problems assocrated w:tthnoving between two

"'homes (e g peer contact school contmurty) may render’ emotronal dtvorce

7: . ‘b ""’.3;rn‘"re drfflcult cooperatron 1s e3sentral and 1t subJects the chrld to 1nconsrstent'f \\‘

rules regulauons methods of dtscrplrne. and styles o parennng ‘ L

_ Expert tai Studles, (AppendrxA pp 192- 193)

e , G s expenmental studres on Jornt custody arrangements are summarrzed and"‘ R

' presen in Appendrx A The purpose

._ presentmg results from these studtes is to offer' Y \

I

:a general ‘ orrentanon fon the type of resea h bétng conducted on Jomt custody.‘:u

'_ -.arrangements to show vanous factors Wthh mfluence the srfccess or- lack of success of -
S : .T:Jomt custody arrangerr;;nts and to detetmme the ef f 1cacy of Jomt custody arpangernents A/»;

Saltent frndmgs from these sxx studtes are as of oIlows

a. four factors whtch contnbuted tz the success of JOln[ custody arrangements were. ' .. ,'



R T

comtmtment mutual support ﬂexrble sharmg of responsrbtlrty. and &sreemcm._-

' -

3 o the unplrctt rules of the system (Abarbanel 1979)

b f?_. Jornt custody fathers were found o be more involved than noncuStodral fathers
| K m parentmg after tb{e drvorce (Bowman,& Ah'rqrs 1985) SR L
S " L c A_*:?Jomt cuStody had more advantages and{ewer drSadvantages than erther maternal :: ' g ¥
- L -or paternal cus ’ody (Luepnrtz 1982) " o
. . d : pai'ents felt'that,the JOmt custody arrangement was a- posmve one (Rothberg,.'..‘--‘; " s
\7 _:1983) O : L e - : v ‘
Q ! "l"e.'f chrldren valued the _)an[ custody arrangement because it. gave them access to T
,_J jboth parents but they dld not lrke the rnconvemence of movmg back and f orth -
. ,' : ;:_:'f‘~,';_between two homes (Stetnman 1981) and ' - \

£ "_chrldren asserted that therr best mterests, were served ‘2" they could Spend\ ' -.

i app?oxrmately equal perrods of ume wrth each parent( son, 1981) S h ~ fi.

! k¢ Ry MR
.\, Erom: mformatrdn presented on jOll’lL custody rt would apear that the arrangement

E ~ 7 shows promrs’e for the futur@

i ©

D. Remamed Famrhes ‘ B - v )

The purpose of the present sectron is to revrew mforrnatron on general features of theg
A‘\temarrred famrly and then to focus on the: expenence bf chrldren hvmg in the remamed'
o fagnly éhrs section of the revrew rncludes descnptrve mformatron about remamed famtlres tn'_" S

) 'order to provide*a context for un' rstandrng chtldren s expenenceswrth respect to lrvmg tn_

‘remarrred famrlres The re rrted famrly rs a legmmate famrly form -.and mformauon

o -‘pertarmng to thrs famrly fofm is reqtured in the present study to ald in understandtng llS SIORSH
- ) r \ g

-co‘mplexrty. umque features problems strengths and° tasks The followmg areas wrll* bef
' covered in . thi sectton dn general'features of the remarrted Fa?mly drversrty of remarned

- ffamrly forms unrque characterrstrcs of remarrred famtltes dtf T ere\m;es between remarned and N

“‘nuclear famrlres problems and benefrts and tﬁsks of remarrted famﬂres The sectxon on the (
"'effects on- chxldren hvmg m remamed famrlre“s.w:ll present fmdmgs from general revrews and



' T woman ,pr a @ﬁﬁl‘b woman may marry a: vwdowed man (2 types) or &Wtdom may._‘*

 specific cxpenmentalstudres I

a;,‘

1 General Features of the Rema.ried Family -‘Cﬁ. S ' " : v f.; \

s

Not ccgsrdermg chrldren Schlesrnger mdrcates that there are erght drfferent types of

remarrtages a drvorced man may marry a srngle or wrdowed woman (2 types) a drvorced':

woman may marry a smgle or wrdowed man (2 types) a smgle man may many a wrdowed::;-:,:-} o

marrx a cwtdowed woman or a dtvorced man may marry a drvorced woman (2 types) If

chrldren are mcluded the ¥

9)

wrfe husband or both may have one or more brologrcal chrldren by the former spouse erther o

s

wrth or wrthout custody In addmon chrldren also may bea product of the remarrrage To be :

A,

_' forms of the remarned famlly (Chllman 198f Esses & Campbell 1984 Schlesmger 1978) Q

/ rratxons 1ncrease consrderably (Chtlman 1983) For example the .

ure there ts a multrplrcrty of types of remred famrltes and as a result tt lS drffrcult to : R

tonceptualrze remarrred" amrly functt.orung Of course lt is unltkely that all rypes of

S :
remarrreq famrlres can be accounted for m dorng research on this famrly form"but 1t is also

b tmportanl f or researchers to know about the varrety of reqarned f‘amthes 1n mterprettng thr
9 L\ /‘ B

-~

results Accordmg to Esses and Campbell (1984) “' stepfamrly researc ",rs need .to be

aware that contemporary models of famrly functnomng may not" fully apply to remarrred

l'a‘mrhé’s\p an. o ‘. o e :

ln ‘spite of vanabtlrty there are however certarn‘ umgue charactenstrcs commo to o

a

remarrted famlltes A comprlatron of these common charactenstrcs 1dentrf1ed by Johnson :

(1980) and Vtsher and Vrsher (1982) rs as f ollows

T <a, complexrty — there are multrfaceted relattonshrps mvolvrng a vanety of people whose
roles are in ﬂux ' : e - |
Do b‘. : varrabtltty — regardmg chxldren (e g age degree of attachment and mvolvement

v wrth noncu#odtab parent nu 9 of srbhngs and stepsrblmgs) regardmg the

Pl

brologtcal pareht (e g emo'tonal mvestment wrth chrldren level of stress

CLle



'relauonshrps wrth ex- spouse expectauons) and regardtng the stepparent (e g

ol "expenence wrth chrldren need to. assume parenung role w:llmgness to share spouse
B ",.;::4"-.thh chtldren relauonshrp '&'rth own. chrldren)
- | ‘c undea' expectatlons — there 1s a lack of socretal prescrtpttons. L : ,. B ey
g i‘ ~: d | -.1oss and gams - 1t rs a famrly born of loss (spouse and parent) but there are Ealns ol j’- S
\ - (stepparent and new spouse) as‘weu o v S
- ‘-;'7. e all members come wrth trrbal rttes learned in former households -
- f %arent chrld relahonshrps predate the marrtal relattonshrp. ‘ -, U
g. there is a brologrcal parent elsewhere. | B

chtldren are usually members ol' two households and

:J“

i. there is lrttle or no legal relatronshtp between stepparents and stepchtldren

oo As will be drscussed some ‘of these charactertstrcs can lead to problerns or dtff rculttes m the.'-i e

‘ 'remarrted f amr}y

The remarned famrly is seen as a drfl”erent famtly form compared to- the nuclear _‘ o

. famtly (Duberman 1975 Goettmg, 1982;- Keshet ’1980 Prosen & Farmer 1982 Sager
BrOWn Crohn Engel Rodstem & Walker 1983 Vtsher & Vrsher 1979 Walker & Messmger L

e B Do
1979) These researchers mdrcate that the tradrttonal nuclear "ly model cannot be .

Al

SR . appropnately applred to the‘remarrred famrly Goettrng (1982)

Some of the' most 1mporrant drf ferences between a ftrst marrtage and a remamage '

" are based ofi" the tres each partner has to the previous marrtage through ’chtldren ; _
‘through frnancral and custodral settlernent through the famrly and fnends of the_ By

former spouse and through contmued commrtment and/or attachment to the f ormer_ ‘ | S
spouse @23~ s o '-_\1'
; L ' /q o . N
Prosen and Farrner (1982) and Sager et al (1983 ). present the followmg structural diff ercnces

‘o

between remartied and nuclear famrlres Treo e o Y

CLa. marrtal and parental tasks are not conf mcd to the mantal dyad in remarned famthes ,

.7

whereas these tasks are confined to the marrtal dyad in nuclear f, amrhes

\/ - b the parent (,‘hlid umt predates the mantal pair in remamed farnilies . whereas th_e*\ e



c¢

¥ does one ar:qurre the socxal learmng skrlls bf stepparentmg" Other problems that can occur m:: -

Sl

"'.jf.because the rema.rmed couple are afrard that fhe second mamage could gp the way of the' E

e

":Messmger 1979) o

Dot

' mantal parr predates the parental patr m nuclear famllfes

g members belong to one famr]y system in nuclear farmhes, o

L d. the remarned ~famtly system 1s more open regardmg tnclusron of members than

R - o
nuclqgr l"amrhes and

L .".\ : - s

g legal tres arL" asymmetrrcal rn remamed famrhes whereas the husband and wrfe have A
r - -“ 13 X . L

symmetrncal“legal ttes to- therr chtldren m nuclear famthes

t,--.

_Fmally, boundanes between varlous subsystems are more permeable and roles are fo e

'ar}rbrguous rn remarned farmhes than m nuclear famrltes (Sager et al 1983 Walker &

g o l,.' .

&

. . s IR VR
x»,\- ?l e

l‘lrst There are afso rrsks and slress assocrated wrth the fear of f allure and‘lpam f rom the f xrst‘ '
‘;":marrtage (Garf 1eld 1930) In addmon there are: specrfnc pmblems oﬂ'stepf athers crted in: the: '
-_'-chnlcal ltterature—v uncertamt; about authortty, amount of afl‘ecuon to grve to. stepchrldrer. o
i dnscrphne money conflrcts loyalty conf'hcts, ,gullt over leavmg chrldren frorn a pnor»_ '

“_“-marnage and sexual conl‘hcts (Robrnson 1984) ' '

e e

As has been pomted out Prevroule. remarned fatmhes are drfferent from nuclearl' f:"'

f amllles Unfortunatel

there are no clear well developed models for the remamed farmly o

E
o t v

(Garfteld 1980) Also. step relauonshrps are new and untestid (Vrsher & Vtsher 1979) .

S r

Accordmg to Jones (1978) ‘the’ sOcretal mores atutudes ‘and servrces arc out of touch thh _‘ .

-"»_; - new modes of famrly structures Kornpara (1980) asks the followmg relevant questron Where )

rem‘arned famrhes are: - L Lo

,:.’

n be frozen out of lhetr funcuon — dlscrplme amd/or nurturance i

A st;pparents _'

b after remarnag the chtld of the smgle parent xs drsplaced somewhat by the new

; T . oo T 3 P o Co . : P Ve

: c members belong to more than one famrly system tn rernarrred famthes whereas R




parent and s e L I T
the mcest taboo is: lowered in remarned famrltes and frequently masked by';“

pseudohostrltty (,Goldstem 1974)

On the other hand remarrred f amrhes provrde vartous msmve features ot bene_l:lt f or o
. : bolh parents and chtldren A successf ul remarrled f amxly provrdes 'exposurel 'to a’vwrde 3artcty
. Tof hfe styles optmons feelmgs and ennehtngﬁrelattonshlps (Crohn Sager Brown Rodstein,
Walker, 1982) Keshet (1980). rdenttfres the followmg benefrts of remarrred fanuhes o
‘ﬁ:marrlage puts an end to fantasres of reconcrltatlon chrldren have less responsxbthty for the,:'.:
.,smgle parent ] emotronal well- bemg, the new spouse can be al frrend to the chtldren and the o .
- | couple can grd’w in the stepfamrly‘ system whrch enhances mdnvrdual aUtonomy and‘.':‘
| :""‘.‘,dtfferenuatton Johnson (1980) suggests that potenttal benefrts of the remarrred famtly )
:rnclude the followmg | ' _ r' Lo :
-a " rehef f rom the constant physrcal and emononal burdens of chrld care .
b ‘chlldren can often form relattonshtps of f rrendshrp and sohdanty wrth stepstblmgs on o
- ‘-..":_the basrs of common shared experlences | L '-; . Sl :' o o
c .chlldren who have been rarsed in an atmosphere of strtfe prror i0.a. d von.e_.
' .frequently have the opportumty to see a paren' and stepparent hve harmontously PR
d. 'parents who are. emouonally satisf 1ed have more to grve therr chtldren‘thxn parents =

L |
who are lonely or f ruStrated from bemg smgle and Lo

el chrldren may expand therr crrcle of ‘friendly,” mterested adults by acqumng new.-i, R

. relatrves such as stepgrandparents

" Unfortunately, currently we know very lrttle about the posmve copmg mechamsms used by"‘
E stepfamrly members and factors assocxated wrth stepf amrly success (Esses & Campbell 1984
Cpdin). R AT S | ‘

The fmal toprc of thrs sectton on general features oD remarrled famxhes lS the‘: e

- developmentgl tasks' that remamed famthes typtcallv must complcte (Klemman Rosvnberg & ;."T o
‘ Whrtesrde 1979 Lewrs 1985 Ransom et a] 1979; vm\r & Vtsher 1983) Ransom el al .

o ""(1979) conceptualrze the stepfamlly as gomg through three stages recovcry~from _los,s_., L

e . . ) .
T R I



. phase are a vanety of tasks

= _i‘_‘”Phase 1 Recovery —mourn the loss of the predtvorce famtly

et

: planntng the new marriage. and reconstttutron of the famtly Assocmted wrth each stage or

L

s Phase 2 Remamage —deal wnth feat\_"of repeatmg same mtstakes of the ftrst marrtage mvest.v' .

/’r T

i emouonal grattfteauon tn the new famtly members. resolve the loss of - the ftrst'; o

e

partner and the former famtly system

Phase 3: Reconstttutton — restrttcture parenttng roles of dtscrplme a(nd nurturance deltneate a "

Y relattonshtp wnth the dtvorced btologtcal parent

-

A stmtlar conceptuallzauon ts provxded by Klemman et al (1979) Accordmg to Lewrs _-'

; (1985) the husband and wrfe need to resolVe the prevnous stages of ' confltct separatton ‘ Y, e

dtvorce and one parent famtly prtor 10 the remarrtage and the enure famtly must restructure
< B .

boundaq:s realtgn ,relatto,nshtps, make -100m for relattonshtps outsrde of the remarrted

f amtly, share htstory, bunld new htstory. and establtsh rules Vtsh T and Vtsher (1983) suggest

i

that’ accomphshment of the follow:ng tasks can_reduce stress m _ e remarrted famrly have

'."realtsttc expect t'ons develop new’ relattonshtps thhm the famrly. understand chtldren s

emottons mamtama courteous relattonship wnth the ex spouse and seek socral support where

""lt extsts S A el
' R S RN
2".-".Th_e_Ex'peri_en¢_e of rCltildren,Lil'v‘tng in-Remarried Families. "~ . .~ =07

General RevreWs m : ,‘ S BRI

&, LR 2 -vv.'ﬂ
“the. empmcal lrterature (38 studtes) om the ef fects of rremarrtage on chtldren and found

: “""‘g‘conl‘ltcttng results regarding psychologtcal development but they found no stattsucally

Stgmf tcant dtf f rences between stepchtldren and other c dren wrth respect to cogmttve

'and socxal development Ganog and Coleman conclude tha ‘n Sﬁnefal"' ihefe is “me




' ‘v“..same conclusron on the basrs of extensrve revrews‘ Also,'

ffamrly structures (p 401) Bachrach (1983) and Walters‘nd Walters (1980) reached the'

- over the long run cluldren are better off when an unsuccessful; marnage cnds and ls

'; » replaced by one that 1s more successful

B '»young, not too old) erkmg through the loss. opumal trm ;

. ‘;i Lol . o i S -v..;\{- & T o : Q. . : . .. o "

(1978) concludes that e

Y

P

ey, T e

A number of l‘actors m the researeh lrterature have been l'ound rcgardmg

'f‘successf ul d]ustment of chrldren to remamed famrlres (Crohn Sager Rodstem Brown

_‘-;.::.,-,;Walker & Beir,’ 1981*”‘McGoldnck & Carter 1980 = "?_phy'si'_ L heal',t'h-;-:ése _(hb_t tog;' R

) tween dlvorce and:;.; o

5

remamage (1 3 years) posmve relatronshrp between ex quuses - posmve relatronshrp : :

" -"..x

,between the chrld and both step and btologrcal parents. realrstrc expectatrons and

o ‘.change in resrdence, school and peer: group

' These recommendatrons are preventatrve and sogte ‘of tﬂbm are. general in that they appl o

i ‘congruent contracts cultural rehgrotts and socroeconomrc factors are respected both

_wrthrn and between the famrlres, approval of extended famrlres and a mammnzation of

‘to f amrhes ol‘ all forms

presented by Chrlman (1983) were derwed from cltmcal practtce o x 8

PNy ’ % ' R

. a The stepparent needs 1o drscuss concepts of l”amrly rules and drg:rphne wrth thc o

brologrcal parent who is the leader wlth respect to these 1ssues i -posrtxon that rs '

legitirnized by both cuszoﬁmq law

b .z-.-'-‘*ln general the mantal parr nwds to drscuss varrous famrly matters wrth the K

+

-_chrldren mcludmg dtscrpline ' L £y .

, c‘." : Reduce shrfts m the physrcal envrronment : o

_f d.- ,Mamtarn a close posrtlve relattonshrp thhm the marrtal dyad whtch generally o

R Y

) reduces conflrcts between stepsi’blmgs ang Jbetwee‘n stepparem,s and stepchlldren éf' ‘

'-_';_"I'-:xperimemal_smqi'_' A pp 199 207) RN
| The purpose subjects mstruments measures and f mdmgs f rom mne
experrrnental studres on the expenenee of c-luldrenqllvmg m the remat?feé. family are R
: : : . ' P f‘: . : ’.. 4 . Co N R W L . ) . R ,.‘_



RIS 'f rom other famtly structures on such. vartables as cogmttve performance psychosomatlc S

. between fmdmgs from expenmental a

a ,'!‘Ganong and Coleman revnem 114 studles - '

5 found the remamﬁff

j‘:'surnmartzed and presented m Appendrx A Prtor to dtscussmgl results from th Set of o '

' ‘-research studtes two pomts need to be made Ftrst research' _n-remarried famtltes is I

\_\ K
».-xrelanvely recent compared thh research regardtng the effects of dtvorce on chrldren or
' . the expenence of hvmg m one parent fanuhes Therefore it seems reasonable that less 1s(_ .

e }.known about varrous aspects of chtldren (e g | cogmttve affecttve behavnoral) frem‘-fﬁ

""remarrled famtltes Secondly. of the research already conducted;_there 1s an mconsxstency"-ﬂ; ) o

{nical” studles» (Ganong & Coleman. 1986)

;'-‘.‘

expertmental studtes on chlldren in stepfamtltes 'I'hey found that "the research Itterature R

B ¢ or the most part dld not. repgt sxgmfrcant dtfferences between stepchrldren and chtldren“':_- T

.l‘ )'

i ‘.,,;-.-.complamts personaltty ch’aractensttcs socral behavror famtly relanonshtps and soctal -

..stepchtldren and thetr famtlres are mherently upset by problems and dlfftcultres " L

- HD R T - - - -
Fmdmgs from the nme studtes presented m Appendtx A are mconsrstent These,'_

E _:":jS[UdleS are pnmanly expenmental and nonchmcal studres Perktns and Kahan (1979) o

B
tly to functton less well than the tntact farmly. In addmon

;:Halpenn (1983) found tl;at stepchrldren percetved thetr fathers less posmvely than_._"'_.'_‘:?- T

- Chl]d!\.n ~f rom mtact famthes percetved thetr fathers. It is mstructxve to pomt out that the .

o ..'subjects selected for these two studtes were between the ages of 10 and 15 years old On..; L

a.

K the qzther hand three of the. expenrnental studtes found no dlf ferences between remarned' 'j 5

,-‘ ; -l.

R and tntact o amtlxes on. the followmg Varxables attxtude tow'and mamage and dtvorce-” "

: (Coleman & Ganong 1984) social behav:or (Santrock Warshak Lrndberg & Meadows
'::_' l982) and socxal and socxal %sychologtcal charactertst:cs (thson Zurcher McAdams &1‘;, I

Curtls 1975) T

ot

, .

4

e mantal confltct a;e better explanattons of chlldren s socral behavxor than famrly formv":;-”_f’,._

. e .‘.«" - ? R B X . . N . P N . A e <

compare clmrcal (applted) wnh. SR

ttitudes 'I'he clmtcal hterature on the Other hand generally reported that S

Accord-ms to Sang‘ock et al (1982) parentmg behav:or the sex of the chrld and' AN



L 'A-member of two households were percetvedlas bemg least stressf'.. .i;Strother and Jacobs. -

'_progress from the drscordant ‘intact: famtly to th‘e r""

- _relatxonshxps

B .f(mtact remarned) Regarding parent clnld relatronshxps wnthm the remarried famtly.'fl._.;..'
..Crosble Burnett (1984) found that a posmve relattonshnp between the stepfather and the S :

chﬂdren had a greater effect -on- famrly happiness }.han the quahty of' the marita i

' relatxonslnp ‘ Also : Clmgempeel Brand__ and levolt (1984) found h

L ,...V'f'fstepparent stepdaughter relatronshrps were more problemattc than stepparent stepson N -

.(1984) f@ld that drscrphne was the most stressful and stx:ral 1ssues were the least": |

..? KRR

s Conclusrons e T
', " . . . .. _’»» . .

Three conclusrons can be reached on the basrs of f mdmgs from the expertmental"' 3

o .research studles presented m thxs sectnon of the revnew Ftrst the research\ls mconsrstent IR

( nd mconcluswe “but.. the wexght of the evxdence hes m favor of the conclusxon that';,f,‘. ot

'-chtldren are at no more rtsk for problems m the rer}'la ed‘ famlly than m the mtact

. _famlly Secondly, lt seems that mtrafamtltal relatronshlps are mor}e u'nportant than famlly:' Sl

o form regardmg chrldren s adjustment Thtrdly, 1t appears that dtscrplme is most stressf ul S

P and soc1a1 f actors are least stressful f or chtldren in remamed f amtlres

‘e »,’_ .'-.- -__..—-,
b - . :

'_E"Suni‘mary- and Critique R

’

The revrew of the hterature and research was or;amzed m a sequenttal manner to' .

? "°d f amﬂy,".- a scquence whxch could o

match the expenence of many chtldren The maJor emphasus of the revnew was on chtldren S

. 'expenence of dnvorce and therr expenence of vanous fanuly ‘rms (mtact one parent'

.'jremar‘led) The Purpose of the present sectxon is 10 lughhght vanous themes from the rcv:ewf'i? S

chrldren s functxonmg and famtly transrnons

""and to prov?ea crittque of the exxstmg ltterature and research on the relanonshlp between. R




'E‘a .

‘_Vi;varxables - age' ' sex degree Of mamal confhct parent chrld relatronshlps, etc Another:.?' S

summary Statement ‘about the rev:ew 1s that famrly process varrables (mtrafarmhal:‘ -’-
,“_'mteracuons) may be more unportant to chrldren s funcuomng than the form of the famlly in

_whxch chnldren llve Regardless of the famrly form m whrch chrldren hve rt appears that,;

"‘_relattonshrps wrthm the l‘amnly ml‘luence chlldren s functromng m cognmve affectrve and .

"v]behaVloral areas;?-'Many researchers suggest _.tha ,srgmfncant posxtxve relanonshlp exrsts“ SRR

between famxly .process and chlldren s

cttonmg‘ Although the rnajor focus of the pregem', ; -8

ol'farmlyme.mbers e e

L _‘ _ The x‘cportmg of mconsrstent fmdmgs regardrng the relatronshrp between famrly'u B
, ';r. transmons and chrldr"n s functmmng was a consxstent theme throughout the revrew One}'_
| mxght speculate why there 1s so much mconsxstency in. the exrstrng body of Itterature and".-"

- Vi(research ‘on the relatnonshxp between famlly transmons and chrldren s functronmg There:, R

Bt Wy i e

appear to be three sources,of incbnsls’té cy amoﬁ’

8. the eseach st?

reseafch from chmcal studies and ngq;lmggal studres coulda_’gsho$ dlff.

reaSOnably. chmcal studxes fmd more problems in famrly functxonlng thgn nOnclﬁh@studres B B

A second source of mconsrstency may be the farlure to control for uni)ortantw mtervemrfg OF i

e 'medrauns vanables Two confoundmg vanables that reqwre methodologrcal control are IQF." -
and socroeconomrc status A fmal source of mconcrstency may be a f‘mc“gn . °f, the e

- 3 '.measurements used in the studres on famrly transmons That is, drfferent resu%ts hl:w be :' _
ﬂ .Vfound dependrtg on whether one measures mternal chlld vanables (%& 331{ “{eeh‘gs %ld B
- 'v‘_..,.Pcrcephons and atutudes) or extemal measures of chnldren (e g behav10r ratmgs Of teaChe’S' ~ )

B 'or parents school grades observatron scales) ln summary. these» possxble sources of'v'- L

o : . inconsxstency among research studles on f amlly transmons mrght explam the rnconcluswe state : e

»'_of research at the presem txme As wrll be seen these sources of mconststency wrll be, Bl



Co 45

f,"':aCcounted_vfor "in_-'thefpresentstud;y."f RPN T "

\

F H"”"'es“ et

On the basrs of the extstmg lrterature and research reported m the present revnew L

“1,,,.«—\

A ‘Assessrnent Measure (FAM) Famrly Satrsfactton Scale (FS) Health Resources lnventory

- e 2 . Chrldren lrvmg m mtact -one- parent and remarrred famtlres wrll form a umtary group

' rather than three drstmct groups on the basns of scores on School Report Grades Self ;' ‘ -..

'_.‘.Esteem Famrly AssessmenkMeasure Famrlv Satrsfactton Health Resources Inventory N
Teacher and Health Resources Inventory Parent | : :

3 .Chtldren lrvmg in mother father and Jomt custody arrangements wrll obtam Slmllal‘

o :-__.'scores on School Report Grades Self Esteem Famrly Assessment Measure Famlly |

'-Sattsfactton Health Resources Inventory Teacher@and l-lealth Resources Inventory

[ Parent

o "41_;'.'.',There wrll be a drrect relauonshrp between the number of y_ _rs in the new f amtly and

* scores on - School Report Grades -Self Esteem Fa i Assessment Measure Fa‘

u Satrsfacuon Health Resources lnventory Teacher a 'd Health Resources lnventoryfégent
'of cluldren lrvmg in one parent and remarrted f amrlres ' -

5L "There wrll be a drrect relatronshtp between haséttsfactlon wrth cusmdy arrangements and
T R
. '-:.'scores on School Report Grades Self Esteem Famrly Assessmem Measure Famnly

-

*,-Satrsfactnon Health Resources lnventory Teacher and Health Resources lnventory Parent

- A:of chrldren ltvmg in one parent a.nd remamed famtltes . ;o o Q& ' e :
% There will be a, drrect relatronshrp between sausfacuon wrth access arrangements and



""f""of chrldrem livxng in one parent and remarned farmhes

ot
/‘,.

7 ; 'l'here wxll be a dtrect relatronshrp between the

ber of days pef year chtldren vrsit wrth o
| "Q,."'the noncustodxal tparent and scores oq School Report Grades Self Esteem Famrly g‘/

S ,eAssessment Measure Famlly Satrsfactron Health Resoureés Inventory Teacher and 3 o " . "

" Health Resources Inventory Parent of chrldren lrvmg in one parent and remamed Y

f amthes

9 el

ey

P

. 48" Therg wnll be a. dxrect lrelattonshrp betw_” . mantal adjustment and scores o’ School"’ '- .

Report Grades Self Esteem Farmly Asséssment _Measure Famrly Sattsfactwn Health

lfesources Inventory Teacher and Health Resources lrl,‘ 2] tory Parent of chrldren lmng in f -

rema,med farmlles

"" The dependent vanables as zoperauonally defrned m Chapter I wrll be obtamed as

» i R ey

i follows Y e f -
- .'-1'.__ F:School Report Grades (teacher assrgned grades m Language Arts Mathemattcs Socxal
Studtes Sc1ence) "f e ”?_ - .'9/ S ' o '

S “2 Self Esteem (Culture Free Self Esteem lnverit‘ory. Form B) \ : u =
_ | . ‘ 3:.;'.'_.Ch1ld percepuon of farmly process (Famlly Assessment Measure) “ .‘ 4 | o -
4 cnna satrsfactron thh the farmly (Famtly Samfacuon Scale) - o . "

- Teacher perceptton ol' chrld behavror (Heal 'Resources lnventory) e SR
6. -Parent perceptrou of chtld behavxor (HealthResources Inventory) ' |

B The mdependent vanables of the study wxll be obtatned_asfollows _7, f L e

R o

C%Background lnf orrrtauon Form) '- i

o .
s R
33._ . ulld Sattsf actton wrth Lustody and Access Arrangements (Famlly Satxgaétxon Scale)

o 4 -:Mantal Ad]ustment (Short Mamal AdJustmentA' est on the Background Informauon

B A .






ae et T

_ rom. whrch the sample was selected tgnsxsted of all Grade 6 and
" _'Grade 9 chrldren mcludmg therr teachers and parents from mrddle socroeconomrc status

o netghborhoods m Edmonto Alberta The rattonale for selectmg the sample from _n‘nddle ‘..'

_socroccohomrc status nerghborhoods was to contr ' _-v_pnon for possrble confoundmg effects v

o 'of socweconomr&tatus attrrbutes ——-..rncome ooccupatron and educatron ln addmon _~'Grou -

' - 'v"lQ scores were collected to detect and to ’control for possrble confoundmg effects of‘ abrhty

-

Ly !across the thrce-@amxly forms The rauonale l‘or selectmg students from Grade 6 and Grade 9 -

r

‘tf was: L :-';l B
| v : a., ; 'the group abrlrty At:ests are routmely admrmstered to students in Grade 6 and Grade 9
| ‘\ . -‘from Edmont PublrcSchools -..' L | » ‘ R
o ) : ‘students tn Grade 6 and Grage 9 are (able to underst& and respond to- the

o questrol;lharre rterr‘ and ET
ry .

c _ these two age groups mclude preoadolescent and adolescent chrldren for whrch fanuly v_:
i -transmon rs an tmportant rssue (Wallerstem & Kelly, 198'(’))\

@ Fmally. Edmonton Alberta was selected for reasons of convemence Also in 1983 Alber{a

.G . 'Z’i'

had the second lughest dxvorce rate in Canada (Statlstrcs Canada“ 1985)

“- .

‘ The orrgmal sample consrsted of 214 students and theu' parents and teachers from 3 ‘
S R

Edmonton Catholrc and 10 Edmonton Pubhc Schools Schools were selected on the wmg




fB
1 .

Ca 'A ‘each school we{oated h the };g’montonlMe,trOpohtan cgnsde -r,m ix L
- b '.Qeach school was located in'a mrddle sﬁctoecgnomrc status nelghborhood based on the
o .-"'$26 000 to $35 000 range of average famrly mcome and B |
\ ok ';b c prmctpals ﬁad to grve permrssnon for the parttcxg_atron of tﬁetr schools m the .studyt -

- ’,%A total of 18 schools were tmttally contacted but the prmcxpzfls of 5 of these schools ref used
e -

to partxcrpate m the study Parents also had to agree to pamcrpate‘(n the study and they had
“fitogwe perrmssrgn for thelr chddren to parttcrpate in the study . ',1- - " e
| Parents of all Grade 6 and Grade 9 students in the 13 Edmonton schools were
. ' -' f -f:-'thuested o pamcrpate m the study (N-,950) Of the" ongmal 950 parents 424 (45%)

: 2‘ _ ._responded to the request and 214 (23%) agreed to partrcxpate mm study Theref ore 50% of

\

s . 4--\
n&’iysrs be&ause one was ltvmg W1th a brother as guardlan and the other was lwmg

> ‘ m a on,e pa.rent famxly"due to the death ,',of the father As a result the fmal sample of

L, e

C ':‘one parem’. and remarrted fa*nuhes consrsteg entrrely of chrldren who had experrenced dworce

i w

s

S - 2

VI

o

“the @arents who responded actually partvclpated in the study Two students were dropped - B

" 1
“'The grade sex 'and famgly form of the 212 students n&e fmal rs)ample are presented in Table R



" Female >

S , Grade§" " 0~ - 69

\ .

‘ ‘ .‘; - Tablel o
/Grade and Sex by Family Form of the Sample

Q-

" Intact s On_e-'Par‘en"t_' Rernarned '
n=13% =42 n=d4 S

Gradé9 -

' Male“. g

Voo R . v e e

t\,."

The sample was qunte balanced regardmg grade and sex wrth 47% (n 99) in Gi‘ade 6

f
h

o vand 53% (n—ll3) In Grade 9 and wnth 49% (n 104) male and 51% (n 108)'female 'I'he £

A

| average number of srbhngs of th e chnldren mvolved m the study was. 1 5 wrrh 129" of the - ’_[f'*-," )

' chrldren havmg 0 sxblmgs, 48%

more slblmgs \

Student scores of thc Canadlan Cognmve Abrhtres Test and the Lorge Th mdxke;“‘

_r_..srblmg, 25% havmg 2 srbhngs and 16% ha 1ng 3 or o

“ . Intellxgence Test were. collected to deterrmne 1f the chxldren drffered on 1Q. across farnf_ y fo(-rﬂ ‘j, .

_ 'Lorge Thorndxlre Intflhgence Test (Lorge Thorndrke Hagen & anht@l%?) s a group IQ‘ ‘h -

.t,f The Canadian Cogmtwe Abrlmes Test (Thorndrke Hagen & anht 1982) is a group IQ test o
-conslstmg of verbal quanntanve and nonverbal subtests It is rouunely admxmstered to

‘_&nts in Grades 3 6 and 9 by classroom teachers m Edmonton Pubhc Schools The‘ '

'-’.test consrstmg of verbal’ and nonverbal subte»ts It is routmely admrmstered to students m' .

IQ tests are presented in Table2 R S
e

. _ ‘};_,Grades 4 and 8 by classroom teachers m Edmonton Cathohc Schools The results of the grgy{( : o



R R Companson of Gr'oup lQ Sﬂnrm Across L
S R Famthorm LW

e . . o.
"

FamxlyForm ST o s = ﬁ”nStd .

Group : o ~ Mean  Dev. " n % Dev.

»

CVerball . .: ' "Ngmyf_e:bal_-; -

" Canadian Cognitive Abilities Test - b

-~

Cmtact T . 1085 1594 105 1103 17.27

- One-Pament © - 1053 - 1518 31 21057 14.14

..

Remamied ' . 1062 1219 28 130 1356 -

L&r_ée-ThOmd_ikeih’;elIi'gexioc Test /r

Intact - 1091 0 1457 26 o Me3 1.

~Ome-Paremt . 136 900 . 7T 196 1755

-

. Remamied - - 1170 1058 - 3° . 1260 . 1345

P

MW‘MQ LT | L "\':




. B lnstrumenu nd Measures _ et S
A dest:rrptron of the 6 mstruments and measures used for study is as. follow's
f -1 School Report\Grades The academtc report mcludeq grades in langua
- mathematrcs socral studtes and scxence for all students in. the Dtstrtct Scores on a 100 _
pomt scale were converted for the present study to a 1 (low) to 5 (htgh) rattng on’ the e
basrs of- the EPS Standard gnd —0 to39 1 40 to 49 2 50 to 64 3 65 to 79 4 80 to 'v o
. 2 Culture Free Self Esteem Inventory. Form B (Battle. 1981) The SEI contams 30 rﬁs 5'. o
B of whtch cdmprtse the lte scale The tnstrument wrthout the lte scale contams 25 rtems.'_ , |

L " mtended to measure an mdtvrdual s perceptton m four areas general self soctal schogl :

. and parents The ttems are lelded in two groups those whrch mdtcate htgh self eStee m SO

" ‘.‘ | ~and those: Wthh mdrcate low self - esteem The tndrvrdual checks each 1tem etther yes or
o Accordmg to Battle the mstrument has cont %’ld concurrent vahdrty and
» estrmates of test retest reltabrhty range from »‘79 to 92 (Battle 1981) .
| 3 Famtly Assessment Measure (érmner Stemhauer &Santa Barbara 1983) The FAM is a k
e '-"“.'self report mstrument th provrdes quantttatrve tndrces of ’famrly strengths a.nd
‘weaknesses The FAM as b on a pr‘ocess model of famrly funcuomng that mtegrates
' _' dtfferent approaches to ‘famuy therapy and research The General Scale of the FAM was |
| : used for the present study It focuses on the level of health pathology in’ the famrly from - X
’ : y a systems perspecttve and consrsts of 50 staternents about the famtly as a whole Famtly ,‘ .
:- -members are asked lf they strongly agree, agree drsagree or strongly drsagree wrth each
D statement accordtng 10 how well 1t descrrbes their famtly The scale provrdes &1 overall
""ratmg of famrly functronmg,seven measures (subscales) relaung to the process model
plus two respdnse style subscales (s0c1al desrrabxlrty and den;al) The seven measuresr'
: b'_ ; relatmg to the process model are 1) task accomphshmen or the achrev.ement ‘of a vartety
“of hsrc developmental and crrsrs tasks 10 reach btologtcal psychologtcal and soaal

:i_goals eof the famrly.}2) role grformanc or the drfferenttatton and performance of

B var&ms roles Wthh are prescrtbed and repeuttve behavnors mcludmg a set of recrprocal - :

o



- ",.-contr‘ol or the process by whlchfamrly membel"s mfluence each v]ther to sustam ongolng- o

j _ all basrc processes must be. consxdered The seven scales comprrse 35 1tems in total whlch"j- L

X

>demands and 7) values and norms or the cultural and famrly background agamst wluch."_ O

. ',Li

4

e . ’ Lo e . . o
© A L. o ST . S

R

mvolvement or the degree and qualrty of famtly members mterest m one another. 6)-- |

rﬁ ks

L ".actrvmes wrth other famtly members. 3) commumcauon or the exchange of mformatton , = v
S : "and achrevement bf mutual understandmg amOns’famtly members. 4) aff gtwe expgegto [

Y or the content mtensrty. and tmmyg of the l‘eehngs*among famrly members.) S) { tlv o

' "~functromng or to allow" the famt‘y 10 adapt 1ts fimctronmg m response to changmg task

were used 1n the present study Esumates of mternal consrstency f or the General Scale are '

.

$93 for adults and 94 f‘or chtldren wl&le valrdlty studtes are m progress (Skmner et al S

/1983)

v

Teport mstrument Whlch assesses famrly Satrsfactron on the drmensrons and subscales of o |
famrly cohesron (emotronal bondmg) aﬁd famuy adaptabthty (abtlrty to change) of the,"f" “-‘.'
Crrcumplex Model (01son Russell & Sprenkle 1983) The Famtly Sausfactton Scale is a L .'
14 1tem rnstrument in" whtch subJects respond to each 1tem about thelr famrly on’ a!’ ‘.

frve pomt erert Scale 1 dtssatrsfred 2 somewhat drssatrsﬁed 3= generally sattsf:ed .

-+

4—very sausfxed and 5 extremely satrsfied Erghe 1tems load on famtly cohcs:on and srx

+

rtems load on famrly adaptablllty An estrmate of: mtemal consrstency of the total' -
’ mstrumcnt 1s .92 and test retest rehabrhty 1s 75 (Olson & Wnlson 1982)
5.

«

Health Resources Inventory (Gesten 1976) ThlS mstrument measures percepttons ol' .- "
' cluldren s competency related behavror For the present study. 4 tterns were omrtted and,
6 1tems were sltghtly modtfled to adJust the HRl for. parent and teacher completlon 'Fhe
HRI (revrsed) contams 50 ttems whfch are assrgned a ratmg of l to 5 (1 not at’ all.. 2= a :

httle 3 moderately well 4 well 5 very well) accordmg to how well the beﬁavror'-' 2

descrtbes the chtld The HRI contams l'rve subscales 1) good student lnclud 5

}e’.’

/related to effecuve learnmg, 2) gutsy mcludes 1tems reflectmg adaptwe asscruveness or ; '

R

] . e . g o . )
. . N P Lo

PO

o
n

0l

i‘Fan'uly Sattsfactton. Scale (Olson & thsoh 1982) The Famrly Sausfactron Scale 1s a sell‘ S

ego strength 3) ﬁl’ socrabrhty consrsts of 1tems rel‘lectmg cffectwe mterpersonal .



6 '}'Background Informatxon Form 'I’hrs form is a {quesnonnatre deyeioped for the present:.":
study to collect the follewmg rnformatron on students and @&tr I;gmrhes sex. and grade

rrta} adJuStment between spouses from mtact

.';;;pom Lﬂtert -scale) and the degree Of 13

01“"

',Au. J.v R

‘ .an& remarned Tamrlres as measured by _the. Short Marrtal AdJustment Test (1§Cke &,'_ Lo
91959) The SMAT is, ap'I‘Sbeem test whnch S?Ields a global measure of rnarxtal L

A TheCulture Free Self Dau.z:m Inventory (Form B) the Famrly Assessment Measure TR

the Fafmly Sansfactron Scale the Health Resources Inventory (reV,rsed) and th . Backgroun ALY »

?‘\ L the researcher admmtstered the Culture Free Self Esteem Inventory. the Famtly Assessment___: E

Measure and the Fatmly Satmfactxdn Smle to the partncrpatmg students m therr c'iassrooms at o

S SChOOl At thf‘ same tlme the Health Resources Inventones were grven to. the homeroom_\-"-_ '



e

. '_:‘_:,i:.teachers for therr completxon Arso group abrlrty test scores and school report grades @ere .A
""collected from student records tn the schools Ref er to Appendtx C fo: a: copy of the |

; »_correspondence wrth pa"rents and teachers The data ‘were, collected from November 198} to’l .

o "‘Apnl 1986 A summary of the procedures 1s presented m Table 3 I ~} _ "b'x '

]

Table 3

Summary of the grocedures

Instrument L . CompleteéBy | e '[rme to Complete

. Schoo|Report Grades ~~ © tbachers " . ¢ ' notapplicsble "

Do

‘;Ci,r_nure-.r‘-'_'fee Self Esteem 'Iriven_t()ry'v':- - ,stu&'ehts_fih'school: o b. 10 mmutes

#) s

"', Family Assessment Meastre - .~ - - students inschool - . # 10 ‘minutes :. .

T e,

T,

" Family Satisfaction Scale’ SRR students in school .- SR .".,"5:"1_r'l'i'nutes;j el

Fi

'"'-Healthfliesourqes"lnuentoryi- ST : Parents al_" ‘home and :_' 10 mmutes

»i"r-!eact}eIS',in school .o v

o e o S SRR A e : o h .
Background . Information - Form . parefits 2fhome ' ©w, 10 minutes -

| (mcludmg t’ Short Marita_l-' ‘

’ AdJus[ment ’I'est) S TR R SRR |

.

The procedure ensured that a multrmo&al approach to measurement was 1mplementcd

s The measurements mclude self perceptxons parent percepuons and teacher perceptrons of

chrldren m addmon to cogmtrve measures Moreover the followmg aspects of chrldren wcre i . L



. .' MR A .‘\ . . ’ e 3 e PRI : _' N ' o o M K R

' : '_Imeasured — achrevemcnt self esteem perceptrons ot* famrly processes satrsfactron wrth the
o famlly. and behavror rn school and at home R ., - s
7:_1) Statistical Analysis

A vanety of stattsttcal procedures (multtmethod) were computed to test the followmg

etght hyp0theses o SERTRN

. 1 '{fChrldren ltving in mtact one parent and remarned famihes wﬂl obtam Slmllaf SCéféS on:
R - }-;:‘the followmg vanables School Report Grades (SRG) Self Esteem (SE) Farmly
‘ ! ".Assegemem Measure (FAM) Famrly Satxsfactro.l Scale (FS) Health Resources Inventol’y

>

. Teacher (HRIT) Health Resources Inventory Parent ( HRIP)
- 2 'Chtldren lrvmg in. mtact one parent and remarrred famrltes wrll form a unrtary group

| '. :-'rather than three dtstmct groups on the basrs of scores on’ SRG SE FAM FS HRIT

. ‘"'"--'and HRIP o 5 S ’
. 0.‘ - : . .

'3-'.;‘ _‘;,Chrldren ltvmg 1n mother father and Jomt custody arrangements w1ll obtam srmrlar
" ’scores on SRG SE.FAM, FS HRIT and HRIP | |

There wrll be a dtrect relattonshrp between the number of years in: the new famrly and

S

X .'scores on SRG SE FAM FS HRIT and HRIP of chrldren lrvmg in one parent and

s -f'remamed famrhes R S R ‘ e
BN N __There w111 be a: dxrect relanonshrp between satrsfactron thh custody arrangements and

E _scores on SRG SE FAM FS HRIT and HRIP of cmldren hvmg rn one parent and
"'”]i.;'-f‘remamed famtlres | ' e B PR

S ) 6 'There wrlI be a: duect relatronshrp between satrsf‘actton w1th access arrangements and e
. ‘,‘scores on SRG SE, FAM PS HRIT and HRIP of chrldren llvmg in one- parent and o

s remamed famrhes

o ) 7 There wrll be a drrect relatxonshtp between the number of days per year chrldren vrsrt wrth-v o

| »the noncustodtal parent and scores on SRG SE FAM FS HRIT and HRIP of chtldreni'".,__‘ ¥

o hvmg in one-ﬂ‘arent and remarrted f amxhes

K3

s, ".':There wrll be a dtrect relatronshtp between mantal’- {7and scores on SRG SE B



GO {:f_i:'.-#; el o - e e S
FAM FS HRIT and HRIP of cluldren lmng in mtact phg'remamed famtlres

A descnpuon of the s‘t’anstrcal procedures and\the s rc hypotheses to whxch rhey

: ‘_"__;apply is presented below e ;___ B e ) v
S 1.; ,-ﬁehabrlity Cronbach S alpha usmg the Stattsttcal Package for the Socral Sctences (SPSSx)
L :'program Was calculated to d_etermme the mternal conslstency ol‘ the mstruments f or the :
3 total sample (Cronbach 1951) i\‘:cordmg to Cronbach the mtemal consrstency ol‘ an
-"j";mstrument i the . meaﬂ o’ all spltt half coefftctents resulttng from" different
o _sp}rttmgs of }\est Alpha is: therefore an estrmate of the correlatron between two random .‘
s'amples of 1tems from a umverse - of: 1tems hke those m the test (p 297) Alpha |
" estrmates were caIculated to determme&he mternal consrstency of the mstruments and not -
i to test. a Spelelc hypothesrs r : ' - o
2 "-.ANOVA A three way analysrs of varrahce was computed usmg the SPSSx ANOVA
gy : .program to deterrmne 1f there were mteracttons and drfferences between groups (mtact
B ".one parent remamed) grades (6 9) and sex. '(male female) on’ the followxng sur
H‘:"_:dependent varrables school report grades (SRG) self esteem (SE) chrld percepttons of
famrly processes (FAM) chrld sattsfactnon wrth the l’ amtly (FS) teacher percepttons of
L chrld behavror (HRIT) and parent perceptrons of Chlld behavror (HRIP) For each of
' 'the mstruments or measures a total score was calculated ’l'he tOtal scof'es were used as.
the dependent vanables Post hoc coarparrsons were made betWeen the m‘eans of the
; 'vanables by using the Tukey HSD test (Kirk, 1968). The three -way ANoyA (Famrly |
: :-Form by Grade by Sex) was computed to test Hypothesrs 1 A one way analysts of ‘ ‘
, _j' 'vanance was computed ustng the SPSSx Oneway Program to determme 1f there were
‘ '5d1fferences between groups (mother custody,’father custody 301nt custody) on thc srx?
""dependent vanables - SRG SE FAM FS 'HR[T and HRIP The one- way ANOVA.‘-,”"_:,__‘ .

- J(Custody) was computed to test Hypothesrs 3 T

3, Drscnmmant Functton Analysrs A drscmnmant analysrs was calculated on thc sar'nf
-jf.usrng the Dtscnmmant SPSSx program ln so domg a: lmear combmatron of thc_

o .‘- de ’_pendent vanablbs (SRG SE FAM FS HRIT HRIP) was: calculated to determme 1f R

- [ . o PR -t



}‘3,& . A

-"“-the three groups (rntact one parent remarned) could be adequately drstmguished from:‘

- each other F;rst the lmear combmauon of varrables that best drscnrmnated between the .
'hree grbups was computed and then the coefflcxents were used to predrct group' .
o membershlp The drrect entry method whnch forced the vanables mto the analysrs was '

and the pooled wrthm groups covarrance matnx was subsequently used to classrfy'

<

the cases Dtscrrmmant analysxs was calculated as one test of Hypothesrs 2 L
o 4 Homogenerty of Correlatxon Matrrces The DERS MULV58 program was used to compute-‘
- an asymptotrc Chl square statrstrc to test the homogenerty of the correlanon matrxces of - ‘
o the three groups mtact one parent remarned The vanables used for thrs analysrs were.'-'_
SRG, SE FAM FS; HRIT and HRIP The purpose of the program 1s, grven samples_f”[-' -"
A'.from p varrate normal populatrons the statxsuc 4s a test of the hypothesrs tha: the- N
" '.'populattons have the same correl‘&‘tton matrrx wrthout assummg that they have equal.‘A s
standard devratrons or means (Jennnch 1970) Homogenetty of correlatron matnces was. .
o calculated as another test of Hypothesrs 2 ‘ ‘ ‘ " o L S
"._:S_‘.:;'--.Pearson Correlatmns The SPSSx Pearson Corr Program was used to caleulate Pearson |
.,’ .. product moment correlauons between the dependent varlables and trme m the new<
- ;'famrly. chrldren s satrsfactxon wrth custody and access tune spent wrth the noncustodral .
o _;'parent and mantal adJustment The srgmfrcance level f or each coeffrcrent was based on a.‘u‘ o
| "ione tarled test Pearson correlatrons were calculated to test Hypotheses 4 5 6 7 and 8
6 : Exploratory Data Analysrs A number of exploratory procedures (stem and-leaf drsplays
| ':”.: box’ and‘ whrsker plots correlatrons w1th unusual cases removed) were used 10 take ai'
: '“'l'.“'closer look at the data The Mmrtab Programs were used to facxlrtate calculatrons and to ' e
o 1dentrf Y unusual cases for the correlatrons (1 e cases havmg a large standardrzed resrdualb'ff-'-.:
B f';l' rom the x by y regressnon lme) Detaxled mformatlon on the procedures 1s presented xnf‘.{:;._'f
Chapter IV Part II thh the results ,' o i ' . ,‘ ‘
A declston rule was adopted to determme 1f the hypotheses would be rejected 'The\ ‘

J

dectsnon rule 1s that each hypothesrs wrll be rejected 1f more than two of the srx dependem P

-~ . vanables do not substantmte the hypothesrs That 1s a hypothesxs 1s to be rejected rf more 4_




: ;Sarucular hypothesxs mlght not be substanuated Result° of the statnsucal procedures are

than one- thtrd of the vanables do not dxsplay the predxcted outcome of a particular

o : '.,‘dxscussed Results from each dependent varlable are cormdered noteworthy even thoughcj v




The purpose of Chapter IV 1s‘to present and summanze the results of the data analyses ’l‘he

: .1 chapter is drvrded into two maJor parts The ftrst part provrdes results of confrrmatory data

L :.;" analyses ThAt rs Part I provrdes tradttronal conf rrmauon or’ lack of confrrmatron of the eight

hypotheses under study The second part of the chapter provrdes a closer look at the data by
ﬂ‘b mg exploratory data analyses Accordrng to Errckson and Nosenchuk (1977) exploratory o
techmques make rt easy to see mto the data to. poke around some rnformatron in- search ol‘ &

l

rdeas about how thmgs worlt" (p 3) The ratronale for usmg the more recent exploratory

approaches is. to provrde a more comprehensrve analysrs of the data Part I of the chapter is -

Lo ﬁf_-' orgamzed tnto the followmg frve sectrons A Descrrpuve lnformatron B Importance of

A Descrlptlve lnformation . '7?'

o
Famrly For‘m C Results Pe;tamrng to Custody and Access D Results Pertammg to Marrtal

Adjustment and .E Relatronshrp Between the Hypotheses and the Results The reshlts are.

presented in the same order as the hypotheses stated m Chapter II

."‘a

Pearson correlatrons of the dependent vanables and descnptrve statrstrcs of the "f

rnstruments used m the study are presented pnor to reporttng the results of hypothests tesung
L : - /]' . = 2, )

Pearson corrclatrons of the dependent vanables are reported'm Table 4. 4 R j
> ; . ; f' ( ! ,' ",

One outstandrng feature of the Pearson cd o s."rs that there are two clusters qf

dependent vanables The chrld percepuon vanables ( elf esteem famrly process, ,fam,rly
sausf actron) are hrghly correlated wrth each other and the perceptrons of chtldren‘by outsrders 2
(school grades teacher ratrng. parent ratrng) are’ hrghly correlated wrth each other,aThe othcr - 1'-_

. .
o

correlauons are all below the value of 30 It seems clear that the data are tappmg two major _‘f; )

factors rnternal and external to chrldren - : o Sk
. o E A
60 ‘ EEIRE
: : © “r
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&lpﬁiﬁttstics of the dependent measures for the total sample and Cronbach 's’ _:
m.'“’e‘"f ““““31 cdnsrstency for each mstrument are summanzed m Table 5. The R

.dlfference bétween the number of ps for the vanous measures lS due to mxssmg cases from

[ P
‘,each measure For each tnstrument # itermis were. scored such that a hrgher score mdrcates a.

- htgher level‘of functlomng Tabl?'sx prwnted to show descnpuve informatton for the total:f

i‘sarnple Adequlte or’ comparabﬁv‘orms aré unavatlable for the measures and as a result _

‘:statements on the relattonshrﬁ"‘ﬁtween the sample and a reference group w1ll not be madenf

- The results indtcate tht t’ mternal consrstency (Cronbach s alpha) of the: 1nstruments 1s'

: _thhm accepgble umm B SEEER ', "‘ f R i:.- e ‘:

‘H,IB Imp0rtance of Famtly Form o . - ? L w L

)

L B Hypotheses 1 and 2 b0th propose a determmatton of the 1mportance of famrly form to ',.'

" various aspects of chrldren s functromng

o :_' 1.‘_? Chtldren hvmg m mtact -one- parent and remarrred famtlres wrll obtarn sxmrlar scores on - -

‘v the followmg vartables '.ichool Report Grades (SRG) Self Esteem (SE) Famxly

‘,":Assessment Measure (FAM) Famtly Sattsfactlon Scale (FSO Health Resources lnventory";'"’ -

Teacher (HRIT) Health Resources Inventory Parent (HRIP)

R "Chtldren hvmg in tntact one parent and remarrxed famrhes wrll form a umtary group !

v rather than three dtst,mct groups on the basts of scores on SRG SE FAM FS): HRIT-
and HRIP. | | T ': "
Results presented in thxs sectron of the chapter pertam 10 the query of whether or not chrldren o »
- : from separate famxly forms recexve srmtlar scores on. the dependent vartables (Hypothesrs 1) :

"and whether or not chtldren m the total sample can be classrfred mto three drsttnct famrly""

-~ -

o :forms on the basrs of the data (Hypothesrs 2) That 1s the results to follow are used to'-

o _;'determme the role of famtly form to chrldren s functtonmg all else bet equal The statrstlcal" T

- .:,-analyses used for thts purpose were analysrs of vanance (ANOVA) Drscnmmant Analysts
-;and Homogenetty ol‘ Correlauon Matrxces o : '

L ANOVA Results
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o Dscnptive Statistxcs and Cr@ubach s Alpha of the lnstrument; J
,'c;' oL e for thp 'l'otal Sample o S ’

Number

-of

Mxmmum Mammum Cases ¢

- Iuterna! .
COﬁSiS-. o
tency

* Highest = |
Possible "~ °

FAM 1001 1386 sk
SRS 478 9_.'5,8".,‘ Y

HRIT 1852 Casm s

CHRPP 1878 874 U7

622 635 39

. 20 o 209// |
| 24 a0
'-68 ,  }2’03‘}'.‘
e

v ¥25p ;‘  .i2O8;f*

8 75 s :

N
8761
e
. '.'.-96.87-"..'- ‘

. +.8123

0

;. 151;.1.

o
0

A‘.V76"._\‘

SRG School Report Grades
.~ SE = Seif Esteem Inventory .- -
. iFAM 'Family Assessmerit Measure |
Famxly Satisfaction Scale -
= Health Resources: lnventory Teacher
I-IRIP -Health Resources Inventory Parent
SMAT = Short Mantal Adjustmem Test



a ‘Mam Effects

L (E=4 769, p=0.009), Health Resources Inventory Teacher (F=.9 585 p= 000). and*g,:?__"

. "Parent

4

- and mteracuons) from the 3 Way ANOVAﬁQfam ym ~by grade hy sex) for each dependent L

Ty

na X

vanable are presented m Tables 16 21 Append D Multrple compansons'between the means L -

ol‘ each level were c&leulated usmg the Td%ey HSD procedure Tables 6- 8 present the means._ :
of varrables l‘pr each level jof famtly formg grade and sex.. ;T

As pr‘esented jin Tables 16 21 (Appendrx D) the followmg matn é}’-fectsahﬁ farmly

ﬁ-form were found srgmfrcant School Report Grades (F 8 369 p =, 000) Se‘l“r“lEsteem

"‘j-gResources Invénto:y Parent"’F 7 397, n— 001) The’ Tukey HSD leSl on SRG,.

’means 'showed that ghrldren f rom i t,act famrhes recewed a hlgher school rep0rt grade L

;;mean than chrldren f ronr., ﬁne parent and remamed famrhes (crmcal drfference ="

.\.

}fll 412) The Tukey HSD\tes’t on SE means showed that chrldren from mtact fa;mhe% had |

s "a hxgher self esteem mean score than chrldren.. from remarned farmhes (cntrcal drfference."--" '
1 415 The Tukey HSD test on HRIT means showed that cluldren f rom both mtact aml

, 'remarrted famrhes recewed a hrgher mean teacher ratmg than chrldren from one parent -

e “l'atmlres crmca] drfference 14 00). The Tukex HSD test on. HRIP means showed that'

‘ ':‘ch.rldren frorn mtact famlhes recerved a. h,r her' mean parcnt ratmg than chrldren fromf" :
.' ] -'remarrred famrhes (crmeal drf ference 17.-19-)'. These x‘esults are snmmanzed as 'follows .
‘ ln;: School Report Grades - mtact greatcr than one parent and )remamed

2. Self Esteem — mtact greater than remamed .' e

PR A Health Resourt:es Inventory Teacher — mtact ‘and remamed greater than one- parent'

and -~

.4, Health Resources lnventory Parent - mtact greater than reman:red

o \Therefore on the basrs of these results _using the Tukey HSD teSt HYPOIheﬁS 1 is

i‘reJected due to S1gmf'1cant drfferences between groups on’ School Report Grades . h

Self Esteem Health Resources Inventory Teacher and Health Resources Inventory'

A
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" SRG = SchoolsReport Grades .

SE = Self-Esteem -

FAM = Family Assessment Measure = -

. FS = Family Satisfaction Scale =~
‘ urces Inventory Teacher
HRIP = Health Resources Inventory Parent

HRIT = Health R



o

© Table?

" "Compyrison of Means by Grade — Total Sample

g

" Grade 6

- Mean -

o Grad
n - Mean'*

9

152
S 193
1008,

49.3

s L

9T T 154

w2

A

[

93 W10

3

-98, - 1876

s %99

FUR
L1

"1104 ;

SRG School Repon Grades

&”SE Selesteem R
L FAM -Family- Assessment Measure _
C FS = Famxly Satisfaction Scale ~ ’
o HRIT "Health Resources Inventory Teacher

g iHRIP Hcalth Resources Inventory Parem



‘Table8

} _Cqmbﬁfiédn <of,‘_,Mei'ns' by. Sex — Total _Sa;nﬁl,el
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=
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(Appendrx D) t.he followrng mam effects for sex were found srgmfrcant Famrly‘;' " ..?

Dok }

Sattsfactton Scale. Health Resources ‘Inventory Teacher and Health Resources Inventory_ _
Parent Males recerved a hrgher ytean famrly satls;a:uon score than females (F 4. 497 E 2

:—‘035) females recerved a hrgher mean teacher ratmg than males (F 4 857 p— 0297- s

and females recetved a hrgher mean parent ratmg than males F 7 944 p— 005)

b lhteractron Effects '

-

for Famrly Satrsfactron (males hrgher than females) and for Health Resources Inventory-f_ ,‘ :

famrltes) :

None of the three way mteractron effects was. srgntflcant (Tables 16 21

Appendtx ﬁ)a f&mly rorm by Grade mteractton effects were found srgmfrcant on the-l -
Famrly Assessment Measure (F 3 256 p= 041) as shown in Table 18 The Tukey HSD <

test showed that Grade 6 s'udents from remarned famrhes had a hrgher mean score ont '

the FAM- than Grade 9 chtldren from remamed farmlies (crmcal level = 9 92) None of SRR

a

the other two way mteractton effects was srgmfrcan' S B - ( o
Summary of ANOVA Results | o
;, ' Mam effects were found s1gmf1cant on famxly form (mtact one parent

Self Esteem (mtact greater than remarrted) Health Resources Teacher (1 ,tact a' d‘-'
remarmd areater than« one parent) and Health Resources Invehtory Parent (1ﬁ"ta,ct-'l_ :

! greater than remamed) Mam effects were also found srgmfrcant on sex (male’female)._ s

Teacher and Parent (females hrgher than males) Interactton effects— were only found_j' :

4 L

srgmfrcant,on the Famrly Form by' Grade mteractron' for the Famrly Assessrnent Measure;;}_

(Grade 6 students from remarned f amllres hrgher than Grade 9 students from remarrred" s

Three maJor.statements can be made about the ANOVA results Frrst chrldren';

: . N

f rom 1ptact famtlres recelved thf htkhest grades. had the htghest self esteem and recetved‘

the hnshest teacher and parent ratmgs ‘o”fﬁbehavxor as’ compared thh Chlldren from'-:".‘f

one parent and remamed famxhes Thls means that farmly form rn thts sample rs an‘-',- L

There were no srgmflcant main effects for Grade As presented rn Tables 16 21 . '_f
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? s 2. Dtscrrmtnant Analxsr

. ; ”‘»;.mtact one parent and remarrted famtly groups or‘the varrables tgpptng children s X

fstgmfrcantly on age OF sex. o ‘»; . 'ﬁ | e - j o

tmportant vanable thh respect 10 chtldren s functiomng tn thée ereas mentiorted above

‘ "jl-lypothesrs 1 is therefore rejected Secondly there were no slgnrf tcant drf ferences betwqen *

j'percepttons of therr famtlres —famrly process and famrly sattsfactron Thts rryans thatz- pan

fn rom the chtldren 'S perspecttve “their” fbamthes provnde srmtlar mteractmns and a slmtlar g R
e el
- ,level of satrsfactton regardless of famrly form Thtrdly. the results dld not vary

o o X ..;. -"’\.

) i',-:l

The drscrtmmant analysrs procedure was used to- test Hypothesrs 2 1. e to determme

_"A-tf clnldre% from tntact one parent and remarrted famtlres form a unttary group The

o 1975 p 435) The functtons are formed such that the separ. .ton of groups ts maxrmtzed
l»ﬂHence wetghts are obtatned such that the varrance between means on Dt dtvrded by varlancc
'.?‘_'-'wrthtn groups on Dl lS maxnmz.ed (Nunhally. 1978 P 456) Two research ob_tecttves of

RO dtscrtmmant anaxysrs are ana.ysw and classrf tcatton

drscrtmtnant analysrs was computed on part of the total sample The analysw used l§4 of the

‘212 chrldren m the sample because 48 cases h’ad at least one mtssmg dtscrtmmatmg vartable

ochrldren, from ren‘iamed famrlres 'were used in the dtscrtmtnant anale?sxs The 6 vartables T

L mtact one parent and remamed f amtly groups was computed

A _Drscrtnnnant' f unctrons are of the form

-

As auresult 109 chrldren from tntact famrhes 32 chxldren from _one parent { annltes and 23

2

o
(SRG SE FAM FS HRIT‘nd HRIP) were used in: calculattng the dtscrtmtnant funcuons

Results from the dtscrtmrnant f unctton procedure are presented- ut J'a.bles 22 25 Appendlx D

'-'."-A lmear combmauon usmg drrect entry of“ the varraules that best drscrtmmated among the

e
-

The dtscnmmapt functton ts a lmear combmatton ff the dtscrrmtnatmg variables A_"j

-

4 Dis dl,z1 4 dsza o+ dthP e ",':--;

o where Dl the score on drscnmmant functton i dh = standardtzed wetghtmg coef f tcxents

o uf-'

» ."t‘-f_and Zi = = standardtzed v,alues of the P dtscnmmatmg varrables used in the analysrs (Klecka




: tools for the mterpretatton of data Amon1 these are statrstrcal e .ts-

Y,

.,p_.‘ 11

. \

5 Q_determmeﬂlow far apa

¥ '.second funcuon

N
4 e A

rmg the success

)

: ‘dtscnmmant f uncuon 1s more useful than the second’m terms of drscnmmatmg between the
: 'groups The f 1rst funcuon accounts for 71% oﬁ the var'ance and is srgnifrcant at p § 05

o whereas the second functnon accounts for only 29% of the vanance and 1ts sxgmf rcance level is

Sy :",'

S The standardtzed drscnmmant f uncubn coeff ncrents (T able 23) correspond to dr values

‘ ‘and are . used to compute the dtscrrmmant score for a case Klecka states that "the-‘
-:dlscrlmmant score lS computed by multtplymg each dtscnmtnatmg vartable by "’its' L

o correspondmg coeffxcxent and addmg together these products (p 443)

The w:thrn groups structure *coeffrcrents (Table 24. Appendrx D) show how the

'f unctxons are related to the varxables wrthnn the groups It\can be seen that school report

.

'.'_‘_:-“_'whlle self est&m ftmrly satrsfactlon and famrly process havé the\htghest correlattons wrth
the second funcuon Thts s the same break down of varrables 1e extemal and mtemal
f ' f actors deﬂved f rom the total correlattons presented earher rn the chapter )
'I‘he group centroxds (Table 25 Appendtx D) are the average of the scores for the

"cases wrthm a partrcular group By cbmpanng group rneans ou a pamcular funcuon one can

._’_groups are along that dunensron On the ftrst functron the mtact

.f‘:'group € 26) i quxte dxsttnct from the one parent ( 63) and remarned ( 34) groups Thrsns

s-,--

xs meant the process of 1dent1t‘ymg the ltkely group membqshxp of a case w.hen the only
mformauon known rs the case s values on the dtscnmmatmg vaitables By classxfymg the

cases used to denve the functrons m the ftrst place and companng predtcted group

‘I‘urmng to the classrfrcauon objectrve of the dtscnmmant analyS1s ' "by olassrfrcauon

o

. X - \'.
wrth whlch the drscnmmatmg vanables actually drscrumnate when combrned mto the . )

- .,d_‘_dtscrtmmant f‘uncttons (p 435) In Table 22 Appendrx D 1t can be seen that the fxrst:r o

o ,‘grades teachcr ratmgs and parent ratmgs h?e the hrghest correlatrohs W1th the f irst f unctron o

.'?""pnmarxly due to the external vanables There is less drfferentratron of the groups on the S



membershxp wrth actual egroup membershtp. one can emptrically measure the success,,.ln'

‘ drscnmmauon by observmg the proportton ol‘ correct classrfrcauons (Klecka. 1975 p 436)

The program was drrected to classxfy cases accordmg to the proporuon of the stze ol‘ each

group because the three groups were unequal m number of cases Thts means that tf a case-

could be equally classrfred m etther of two groups it would be classrf led in the larger of the
two groups on the basis of srze The classrf rcatxon was based%n the 164 cases. wlth ~nonrmssmg

values of the dependent vanables — school report grades self esteem chﬁd percepttons of

famrly process chrld\sausfactron wnth the famrly teacher rattng of Chlld behavror and parent o

- ratrng of chrld behavror The classrfrcatron results of the drscrrmmant analysrs are presented in

 Tabled

' 'ClaSSll'lcation' Res_ultg of the Discriminant Analysis = = ‘o

‘ _ACtu,al'.'.,b 4. . Predtced Group Membershtp”‘; :

- o - s . Group C. .. Group 1 Cgoup 2 : Group 3 To[a] _ -

,x -_4" . r.vr".'»

Chwmett 102 0 6. T iog ;.
. Ome-Paenmt 24 7L mo
© Remarried ©. 21 T R 0. . 23

o TemlCLoaa7 o 1s T2 iled o

- ) - 4_:_:’ ;J -
note 66% correctly classrfleg

These reSults mdtcate that approxtmately,66% of ,the sample was correctl{ classrfted by‘ o L

Y
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the 0 one- parent group, and 0% of the remamed group were correctly clasSrfred *Notree that 1f'--:
o "all cases were classifled in group 1 66% (109/164) would be’ correctly classrfmd Therefore o
,. .'_:the drscnmmant analysns was not t:uccessl"ul m classrfymg the chxldren m mtact One parent L
:.-vahd remarrxed l'armly groups Or\the basrs of these results Hypothesrs 2 rs not l'eJected The‘ -l i

S chrldren do not l” orm three drstmct groups accordmg to famrly form \_ ;'-: : 5 o

3 .Homo enefty of Correlatlon Matrrces _

The homogenenty of correlatron matrrces procedure was used to test Hypothesrs 2 The, -
correlatron matrrces ol‘ the mtact one- parent and remarrred famrly groups were compared T
e A N
'The same'6 varrables (school report grades self esteem Famrlyi'Assessment Measure Famrly.,_-' S

. N‘

Satxsfacuon Scale Health Resources Inventory Teacher Heaﬁh Resources Inventory Parent)'“"'

. & ?

were used for these compansons The asymptotrc chr square test of equahty was 66 1442 wuh_'.' o

o 36 degrees of freedom yreldmg a probabrlrty of' 16648 These results rndrcate that the-..' Cot

correlauon .matnces of the depende.nt vanables of chﬂdren from 1ntact ‘one- parent and‘,‘

. remarned famlhes are srmnlar‘_f ,_,.g’nCe Hypothesrs 2 rs not reJected on the ba.,.s of these‘j' e

| 'results The sampled chrldren frorn mtact one parent and remarned famrhes form a umtaryfff'a;': e
L ; . LT . . . . ','(‘_:.:,/0':'
L -group Y

//k ,',:’ \ :

_ stcrrmrnant analysrs and homogenerty of - correlatron r’natrrces. were u'sed to;est :
_.',_E-“Hypothesm 2, Results frorn these statrsucal procedures were congruent m that they mdrcated .:::_/‘A

L ‘”.."'chtldren Jrvmg m mtact one parent and remarrred fa,mrl;es form a umtary group rathe; than ';'"_;'3. ]
-”:'-"f-'three drstlnct 8roups on the basrs of school report Srades self esteem chrld perceptmn of _.»," S
e family Process chxld satrsfacuou wrth the famrly and parent and teacher perceptrons of L

1": " : .-jbehavror As a result Hymthesré 2 is not rejected

BT

o . T e P S



.'Results of the one-“wa)g A’NOVA (mOIhﬂ"

L % i . N I
C. Custody an% Access nesuﬁs g g, S %

f'alapter 18 to preSent results whnch lest fj g

Ky

4. There wﬂl be a dxrect relatronshrp, be!weem the number ot‘ years m t.he $new famxly and :

scores on SRG 'SE FAM FS HRIT and HRIP of chrldren lm'

A remarned famxhes T ?z’ SR " ‘.J“r,

., 1 One-way ANOVAs RO

. ‘There wﬂl be a drrect relatxonshrp between saUSfacuon wnth custody arrangemems and -

.;"“‘ one parém and f._'?

nf.’»

n'-.'

scores on’ SRGJ .SE FAM FS" HRIT and HPIP o“ chlldren hvmg in one parem and ; N

. .' remarned f amrhes

rrn,‘

~on, SRG SE FAM~ FS; HRIT and HRIP'

: * ., } . - . . _. B . .
The one way analysxs of va ance (ANOVA) procedure vrqs used to detcrmme xf- DU
GRS I .

::chlldren hvmg ur mot}ler father and Jomt custody arr,angements oblamed snmrlar scores- on o

e _.'fthe dependé%t vanableg Table 10 presents the vanable mean scores for each cuslody lypc R

_,;vfathef Jomt custody) on school gra des i

self esteem famlfy processa, famlly sausfacuon lcacher ratmgs. and parcm ratmgs are?_ s

presented m Tables 26 3°1 Appendrx D'Th‘e“' wem no slgmflcam dlfferences for Lhe sn;‘f.__v't_'-




o SafEsem . 864 59 20 s 1968 -

L Assessment

5 ‘,;""'vanables across custody arrangement usmg a 05 level of srgmfrcance. Chlldren hvmg ,m '
mother father and Jomt custody arrangements recexved srrmlar means Qnrthe depehdent )

' variables Consequently.,Hypothesxs 3 is not rejected

B Table 10

d Varlables '?,,",.i : L '\'ﬁean l’l ,: ‘ Mean ’ ,Mean D

"_,Famxly . " 4 e

Famlly S R .
| 'if-"'-Sansracuon | B O A X IORE S
:‘F-HRi 'I‘eacher | 156(3“ 2 T .177:2;»52' 6

CHRIParent. o leAs T 4T TR 8

Pearson correlatrqriﬁ ,_Jvere computed between the dependen‘
R :

"'.FAM FS HRI’I‘ mﬁp




gy

Sattsfactton Scale (ttems 15 and 16) usmg a 5 pomt erert Scale wnth 1= dlssattsfted 2=

- Access o BT 133 .‘_“42_.:‘_2 S ; ‘3;_3 o
"._“,'.,Days/year Vgsxt wrth S ) |

NomeusiodialParmc 33 ;e 40 198 ek,

" one- parent and remamed famrhes

© Variables - -

' :'Years 1n the New

A

JForm Satxsfactxon w1th custody and access. was reported by chrldren on the Farmly,’ L

g -“somewhat drssattsfled 3 generally sansfted 4 ‘ ver-y—.satrsfned‘ and S = vextr_ernely‘, " i g

- satnsf 1ed

‘Prior- to reporttng the Pearson co'relatlons descnptxvé mformauon |s presented m B

-

Table 11 mcludmg mean scores of years in the new famnly. chrld sausfacuon wrlh custody and N

access and number of days per year v1s1t thh the noncustodxal parent for chnldren f rom-

}

a

~ Table 11 -

* Descriptive lnformation o_f'\Custody'and Access Variables

© One-parént Group R:emarried'Grou‘p' :

o Custody/Access . . .. osd. st

;;}',-",Mean;-' Dev.  n " 'Mean Dev: n o

Farmly S Q;' e 61 391 e se s 34

Sausfactron wrth

: ,V:Custody S oo a0 8y a2 - 33 w409
""Sausfactxon‘rwi‘;h-f L s e e e ‘

Although not assocrated thh the hypotheses a number ol‘ obscrvan&ts can bc madc

R about the mformauon presented in’ Table 11 Fxrst chrldren lwmg m one parent famthes were‘ .

' ; 'v.-more satrsfred Aytth custody than wrth access arrangements (t 4 40. 000) Secondly.

vl



children from one parent famrlres were. more satrsfred with: custody arrangements than were e
' chtldren from remamed famrhes (t 2 60 D= 01) 'l‘hrrdly. although not statrstrcally_
srgmf rcant chrldren from one parent famlhes spent more ttme vrsrtrng therr noncustodral
o parent than chlldren from remarrred f amrhes These: results seem to make sense and can hkely,
be explarned —by-th\e d\herences between one- parent and remarrred famrly forms That is, -
| chtldren rn remarned famrlres are lrkely more removed from access and their noncustodral f
parent Also chrldren in remarrred famrhes may be less engaged wrth therr custodral parent v '.

. due to the add tion of the stepparent to the household R

’ Results f the Pearson correlatrons between years rn the new farmly. satrsfactron with v' '
e custody. satrsfact on wrth access days per year vrsrt wrth the noncustodral parent and the srx'u
va are presented rn Table 12 The srgmfrcance leVeI of the correlatron-- '
: coel'frcrents was ba d: ona one- tarled test. A‘ » | _ '_ _'

| Comments e 'rdmg the results presented m Table 62 wrll be restncted to srgml'rcant '

correlatrons (p< 05) There was a srgnrfrcant tnverse relat nshrp between years m the new .

T Tamrly and teacher rat' gs for the one parent famrly group and between years in the new " .
l‘amrly and school repor grades self esteem and teacher ratrngs for the remarrred famrly" L
| group The results sugges'- that chrldren recerved lower scores on these vanables the longer _'
E they hved in the new farm y "“The rnverse relauonshrp is stronger for chrldren rn remamed L
famrhes than fot chrldren in one parent famrhes The fmdmgs wrth respect to years m the

new famrly are not due to af because the mean drfference between chrldren m grade 6 and- e

~

Grade 9 was not srgmfrcant 04 : -1 09 p— 281 for the one- parent group and t= 37 p— 710 : " 7

f°r the remamed STOUP) Al s : the frndtngs are. not due to samples wrth chrldren who have '_;
hved m,the new famrly fOl‘ Onl . -a short perrod of trme because the mean number of years in. v .F
the n w fr mrly was 6 ’7 years for chrldren hvrng in one?,a.rent famrlres and . 6 years for _"' "' B
chrldren lrvmg rn remarned families. The mverse relauonshrp between years rn the new famrly Lo
and the dcpendent vartables ls'l;lot accordrng to expectatron on the basis of the lrterature and o

rcsearch presented rn Chaptcr ll Hypot.hesrstl rs therefore retected
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Pearson Correlatlons Between the Dependent Variables o
o g o and Custody/Access Variables

P}
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SE
 (n)
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(n)

FS  MRIT
n) o

"HRIP |

One-Parent Fan'iil_y" Sample -

i

~An)

Years in the R 1
New Family © - L (4D)

., ,'Sa'ti,s\fagtion. _ o 10 _
CwithCustody - (4)

| 'S_alilf'action B ‘ 09

- with Access - . - (42)

"I+, Days/year Visit with ~ ~ -.27%
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e
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There was a srgmfrcant posrtrve correlauon between chrldren 5 satxsfactron wrth

’ custody and famrly process for the one parent famrly group and between chrldren s

; satrsfactron wrth custody and famrly process and famrly satrsfactron for the remarned famrly

. i
grOUp These results are accordmg to expectatxon and suggest that chrldren more satrsfred wrth

~ their. custody arrangements are more posrtwe regardmg mteractwns wrthrn therr famrhes
_' However the predrcted relatronshrp was not found for the other vanables and as a result _ .
N due to the lack of support for Hypothesrs 5 1t s the}eﬂoi reJected Lrttle support exrsts for L

- Hypothesxs 6 as well The only srgmfrcant correlatron between satrsfacuon wrth access and the - '

_ dependent vanables was that for self esteem m the one parent group As a regult Hypothesrs : '

L6 is reJected

' Hypothesrs 1 proposes a posmve correlatxon between days per year chrldren vrsrt wrth

" 'the noncustodxal parent and scores on’ the dependent vanables School grades and teacher' :

. ratmgs of chrldren in’ one parent famrhes were srgmfrcant in the drrectron proposed That is;

'the 'nore trme chrldren spent thh therr noncustodtal pa@ts the hrgher therr school grades .l S

; and teacher ratrngs These results mdrcate that teachers are. more favorable to chrldren who'"

' ".A.vxsrt rhore f requently wrth therr nbncustodral parent Accordmg to the decrsxon Tule. adopted“'.

f or the present study (propo&elatronshtps confirmed for more t:han wo of the dependent;

.Zrejected B

‘,;;sngmf rcant drf ferences between the three groups f or the dependent vanables The eonclusron to;__'.';’"‘ o

’_the new f’amrly and three of the dependent vanables (SRG\

' .vanables) there is not .enough supportrng evrdence for Hypothesrs 7 and, as a result it rs_-_ -

<.
v'\ .

-

: " i The ANOVA on custody arrangements (mother father Jomt) drd not 1ndrcate R

‘be: reached on the basis of these fxndrngs is- that 1t seems to make lrttle drfference who hasf.' SR

custody of chrldren after drvorce The.Pearson correlatrons'between the number of years rn '

oy

'srgmfncant for the remamed famrly group Thxs fmdrng mdr _tes that the longer cluldren» _'.“*, o

_spend in thetr new famrly. the lower therr scores on these three varrables There were few'x_'f_‘

'SE" ?}RI’F) were rnverse and.



W

srgmflcant correlatrons between the dependent vanables and satrsfactmn wrth-’c'ustody and

: ®. SN
access and days per year chrldren spend wrth thexr noncustodtal parents DB
- D Marltal Ad]ustment | . o " .

; » - The. purpose of the present sectron of the chapter is o present results whrch test -

L HypOthe51s8 e T o o ¢ o

"_ 8 There w;ll be a drrect relatronshtp between mantal ad]ustment and scores on SRG SE

B FAM FS HRIT and HRIP of chrldren hvmg in mtaCt and remarrted famrhes ‘
’I‘he results presented in this sectron of the chapter pertam to the 170 chrldren ltvrng in mtact _

and remamed fanlcges Pearson correlatrons were computed between SRG SE FA,M FS,

HRIT HRIP and marxtal adJustment as reported by parents on- the Short Marrtal AdJustment o

Test (1tems 9 to 24 of the Background Informauon Form) The, correlatrons are reported in
Table 13. |



Adjustment Test = <. (29 29y (25)) (29) (23 . (295

Pearson éqﬁgtfj{ibn"s\rnétween‘bepenggnt Variables and. Marital Adjustment . .

e
) .

(n) (xn () ‘(_

Intact Famlly ﬁnplegﬁ 1'_* :,‘ e
e SR

Short Marital ™ s Va0 L 03 DR aee

A

* Remarrie#t Fa'rnilyf Sample - -

s
»

“p< o . f'_;v.;j ”’“" | v Y

. Y

. 1he parental ratmg of chrldren (HRIP) a-nd marrtal adjustrnem were sngmfrcantly

PrsAl

varrables and mantal adJustment reached srgmfrcant levels Marrtal adjustment may %lot be

).
related to. various - aspects of chtld functromng in a nonclrnrcal sample Consequently

Hypothesrs 8 1s reJected on the basrs of these results

o .
- .
E .-
4 o
o . .
»

E. Relatlonshlp between Hypotheses and Results ‘_ S = 3 '
On the ba51s of the results presented in Part I of the pre‘sent chapter H xLotheses 1, 4
5 6 7 and 8 are rejected and Hypotb.eses 2 and 3 are not’ TCJCClCd Dtscusswn of these

fmdmgs wrll be presented in Chapter V Pﬂor to drscussmg the results in Chapter V the data

@ .

correlated for the mtact group howevers none otj the other correlatrons between dependent e

 Adjustment™fést- T (19) ‘(lrao')_--p C10) 120y (1) .0y

| Sl'm_}‘r't Marital o o2 ag .05 2 e gy

‘o

;



E homogene

T 'ref med explanatton of the results

jtinized Tiirther in B4rt I-of the presdnt chapter.

RS

"

there were d’rences between means of mta\ct one parent and remarried family.ggroups

'_'(HypotheSts 1) on the srx dependent vanables ’I’he dtserrmmant analysrs u—.\.hmque and

'accordmg to famlly form (Hypothests 2) It was found that although srgmftcant dtfferences

’ between the three groups exrsted for the vartables of school report grades self esteem and

teacher and parent rattngs the stattsttcal programs drd not show that three drstrnct groups

exrsted accordrng to famtly form These results appear mconsrstent and requrre ftrrther

'\

S exammauon The Qne way analysrs o‘f vartance techmque was used to test. rf there were

T

'vv.drfferences between means -of. mother father and Jomt custody groups No srgmfrcant

g_dtff erences were fOund between the three groups but dxf%.rences would have to be relattvely ‘ .

- large to reach stausucal srgmfrcance due to the small number of chrldren in the father custody

l)

rs less dependent on group stze 1s hkely approprtate Ftnally. Pearson correlattons were

_computed betWeen the dependent, ana nd custody. access and mantal adJustmeni
& :

i vanables (H)}otheses 4 5‘ 6 7 8) The results of these correlatrons were not accordmg to.l'.

RE T

' : conf trmatory analyses it was decrded to look f urther at the data to provrde a ‘deeper and more - X )

: . : o . .J"
Theref ore the purpose of- the second part of the results chapter is- to provxde 4 closer

e _loolt at the data by usrng exploratory data analvsrs procedures (Ertckson & Nosenchuk 1977

:_Magutre 1986 Tukey 1977 V;lleman & Hoagltn 1981) A related pursurt is to revrew the _; P

~,
. A

t"COﬂSlde mg extreme alues 'l‘he tltree way analysrs of vanance techmque was used to test 1f’ “

o expectatron and as a result dtd nat confrrm the hypyheses It lS possrble that the dtstnbutton S

" . Y S
2 'of scores mtght be mterfenng wrth the overall results of the analyses After exammmg the i



__’reeults of the correlauons presented in Part ! but wnh the unusual observattons remo ed ﬁ-om‘
l

. sample (one parent and remamed gropps) wrll be presented and thrrdly results pertalmng to'

the data vanalyses 'I'he orgamzauon of Part II ns su?nlar to that of Part l rn that l‘.trst results';,

_>pertammg to the lomi sample Wm bs ﬁresented secondly._results pertammg to the custody

; lh¢ marrted squnple (1ntact and remarrred) wnl be presented Consrstencres an‘d nlconsrstencres‘
.*between the cq,nf;rmatory and e‘xploratory approaches wrll be htghlrghtég where approp};ate e

‘Assessment Measure the ‘Famrly Satrsf actron Scale, the Health Resources Inventory lTeacher - o |

L

Results of school report grades the Culture Free Sell' Esteem Inventéry. the Famlly;"

\‘and the Health Resources Inventory Parent were compai‘ed across l'amrly form usmg_' -

exploratory data analysrs prooedures The purpose of these comparlsons corresponds to the,, Ll

b

'i"ratror'iale for testrng Hypothes'ls 1 an"d Hypothesrs 2. That n the purpose 1s 1o determme lf’

_ chrldren drf fer accordmg to flamrly form on the dependent varrables selected l‘ or the present

) study and if there are three d/stmct groups represented m the sample

RS Step 2 constr&t frve number summarres of each vanable for each group‘

The followrng exploratory data analysrs steps Were tal en to compare chlldren l' rom

.

_;.'mtact one parent and remarrred famrlres on, the dependent ~arrables 7; AR ft

Step 1 construct stem and leaf dtsplays ol‘ eaég v’anable for each group. S '_ "; o

6

' ) . ":Step °3 construet box and whrsker plots of each varrable for each group. and P

{\

- Step ,4 calculate lower and” upper notches around the rnedran of each varxable for each LR

g ,,group.

‘a.

. Each of these steps wrll be explamed along wrth the presentatton ol" results to f ollow Further

o _detarls on how to conduct exploratory datﬁ analysrs can be found in Enckson and Nosenchuk

(1977) Tukey (1977) and Velleman and Hoaglm (1981) Moreover the Mrmtab Handbbok

, '(Ryan Jomer & Ryan Jr 1985) descrlbes a number of computer apphcanons usrng Mmrtab

programs f or exploratory data analyses ,' v e




one-parent and rema&red famdy groups Acco}mg t0 Magux,re (1986)

- ‘, dtspla,y 1s a Way of tabuﬁhg data that combtnes the
'. the abxlnty to reca,pture each of the da
Ptspl&)’s I 18 Appenchx E .Stem and )

: . . . \. , - : 5
dtstrlbuuons For example it can be seen that the dxstnbuuons of the tntact group tend to ‘%
L

clump at the hxgh end of the scale for sclr’ool report grades (Dr*splay 1) and self esteem -

( Dtsplay 4) varrables whereas. the dxstnbutxons Of the mtaet group’tend fo to be symmetrncal( .

foi' the othe L_vanables (Dlsplays 7 10— 13 16) Perhaps the mtact 'grodp, 1s not a
( l
representatlve san‘ttple of the populatton of chrldren from mtact famtlles wnth respect to school

o grades and self eSteem It c&k( be'that the chlldren from mtac \famrhes were excepnonally

4

hlgh on school achtevement and self esteem tralts thus showing a cexhng effect on the

accurately tested wrth respect

tf> school report grades and self estee r The observed clumpmg

(Dtsplays 2. 5) and remamdt7 (Dnsplays 3 6) samples The other vanables (FAM FS HRI‘T

: ‘/

HRIP) appear symmetncal I the three famrly form samples "'_‘ :'; :' ‘
: g{ the low

Another observatlo apparent on the stem and eaf drsplays is* the clumpmg

:()

. general there were Oery l‘ ew clnldren who consnstently recen)ed 1ow scores 'Rhere was only one \ X
o B N TR

'; Chlld who recelved low scores on tpore than tWo. vanables ThlS excepuonal case was a chxld v »" -

(ID#139) who recewed low scores thh respect to the dx;tnbuuon of sscores on school




hm$emmusthe mntepof gravrty——and greatly af fected by extreme values T‘hrs characterr%rc,f

lS not. true Of the medran — the measure of central tendency u§ed l‘or exploratory 'Gata

I.. .3 o ot ‘&

..r.~

L --°' The next‘ step of the procedune was to construct Five- number summaries i rom the:'_-'
L ¢ 7T Lo R )

; l stem and leaf drsplays The frve number summary xs a short hand versron of the drstrrbutlonf:_

~.y, - ‘e

whrch mcludes essen)al mformatron about level Spread.l quartrle drstance range and °utlrers' o

of a partrcular drstnbutron of data The fIVe number summarres are easrly calculated l’rom the D

'

stem and leaf drsplays and cbnsrst of the medlan the lower quartrle va e‘&»the'.;upp_er 'dudrtile

value the lowest score and the hrghest scoret The foll wrng data ] 1_53 .i'ncluded_';ln'Cha'rl_t T
. ’ .. ,' T L
1 nuﬁfber of cases (#) medran depth (M) fourth depth (F ), the~ drstance between l‘ourths:»,, '

- .-

'(-df ) the val\xe of 1. 5 trmes the drstaaigbetween fourths (1 5 df ) outlrer cutdt‘l‘ values and_{; : ,, '

| outl‘i'er scores The drstance between-four hs (i.e., the. thrrd quarule value mmus the frrst'f'-""b'
quartrle value) is used to calcnlate outlrer s m the followrng way | V. T T i
AR upper outlrer value > Q3 + 1 5 df and . ‘ ‘_ ‘ ‘ - g “r "
. lower outher value < Ql : 15 df ,";"','. : . o -‘:j ' ,
. ‘I'he ], _T'jmultrplrer vaIue is the conventronal rule -of - thurﬁb value used m exploratory dat: :{‘ :'.{

. b\
. outlrers is rmportant in explormg data General trends are the

” .,.~\

focus but exceptrons are also 11dentif1ed and explamed Addmonal mforrnatron about

frve number su.mmarres can- be found m Emerson and Strenro (1983) The flve number

summanes of the srx dependent vartables for mtact one- parent and remarrred fh:mly groups :
' ‘are presented in Chart 1 Appendrx E.. - \ »;_ e o PRt
r : S Box and whrsker plots -are constructed from l’lve number summarres‘ vxsually

~

provrde the central tendency and spread of ,each var@ble under study The box mcludes scores .;

betWeen the i rrst and tl;urd quarules (i. e the mrddle 50% of the dlstrlbuuon) mcludmg a hne o .
s whrch represents the medran of Te data array ﬁl‘he whtsker exéends from thc box to the

‘ . .f extreme values (lughest lowest or adJacent) lf values lre outsrde upper ‘or'lo /4er fences (1 5 '.’:_’ '

. ~\v .- . - e
o ] nt Lo C P ! . S
. At ! . : : el 0t s oo * : B R . .

R



trrnes the dtstance between the upper and lower quarttlps) then the whlsker extends to the '

s g

/\ ~adJacent v,alue and theloutlter scores are marlred\by dots ;"“gf 3?-_ S .;_‘

The box and whtsker plots of the srx dependent vanables for tntact one parent and
5 bremar.ned groups are p'resented in Graphs 1-6 Appendlx E A number of observatro/ns can be r
e ol
made about these plots Ftrst the boxes are overlappmg for each of the srx dependent

vartables, Therefore the groups aze: not vastly cﬁssrmtlar regardmg spread TH

S the maJortty of each group falls thhm srnplar scores on the srx vanables - the tnajonty of

-4

-~

VL ; the chtldren frc?m xntact.“ohe parent and rexnarrred. famrlxes look srmrlar on the dependent

. :‘:: vartables. Second wnth 6ne exceptton (chrld 111 on FAM --Graph 3 arid/FS--Graph 4)\ there

1y .are no chtl(ften ..who are outlters on two or mére. vartables That ts the samples do not contam

. K l . e - R FE . A X R
B " PR ) T C < ”'- "-‘. ,_‘ PR SO e 3 . w s ' i o - .
o _'\" ext_re,me» lo'w -'--o‘r hlgh values_ ,of_ , fan mdlvrdual. across. many ‘vanables-.._ Thts _-m ‘that -the-

A

(AR

samples do not contam chlldren wrth severe problems m many areas (1.e -achtevement
self esteem behavror) Whlch 1s reasonable because the populatton of the study lS nonclmtcal @
‘ Thtrd wnth tﬁe exceptlon of the remarrted group on school report grades (Graph 1). the

whtskers (,extent of spread) are/t)Verlappmg acrossffamtly form The groups appear sxmllar on K

the bagof ng an@whlsker plots * ST * .

f: tnal step oﬁ the exploratory data analysns f or" the total sample was to calculate and

place notches on the bgt,and whrsker plots presented tn Graph\l 6 Velleman and Hoagltn i

(1981) state the followmg b ,t‘,; A o

| ‘When we use boxplots to compare batches we are tempted to note batches that are o,
' srgmftcantly dlfferen,t from eaclt other or from some standard batch ‘Ou‘r eyes, R

tend to' look for non overlappmg central boxes but unfortunately the hmges whlch: o
' u_" determme the extent of the box -afe mappropnate gutdes ‘to srgmflcance (pp 73) ‘

Velleman and ,Hoaglm recommend the use of notches to tndrcate srgmftcance ancl they suggest B N
' ’ft R : e Lo
' that two groups whose notched’ mtervals do not overlap can be satd to be srgmftcantly s

dtfferent at rqughly the 5% levdl (p 73 74) Notches are placed on the box and whrsker o

. plots symmetrtcall) around gte medtan (medlan :t 1 58 x df/v’n) C S L

.

T - Ve
L v . A RO . o . . o T ’ : " ' (
. . . : y L
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e"vThese results are srm l'ar to the results obtamed from the confrrmatory approaches presented—*f

IL results bf exploratory data analyses :
Y
were the%ame as thé resu\ts of the ANOVA except here there were no srgnrf rcant drl‘ ferences

B m Part rm‘ the preéent chaptér More specrfroally,

between the groups on self este,em and the mtact groupnrecerved hrgher parent ratmgs than the

one- parent group m a%mtron to the r;marrred up' The exploratory data analysrs results are ’g-' f-‘

o

thought to’ ’be more accurate zecause they" are less affected by extreme scores and because

2 drstnbutrons- can be compar

1.*

. . S ﬂ-v -
_}‘ Therefore the strengths of °the ex’ploratory approach wpre that rt provrded a closer mo,re '

™ i he provrdes a more complete prcture of the results

'n varrous famrlt' forrns wrthout prror knowledge Th\ere'fore the exploratory



. : e ‘i" o = ‘ ' S '.\'.';',
G =Custody Sample‘ SO T - EERE .
ln Part l of the esent chapter two stattstrcal procedures were used o analyze the-
data f rom the custody sample 1 one way analysrs of vanance to test the dtfference between
\ means of the mother father and Jotnt custody groups ‘on the srx degendent varxables L
| -‘_;_.‘_;';-; 1-">;(Hypothes13 3) and _2 Pearson correlattons between the six depe{deh{ vanables and years in . o
| '.f'"‘.;‘the new famtly (Hypothesrs 4) satrsfactton wrth custody (Hypothesrs 5) satrsfactron wrth

. _'}ccess (Hypothests 6) and days per year vrsrt wrth the noncustodral parent (Hypotl}esrs 7) In

LA

- i Part II of the present chapter box and whrsker plots of the dependent vanables wrll be
E L Fr
R exammed o determme if the level and spread of each dependent\vartable drffer for mother

o f ather and Jomt custody arrangements Then Pearson correlattons wrth unusual observatrons

: removed wrll be examtned to dﬂtermtne the eg(tent or lack of relatronshrp between the

o

i A‘;dependent vanables and the custody and access varrables R ok

. " 1. Boxplots of. the Dependent Vanables . v o A ‘
- L “Rort and whrsker plots of school grades self est&m famrly process famrly
_lsattsfactton. teacher ratxng and parefnt ratmg measures for the custody sample are .
,i. o :'presented m Graphs\] 12 Appendnt E Chtldren rn mother father and Jornt custody §
= ;'f.‘arrangements were compared on each of the srx dependent vanables The box and whrsker .f
'v."plots were constructed from stem and leaf dtsplays and from the ftve number summanes "
/, v_‘(medmn lower fourth upper fourth extreme low extreme fugh scote) The frve number ‘
e '_"summanes of each dependent vartable for mopﬁer father and Jomt custody groups are
:‘I'presented in Chart 2 Appendrx E Also the outlter cutoff val.ues\ or fences wer/ |
. calculatgd usmg the usual rule of thumb (1 €. lower fence -a <1, 5 df upper fence =
. ~}Q3 + 1. 5 df ) Notches were calculated and placed on the box and whrsker plots ustng the
. ';formula medraxl + 1.58 x df//n L o |
N Thp level (medtans) of the drstnbutrons are generally smular across the three

i : 'custody types Also the three boxes (spread) for each varrable are generally overlappmg

BT . 5
. b



11

1
¥
L
4
:
Bl
A

R g These results are srrmlar to the res ts ol' the oneway ANOVA 's presented ln Part I of the;. Lo

Ty

chapter However two vanahles show some dtfferences Flrst the self esteem of father."“‘

custody chtldren 1s hrgher than that of mother custody chtldren (Graph 8) 'l’hls result i? ) ;‘U;

o fdetected by the lacls of overlanpms notches The l‘mdmg must be mterpreted wuh cautt()n
\ because there were only‘4 chlldren in the father custody ~group On the 0ther hand u 1s"7._ |

. noteworthy that the father ctlstody chtldren ﬁd higher self esteem scores than the'”:_ -

mothér custody chrldren It is also noteworthy that t\;'o ol' these four chtldren are males"': K B

s '».. and two are females Hence sex doeslnot seem to e an explanatory varlable in lhlS case. . -

- ~ 4
e

A o ey

lower than that of‘ the mother custody chnldren and 35 pomts lower than that of the )01nt""' B

—

CUStody group Also. the Jomt custody box .on. parent ratmg is almost monoverlappmg.

.

Y

. .3
fvanables are hlghest for the Jomt custody group One can conclude that Joint custody

Second the' medran of the fathe.r ustody chtldren for parent ratmg (HRIP) is 23 pomts

hrgher than father_'_' ustody parents 'l‘he three lowest HRI s of the l'ather custody children‘f“'- :

chtldren lowérl han parents who hav?'jomt cu&tody Interestmg]y, these same chtldren'" :

ol
' -’rt may show promrse for the future but the results do not provrde enough evxdence to ICJCCI .

P

Hypothesrs3 . l o - o

v

2 ‘ Pearson Correlatlons

- Y "For Part I of the chapter. Pearson gorrelations were com'put?:d' betyyeen\'t'hevsi'x‘~ "

: . : &

\dependent vaﬂables and years. in the new -family, Chlld sattsfactton with custody Chlld't.

satlsfactlon \\qth access, and days per year vnsrt thh the noncustod-tal parent However

{

: wrth the' fa.ther custody box suggestmg that Jomt custody parents rate thetr chlldren: L

;f'lf esteem scores than chlldren thh mother custody Fmally. it.is also e

these correlatxons were computed thlﬁunusual observattons deleted ‘The unusual"

observatrons were |denttf1ed by the thtab Regressron Program on the basrs of hawng a:,,-’-»‘;

L large standardrzed resrdual (resrdual/std dev of resndual) That is, a scorc wﬁs.

.'E

| ,cogsndered un'usual and deleted if there was a large dtst’ance between that score and the y



on x regressromime Each of. the deleted values was checked ona S' by x plot to ascertam

the effmcy of the Mlmtab 1denttflcauon procedure In all cases the Mrmtab 1dent1fred

L "far out observattons as berng unusual The ID numbers and s&res (x,y) of the deleted

L '__.observatlons are presente,d(m Charfs 3 and 4 Appendtx E
Pearson correlatrons, between the dppendent vanables and custody and access

L 'varrables are presented in Table 12 wrth unusual observatrons 1ncluded and sn Table 14

- with unusual “observatrons deletecL Only stgmfrcant correlatrons (one tarled) and where
' A

o \ AT‘srgntl‘ tcant status has changed wrll be reported here
. 3 <

e

A

-‘.'the one parent group and tnversely related to school grades and self esteem ln the
. remarrted group These results are consrstent with tlle prevrous results 'l‘eported mJ able
12 except the correlatron between teacher ratmgs and years m the new'famrly was also

s-lgml‘ 1cant for the remamed group w1th unusual observauons mcluded The results are in

-research ln the present sample the longer the chrld hves m the ‘new famrly, the lower\thi

T vscores on school grades self - esteem and teacher ratlrlg\ LT :

For both one parent and remarrred groups a posmve correlatron exrsts between

-

satrsfactron vanables The srgmftcant relattonshrp between sausfactron wrth custody

b SR Y

arrangements and famtly satrsfacuon for parent group was prevrously masked by

outlter values Thcse fmdmgs are accordrng pectauon 'b“ ; ,' ’\

: lwrth access and ~famtly satrsfactton in

o prevrously masked by outher val' s

' thell‘ currcnt famtly mcreases

..‘__'};to a. nonsrgm‘l‘tcant correlauorw;om 28 to 12) affér the two outher\ cases Y

Lt .
’ .

* “The. number of years in thrnew famrly 1s mversély related to ‘teacher ratmgs in

B sattsfachon w1th custody arrangements and both famrly assessment and famtly

v

~ .

-X'.i

'-"'.”-removed The mverse relattonshtp between satrsfacuon wrth acces&and parent ratrng tn s
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' imderlined,.coi'rclations‘ changed from significance to nonsignificance or from *
~ nonsignificance to significance. with unusual observations deleted . .-



the one pare}rt group mdrcates that the chrldren more satrsfled thh access rbcelvedyf\rwe: BN

I j.

ER il
- __'cust'odral parent ratmgs Thls mverse relanonshtp was prevrously masked by ‘the’ o
' " outher values Although thlS fmdmg is drre( t]y opposrte of the hypothesrzed relatronshlpi B

o -between the two varlables 1t does make sense Tﬂe research suggests that chrldren in -

» P B -

"‘onc parent famthes expenence drvrded loyaltres ’between the custodla‘l and noncustodral »

' S‘_ '-.,'parents The fmdmg that chlldren more favorable to access arrangements recelve lower
IREN E _ratmgs by the custodlal parent may reflect tensron between custod al and noncustod;al
L ;,pareﬂts - .. Sl o : ‘:,'l‘. - 3 " . \ \\:‘//1- RN '-.‘ e

Fmally, the teacher ratmgs of' chrldren in one parent famrhes mcreased wrth an.

R

. increase in the number of days ~per year chrldren spent wnh the noncustodral parent Thrs

5 'l‘mdmg 1; consnstent w1th the prevrous results (Table 12). However the prewom
- slgmflcant posmve relanonshlp between school report grades- and days per year vrsrt with" S
Coy - the noncustodral parent l‘ or the one parentwgroup changed to a nonsrgmfrcant relatronshx\p o
” }': wrth the one outher case removed (from 27 to 24) Overall, ,the correlatrons were

. S

: somewhat changed by deletmg unusual observanons — some were ralsed aﬁd others we‘l‘e

_ lowered However the results continue to lack evrdence For- conflrnglg Hypotheses 4, 5 o

Wl
° ~

6 and 7 wlnch remam reJected o E : e ) ' ‘

ML Married Sample

For Part I of the chapter Pearson correlatlons were computed between the Short
, Mantal Adjustment Test and the dependent vanables wrth unusual obserénons deleted (see, o
' _Charts 5 and 6 for the ID s and scores of the unusual ohservauons) "The Pearson- correlatrops‘

s

o wrth’observatrons mcluded are: presented m.Table 13- and wrth unusual observatxons delete”d in’

v

”"":»‘iTable 5. T




g ; g
L0 K ' Ky ~ - ' "'.‘

) Pearson Correlations Between De\pendent» Varjables o |

j.:'. b and’Mantal AdJustmeﬁ:; Unusual Observatrons Deleted B v_ g
R e e T
S .0 RS .0 SRG ' SE F:}M o UFS- HRIT,"-, HRIP .-
o - -‘ .. ., ) . . . . . , - : i ‘ » _» T ‘
Marital Adjustmdllt - (n) M () (n ) IO )

RUERE -+ . Inmact Family Sample. - - - : '
,\’ e e : ,‘ ’ . b ' . A
[ Short Mantal SRR ST 00 07 02 09 . 03 260
— AdJustment Fst 2, A1) 0D7 a1y (09 @le) -
| — - 7~ — . A . — — k‘ ‘ _‘—
. ) T 'Remﬁried Family Sample o

~ . o, ) \ :’- . I ) . ) Y . & » \‘ .
", Short Marital B RS U RS S A SR S

AdjustmentTest - 28) U825 @), @ ()

“p<0l (] S RN

o For both analyses (1 e., wrth unusual observauons rncluded and deleted) the only

srgmflcant correlatron was that between parent ratmg and mantal adjustment in lhe intact .

o group whrch may be ary artifact of the method o1 c parents completéd both mstruments .

) _However the lack of correlatxon between the SMAT and the other vanables rs noteworthy
. S :

g because 1t suggests that chxld measures of graBEs: \self esteem famrly process family __

',','sausfactron and?' behavxor m school may ot be overly dependcnt on parc'lts marrtal.

¢

g-adJustment m a nonchnrcal sample of chxldren f rom middle-class nerghborhbods At any rate,

' ‘the results do not provide, evrdence for acceptmg Hypothesrs 8 whrch remams rejected
L ) ~ ey
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_‘ '-'l Summary

Part II provrded aaet-her way to look at the data The exploratory procedures provrded

_jﬁ a: closer vxew of the data at\a more dxrect level of analysrs Also correlauons were computed e

% ':that for the most part the conclus:ons to be reached from the data are srmrlar to those

reached on the basrs of statxstxcal"_ procedhres nsed m Part I That rs the exploratory

.:‘
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Ve

The obJectrves of the present chapter are. to dlSCUSS the fandmgs of the research study wrthm .

-(‘

“the context of - exrsttng expertmental studtes from whrch the 8 hypotheses were denved to »' "

drscuss the srgntfrcance of the present f mdmgs to present ltmttatrons and deltmttatrons ol’ the -

study, and to of fer suggestrons for further research Accordmgly the chapter is Orgamzcd mto* e

the followmg four secuons A. Fmdmgs and Exrstmg Research B Relevance of the Fmdmgs

C errtauons and Dehmttatrons and D Drrectrons for Further Research

A.'hFin&in"g’s'and Existing Research Lo e B
: §'g . - . | . . '

“The hypotheses as stated in Chapter II deal wrth three maJor areas regarding the‘ .

functromng of chrldren lrvmg m mtact one- parent and remarrred famtlles Frrst Hypotheses

£ St ]

1 and 2 were concerned wrth testmg the 1mportance of famrly form regardmg vanous aspects .-

of children's functrc;gmg in mtact one- parent, and remarrred famlltes Secondly Hypotheses K

3 -4, 5 6. and ﬁdealt wrth various. custody and access issues and thetr relevance to the -

functronrng of chrldren from one- parent and remamed l‘amthes Thlrdly, Hypothests 8 was

,i concerned wrth the relevance of marital ad1ustment to the functronrng of ehtldren ltvmg in -

1 4
wintact and remarned farmlres The relatlonshxp between f mdmgs from exrstmg research studtes ’

and fi mdrngs fa’om the present study will l?e drscussed accordtng to these three ma jOI' areas.

™

l.Impdrtan'ee7of Family Form o T . e

©

" The results of- the exploratory data analyses showed diff erences between chtldren f rom

o from mtact famrhes Teceived hlgher schoo l -Teport grade s than students from one-parent and

: remarned families. Students from rntact and remamed f amrlres recerved hrgher teacher ratings

. _.of therr behavior than stidents from one-parent famtltes Also students from mtact famtltes

' recerved htgher parent rattng of thetr behavror than- students ﬁrom one parent and remarrted

S

N

A

- intact, one- parent, and remarrred famthes on three of the six dependent vanables Students -

.' “ ,



| o of behavror students from_ _the sam l led mtact famrhes were ,rated hi her than those from

°

: e : : R TR
" fanuhes Therefore in. the areas of academxc achievement and teachertand parent percepﬁon:\ o 4

. ne-parent famrlxes Also students from mtact famrlres were rated hrgher than students from

e remarned famrhes m the areas of academlc achrevement and parent pé"rcepuons of behavxor

ey

Fmally,srudents from remamed famxhes were rated hxgher than students from one parent

- ‘o

o .famthes on teaeher percepuons of behavror The three vanables t(hat clearly showed

o d“lff erences were those defrned as exterpal to chrldren, ie., these ‘measures represent teacher o

and parent evaluatrons of chill functldﬂ‘ A '_4’ ‘." ~ ;
“Itis perhaps appropnate to speculate about the meamng of these d1f fi erences between -."°
- "chnldren from vanous famnly(forms It could be that chrldren especxally from one parent

f amihes are expected to show srgns of problems by teachers and parents —uself fulfrllmg

prophecy Perhaps smgle parents expenence task overload whrch rmght f1t wrth an mcrease m

- ~child problems Or 1t could be that chrldren m one parent and 0. a lesser eXtent remamed

-

. f amnltes actually f unctton at lower level than chrldren from intact famrlres lf thrs 1s true ~

then -one - might wonder why thj mlght be true. Perhaps models for healthy famxly

- '.mteractxons are requrred for one"parent and remarrred famrhes The conclusron about the

nee& for models of healthy faimly functtomng is made by Gagfxeld (1980) and J.ones (1978) |
"vThe development of these models could assrst both parents and chrldren to xmproVe therr N \

-functromng . alternate famrly forms lf famrl'

transmons frt wrth problems in chrld

' functxomng then lt is essentxal to focus on- positi solutrons At any rate, these fmdmgs

fsuggest that family form 1s an 1mportant factor 'egardmg the functronmg of chtldren us ' .

percervgd by teachers and parents S
o ' ’

) Upon close exan‘hnatron however there are three reasons why the conclusron that
’ famnly form is xmportant needs to- b\e made wrth ‘caution.: Frrst there were no dtfferences
between chrldren llvmg in mtact one- parent and. remamed famrlres on perct;pnons of

’famthal mteraeuons or famxly process -and famrly satrsfactron measures Secondly as stated

4

‘ prevnously, the measures that showed drfferences were external to the chrldren whereas the |

E measures that drd not show dlf ferences were mtemal vartables That is, school report grades ) *

. v X . : : A "‘ . o LA
. - N - . - : . - . ' R R - .
L ey ' o o S e T S . . o oL T




and teacher and parent perceptrons of behavror‘ requrre an evaluatxon of chtldren by someone |

‘ ,_other than the chrldren themselves Santrock and Tracy (1978) £ ound usrrlg a vldeo tape that

B

_.:-,»‘_;‘_'vsligma may operate 1;Lf\av)or of chxldren from rntact famrlres but agamst chrldreg{. r rom

i.'the same chrld was percewed more posmvely by teachers when he was tdenufled as commg

"from an intact famlly as compared to bemg 1den\§f ted as lwmg in- a drvof’ced' Tamlly Socna.[

N .»:;l

. ;one- parent and remampd f mlhes Thrrdly. drscrrmmant analysns homogenerty of corrclatlon

!
Y

v

5ls crucral in understandmg the fmdmgs of the present study As noted external ratmgs of

chrldren showed drfferences across famrly Korm »(h}rjas mternal measures did not show these -

.dxfferences Perhaps chxldren ‘are less mfluenced by. fa;mly form than both thexr teachers and

' extcrnal perceptrons of chrldren who have experrenced famrly transrtlons are congruent wrt '

parents percerve chrldren to be mfluenced by famxly form F

(lt\maybet '

negat1Ve btas toward dworce and alternatlve fa |1y f orms rather than a truc"‘mdlcatton of
, l“

A

: chrld functxomng The external perceptlons of chlldren may be actually measunng adul T

'experrences and\perceptrons of Tamtly transrtlons, possxble dlfftcultles adults percervc wnth ;

-

i respect ) farmly tranivuons These 1deas‘are speculatlve and requtre f urther mvesugauon _

‘ other varrables (e g., age; sex 1nterna1 r\esource‘s relatronshtps with parents exten ed famnly

Q Therefore evrdence from the present study leads to the conclusno% that famlly f orm

_may be : an 1mportant factor for children ] functronmg as percerved by outsnders but perhaps’ »

not as 1mportant from chrldren S perspeetrves If famlly form 1s relevant

e unctnonmg of ¥-

chrldren the 'present fmdlngs suggest that it must be cons:dered thhtn the ‘conte of many \ .

lpeers etc) R S L S

< The followmg conclusron on famnly form was made on. the basrs of the’ hteraturc' .
el

revrewed (Emery, 1982 Hess & Camara 1979 Marotz Baden Adams Bucche Mu‘nro ;& o

{

‘:Munro p1979) Famrly form (mtact -one- parent, remarnedg max be less 1mportant than
' g amrly process gtntraf amilial relatronshtps) to chxldre&s funetlonmg Thrs comparxson was not

- \ t.'—lbzz : R

*,
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' however chtldren s perceptto_ 3

L. H e g C '
97: sagvdagnind

Y

t ,'_'Measure (FAM) “‘rhe FAM measured chrlcrren 's percéptnons of communrcatron.\ affecnve

B :1-"expre551on and affecttve mvolvement m the famtly There were no dtfferqnces on the FAM

1

L :'j,‘_,'between‘chlldren from, mtact one parent and remarrred famrlxes Accordtngly, 1t may»be

._rexphcxtly tested in the present study Thau is, famrly process was n du'ecﬂy Observed .

' concluded on the basrs of the present study that chxldren s percepttons of famtly process drd A

" not dnffer across family form Famrly process at least jrom the chxld 's pomt.-of vrew can be
" of smular quality reéardless of famtly t‘orm Fmally, chrldren s percepuons of thetr famrIy is.

o i-conStdered\an extremely tmportant mdteator of mtrafamrhal relatronshtps . e _"5

kN

.
f

o

“In summary. the fmdmgs of the present study mdrcate that famrly form is an -

' 1mportant’f varrable to constder regardrng vanous aspects of chnldren s functtomng Thls is .

<

. “'_.assessed by outsrders — teachers and parents Conversx xnternal aspects 1e., chrldren 's;

' »'_'Apercepttons ot‘ themselvestpr ot' yel‘atrc);shrps wrthm their mt’lres and chrldren 's' satrsfacnon B

“with - thetr famrhes do not appear to be erendent on or to vary acgoss famrly form In
&}

e £ -
parttcularly relevant«ewhen consﬁermg those aspects ot' chxldren s functromng whrch are :

addmon. usmg both confrrmatory xand explo\tory data analyses it Was t"ound that the

_ v M
’ ,"chtldren f rom rntact ~one parent and remamed f‘amthes drd not show vastly drssr%tlar results

.on the dependent vanables Therefore wrthout pnpr knowledge a teacher would hkely be -
¥ ;“'?;,; . \A

unable to correctly classrfy students in vanous t‘amtly ﬂprms Fmally, the conclusrons of the

8 ’present study are in agreement with the more recent stud‘tes in this area of research reported

4. . :
‘\s : t'uncuomng in cogmuve affecttve and behavroiel aspects e R
2 Joint Custody § R - R ' N

v

Chtldren tn mother father and Jomt custody arrangements were cow:}ted on vartous

LY

-aspects. of i unctlomng - school report grades self - esteem chrld perceptlon of famrly

' .f— process. éhtld sattsfactton wnth the t‘amnly, teacper ratmgs and parent ratmgs of{ chnld

.l )"._

behavmr Accordxng to a number ot‘ researchers (Luepmtz 1982 Rothberg, 1983 Sternman

" - B . ! . W BN . ~ o- N . B - \

in Chaptér I ‘which’ suggest that t‘amrly process vanables are ‘fmportant Wlth@to_c_hlld _

/

v



. v T I S e
R K . . ipeswavserefrreerety
Lateres b DICIS RO OIT LI IRIY L ’_"’f"‘ frasanr LARAS X >
' . \ oo . .

R 2 ".'true rf the dtvorced parent!“ean learn mutually sausfactory wa?ys of negottaung over- chﬂd

R 1ssues (e g vrsrung arrangemerlts chrld care lssues etc ) and 1f the parents relate to each

.
-...4

S '-other m a non;onfhctmg. posmve manner The results of the present study d1d ot nﬁlcate B

maJor drfferencés between the 'mother custody (83%) f ather custody ('6%) and Jomt chstody;
(ll%) chrldren on the sut dependent varrables under study One could conclude on the basrs o

.

B these résults that tt does not make any drf ference to the f) uncttomng of chtldreh whether t'hey

lrve m\mother father or Jomt custody arrangements ‘ S AR AL

. n i }Ybavever there are three reasdns why the above conciusron must be consrdered

tentatrve rather than defrmte Ftrst the number of chrldren in father "and. _]Olﬂt custody A

’ arrangements was very small — 4 father custody chrldren and 8 Jomt custody chtldren
Secondly. m comparmg the means presented m Table 10 (‘Chapter il) the Jomt custody '
. 5

% "~'.'-_chrldren ranked hrghest on 4 of the 6 vanables (SRG FAM FS t;leP) and second on 2 of - e :
IR vl S '

'the 6 vartables (SE HRIT) 'I'he medran compansons usmg‘ exploratory procedures were also
srlmlart Thtrdly, chrldren in the father cust'ody arrangement dtsplayed /hlgher sclf esteem
R,

scores than chrldren in mother custody arrangements usmg the exploratory data analysrs

-8

: -,.procedures For "the reasons lrsted above rt seems most appropnate to COnclude that jomt '

ltody may show prormse for the future but more ,research is requxred at thrs tlme Jomt

)
. cu tody .is probably -most effecttve when both parents prefer it to one parent custody and

Cw ten they cooperate together regardmg practrcal issues. - \ I ‘

CustodyandAccessIssues _ : L . .} | "‘"\ AR SRR
The drscussron of custody and ac<:ess 1ssues will be lrmrted to the reSults of thc

- 2

analyses in Wthh unusual observattons were - deleted‘ In general ‘the’ srgmflcant P"" %on

) [}

14

'correlattons between years in the new farruly and the dependent varrables were: 1r¥erse One of xa

; these correlattons was’ srgmfrcant for the one parent group (teacher ratmg of' behavror) and
»

two were srgmftcant for the remarrred grou.p (school gr'ades and self esteem) In other words

the longer the chtld lived in the new famrly, the lower the grades self esteem and teacher

D - y . el Lo v : . . B
P . Lo L. . g . . . g
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4 (1981) Nelson (1981) and Schlesmger ( 1982)
‘ Hethermgton Cox and Cox ( 1979) found that dtstur; ‘ '

L

!problem behavxor in the chtldren df dtvorced famtltes mcreased over- the ftrst year followmg i

[ ’ v

leOI‘CC and lmpro\ed markedly over the course of the second year The average number of

years in the new. famtly was 6 '7 years for the one parent group and 5 6 years for the - S
_ remarried group m the present research”study Of the 76 chrldren m the sample only 9
chrldren lrved in ‘the new. famtly less than 2 years ansequently, over 809'\ of - the chrldren"v'_
hvmgqm one- parent and remarned famtltes hved m the nelw famrly for more t'han 2 years g

lt may be that there are pe,aks and valleys of chrld functromng m the new famrly‘ o

famrly rnter’actron and h

L.

dependtng on the trme spent—m the neW famxly More specrfrcally, 1t could be that chtld_' B

‘ ttmes (ftrst few months second year fourth year, . ) after the chrld 5 parents separ:ate or 5 B

dtvorce Long term longttudmal research studres would be requtred to ascertam thrs Y

SR ..",z.:_:.

Allen and van de Vhert (1984) provrde a theoretrcal perspectrve on transrttonal_‘ .

processes They defme role transmon as v, the process of changmg from one set of
expected posruonal behavrors m a sc&al system to another (p 3) '~I’hrs process of change or' B
transrtton could f 1t wrth role stram of the mdrvrdual expenencmg acute chfferences ,m expected .-_. ]

posrttonal behavrors Allen and van de Vhert (1984) def me stram as . acute. cogmtn\/e and

affecuve drsturbanee 1e dxscomfort dtsequrhbrtum. anxrety perplexrty, and uneasmess

“in a word dtstress (p 14) Clnldren expenencmg famtly transrttons may go through stram S

durmg the dtvorce process and later For example consrder a chtld from a remamed famrly -

e

The followmg transtnons Gould result m ro.le stram — from mtact to'a. temporary

arrangement wrth one parent from a more estabhsﬁed one parent famrly to a new remarrred o

9.

f amtly Wlth butlt -in- srblmgs from the: 'remarrted famtly wrth butlt -in srbltngs to a remarrted '

&

- f amtly w:th a new srblmg, etc The mverse correlattons between trme in the new famlly and '

P .
chtld funcuomng were strongcr m the remamed farmly than in the onecparent famtly

. ) -';’
ERERY T T o Lot

functtomng in: one parent and remarrred famtltes gets better before it gets worse a number of



temporary (ume lrmrted) mfluence on the f uncuomng of the, stepsr'blmgs

'l'he pomt to be made here lS that peaks and valleys of child f undttomng may occur""

A

?'expectattons -of the partrcular chtld The srtuauon lS actually more comphcated than thts_"

N 'because along wrth' role transrtton and Lrole stram are antecedent condmons moderators

L4 i .
«

. ' reacuons and coﬁsequenees m Allen Cnd van de’ Vlrert s model of the role transmon process SRR

- (p 11)'However thts analysrs may

: years m the new famrly and Vanous aspects of chrld functtomng Indtvndual chtldren would"_._' '

: 'have to be followed"over nme to ascertam thrs hypothesrs — a trme serxes analysrs

v...

[

T,he second major 1ssue regardmg custody and access is the relatronshtp between

chtldren s sattsfactton wnth custody and access and the dependent vanables lt was £ ound that' o

e

) -
also correlated drrectly w1th sapsfactron wrth access forwthe one- parent group lt seems clcar

that dﬁ'ldfen more generallrsattsﬁed wuh thetr famrlﬁs wrll also be more sattsfred wrth thetr- B

custody and access arrangements

P The srgmfrcant dtl;ference between sattsfactnon wrth custody and access for. ‘!he’_ L

, N : _
' one parent group (4 0 and 3. 0 on a 5 pomt scale respectrvely) reported inTable 11 deserVes‘

elaboratton It 1s also tmportant o notrce tghe lack of drfference betwecn sattsl'actron wnth
custody and access for the remarrfed group (both 3 3 on a 5 pomt scale) reported m Table \ o
e 11 of Chapter IV Prosen and Farmer (1982) Sager et al (1983) and Walker and Messrnger

]

(1979) suggest that the remarrted famtly form ‘s more open than other famll.y forms That is, -

(9 3 N

mf‘ormauon moves m and out of the remarrred f amtly umt more easrly Perhaps thts explams

i

the laclt of drfference between sattsfactlon wnth custody and access as rcported by t‘:htldren in,

'
. , \'..

the sampled remarrred famrhes One parent famrlles ﬁray be more closed"whtch may lead to'- o .

t »

greater drf‘ferenuauon between sattsfactton wrth custody (day 10~ day life in the famtly umt)-f

l

S
j e
A

e s

S : : . L e

Perhaps the btrth ef' a baby that is btologrcally tred" to, the mother and 'father has somei:'

uggest a\pOSStble muln curvrlmear relattonshrp‘“between "

e ;'chtldren s perceptrons of famrly :process (FAM) ahd thetr sattsfactron wrth thetr famtly (FS) - \

correlated dlr’ec,tly wrth therr sattsfactton wrth custody arrangements for both onc parent and:

along w1th varlous~ alt auons in. thé chxld s eeronment mcludmg changes i behavroral‘

’

remarrred groups Thts 15 not surﬁrsmg and rs accordmg to Hypo{resrs 5 Famrly sattsl' acttong': R



| . and access (vrsttat;on arrangements) of the sampled one parent chrldren Secondly, the':,'"__', ;

c0mpanson mentroned above may resr?lt from chrldren in remarned farmlres bemg furtherf L

1

removed from the access arrangement As ‘reported m Table 11 the chrldren in remamed’
-e. famrlres vrsrted less frequently w1th therr noncustodral parents (average 0r 19 8 days/year)
| than chxldren hvmg m one parent families (average of 31 3 days year) At the same trme the
remamed famlly chrldren were more satrsfn\l\wrth access arrangements (3 3) than one parent
famtly chrldren (3 0) Perhaps chrldren fr?om the remamed famrly group are shghtly more

' .,,':-: ’satxsf ted wrth access arrangements than chtldren from the one parent group because access 1s

R ':‘_less of an rssue for them — they have a replacement fi |gure tn4the steppar ' t These two

e hypotheses are tentatrve and requrre further study “ Sl A.fj JERREE 4 .

'~"0

Another way to mter’faret these results rs to focus on the greater satrsfactron of

'_:"custody for the chrldren m one parent famrhes One mrght speculate as to why one- parent;’

reas em’errts ( 3 0) and hrgher than the remarrred chrldren rated both therr custody and access

RIS

: (and perhaps parents also) to develop an extremely close relatxonshrp In other words the

»fchtldren rated therr custody arrangements (4 0) hrgher than they rated therr access‘

"‘_': nts (3 3) The custodral parent seems to play a maJor role in the hves of chtldren -

parent famrlres As a result there may be great effort on’the part of the chrldren o

. warm satrsfactory relatronshrp between custodral parents and one- parent cluldren may evolve o

. L T
e from the fact that they only have each other on d regular basrs after the divorce. Parentrfred

'_v.-chrldren in- one parent famrlres would perhaps confrrm thrs mterpretatron ‘That rs “in some

cases the older srblmg may take the place of the noncustodtal parent. Weltner (1982)_pornts o

'out that there rs an mcrease in enmeshment of the famrly system from the two- parepf to the
3 One parent f amrly whtch 1s c6ngruent with this mterpretatron '

’ :
Returnmg 0 correlauons between _the. dependent vanables and satxsfacuon wrth

r ~custody and’ access. a negatxve cortelatron between parent ratmgs and satrsfactron thh access
arrangements was. found in the onea'parent group (r-‘ -.31). This fmdmg was unexpected and
. I not generally found in the exrsgng hterature and research /'le mrght speculate why custodral

"-parents rated chrldren lower wEo were more satrsf 1ed wrth access arrangemen‘m, Perhaps
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. ‘,chrldren rnore satrsfred wrtl(" cess arrangements are more removed from thetr custodtal

T

"f‘: parent. The xssue of drvrded loyalttes Iy menttoned £ requently tn’the research ltterature and the T

ﬂ';f‘_;.-hrgher mverse relattonshtp may be congruent wrth thts emphasrs Of course the explanat:on_f”"" |

',';"'f‘;:' may be more srmple It could be that these chtldren actually dtsplay behavnor congruent wnth' '

. a
Lo :the parental rattngs At any rate thts relattonshrp rcqurres further study

: !T © The fmal maJor 1ssue regardmg t:ustody and access mvesttgated was the relauonshtp,‘

.between ume spent wrth the noncustodtal parent and the dependent varmbles There was only ,' '

. one SIgmf,cam cprrelatton between the dependent varrables and the number of days per year‘-.'

v,chrldren from one parent and remamed famxlres v1srted wrth the noncustodlal parent —

Y .
i teacher ratmg of chrldren m one parent famtlres ThlS fmdmg is consnstent wrtl Svanumf R

: LY
:Brmgle and McLaughlm (1982) who found that father absence was mconsnstently and of ten

h

L8

weakly related to cognitive development m chtldren and mconsrstent wrth Hess and Camara,. o

(1979) ,.Hethermgton (1979b) and Jacobson (1978b) The average number of days per year

. \ S
chtldren m the_ sample v:sxted thh the. noncustodtal parent was Qutte low ('mean of 31~3 in the

Y 'i one pal‘ent group and\a mean of 19 8 in the remarrted group) Smce 83‘7&0(’ the sample was"

S~

. mother ?zstody. the- non&:stodral parent ‘was the father for the most part These, Fmdmgs s

E suggmt’ t’hat the- noncustodtal.father does: not play a major role m the chtldren 8 ltves wtth‘
res‘pect tg children' s functtontng Perhaps thrs fmdmg would ‘be reversed lf noncustodtal

fathers spent more time wrth /thetr chtldren Accordrng toa number of resea?chers reported in
_'Chapter I (Ahrons 1980;" Fnedman 1980; Koch & Lowery. 1984) there are numerous

' mutual benefrts of close contmutng relatronshlps for both fathers and chtdrcn after the

’

-'drvorce o T DR B

‘,4 Mantal;djustment : S X
“ Pearson correlattons were calculated between the level of marital’ adfgustment as
' ‘measured by the SMAT and the dependent vanables (SRG SE, FAM FS, HRIT HRlP)

Results of these correlattons tndtcatéd 2 stgmflcant posmve relattonshtp between marttal '

\» .
%

-

‘ adJustment in. the tntact group and parent ratmg of chtld behav:or All other correlattons werg/-v

s L e R ) . ) o o
e . B . - . . - .
o ‘ X R - . .
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nonsngmfrcant On the basrs of the extstmg research it was expected that these correlauons':

would be high posruve because mantal drscord %’rmphcated by many researchers asa factoér‘:;:"' :

- contrtbutmg to chrld problems (Emery. 1982 Rutter 1984) On the basrs of exlstmg research i

1-lt— was concluded that there is a weak assocratron between mantal dxscord and child. problems' o

| ‘in the general populatton (O Leary & Emery, 1984) The lack of relattonshrp between these
S factors 1s llkely due to the populatton under scrutmy .rn the present research study The B
_-‘,sample Was selected from the nonclmrcal populatron The relatronshrp between mantal_"t}'v
o | ‘-adjustment and vanous aspects of chxld functxonrng may be more crucral in a’ clmrcal

populatron Perhaps. mantal adjustment is lower in a clrmcal populauon In the present_-"

)

| sample the me fan SMAT*score of parents from 1ntact famthes was 63 0 and 62 5 for the‘

-

. remarrred fa,' lies out of a total £osmble score of "76 Also tn general seTious chrld behavror

'..problems ere not reported (medtan of 198 and 180 on the HRIP for ‘intact' and remarr ed

o groups, respecttvely. out of a total possxble score of 250) Therefore tt is possrble that the
. 'sample of the present study farled to adequatsely tap exther mantal dxscord or chrld problems -
' _and' asa result the study was s1lent wrth respect to the relatronshtp between marttal and child . -

'_problems B _(I I R \

’ B Relevance of the Findmgs R

The purpose of thrs ’s'ectton ol’ the chapter is to drscuss the relevance of the fmdmgs

- _f rom the research study The fmdmgs of the preseht study are consrstent with a. cautron made B ."‘;- -

by Hetherington, Cox, and Cox (1982): \ o |
_ ‘The best stattstical predxcttons rndrgate that an mcreasmg number of . parents and s
- chtldren are gomg to go through a senes of transntmns and reorgamzauon in famrly' o
ttes and household structure There has been a tendency to take ex,treme and equally -
‘_ mvaltd vrews of these changes Some wnters take a. gloom and doom perspectlve that

) the effectsgl‘ drvorce are’ destrucuve and’(endurmg and that households headed by

one parent are a pathogemc devxatton from the noPmal" nuclear famtly Othersf :

.

-

“assume the pohttcal stance ofﬁ:nymg that one parent households headed by women TRCEIN

9
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have problems in: addrtron to ftnancral exrgencres (p 285)
'That is to say. fmdmgs from the present study suggest that. chtldren l‘rorn one parent and
remarhed famrltes do notoradrcally dxffer from chtldren hvmg in’ mtact famrltes bk at the

same trme \famrly form may be a factor to consrder among others Fmdtngs also mdlcau.\that

LI, e

' drffrcultres regardtng custody and access may 5395 for the p03td1vbrce f,amtly Perhaps the \'_ )

4 _ ,most approprrate stance to take 1s a. ne@’f*stance .regardmg the expertence of l‘amrly
R t : . ce
' transrtrons on chrldren R

\'\ :

Havmg proposed a netrtral stance wtth respect to research it lS tmportant for v

theraptsts ‘and mental health workers to be aware of the prob’l/ms of famtly change anad _

‘ reorganrzatron as well as tndrcators of healthy famtly fi unctromng in dealmg wrth chrldren\and

. -‘ 4 . g " L
2, parents expertencmg famtly transrtrons thcoxon (1985) states T AN

A} -~ . \l’\ .
A counselor s awareness of healthy famtly charactertstrcs could be qurte Valuaﬁle m

pr:ov,rdtng assurance that healthy famrly -processes are not completely eroded but

rather are undergomg adJustment and change In l‘act it-is qurte possrble that these
Qvery charactertstrcs have brought the f amrly 10 1ts current stage of readmess f ar entry

into a new phase of growth and development (p 498)

" Mental health workers theraptsts and educators can movrde hope f or the family by of Fertng

" ..suppomve affrrmatron when possrble L . '_ : o .

-

The present‘ research ftndrngs are srgmfrcant because they: suggest that, in sptte of
' famrly transrtton chrldren living Jn one parent and remarned families aze as sattsfled wrth
their familjes as children’ lrvrng in mtact farmhes The way chrldren percerve themselves in

L SR

their famrhes is an” tmportant consrderatron wrth respect to chtldren s f uncttomng
The £ amrly socrologlcal theory of symbohc mteractromsm emphasrzes the re}evance ol'

person perdeptronso/‘fﬁar expenences By 1mplrcatron the symbohc mteractromst construct

& d‘efrnrtron of th situation adds tp the dtscussmn and f mdmgs of the re§barch study Stryker

anfl gtatham ( 1985) hold that the underlymg premise of symbolic mteractlomsm is that the

R

subJectrve aspects: of expertence must be examined because ‘the meamngs people assrgn to

o~

thrngs ultrmately organtz.e therr behavror ‘(p. 320). Accordmg to this theory the def inition_ of

L 3

\, .
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E "the srtuatton,serves to organrze and prrent behavror Further persons create the meamngs o -

whrch they respond and whrch gurde and orgamze thelr behaVror The exercrse of creatmg

o meanmg rs not done in a vacuum but Tather through thel _p_rocess of socral lnteracuon*"

“‘*{;."accordxns to symbohc mteractron theory Stryker and Statham state the follow:ng on \th}\

o [t. . that meanmg is derrved from an. mterpersonal process rmplres that reality. is defmed o v
Eough that process rather than mdependent of 1t (p 321) The frndmgs of the present R

‘ '; study mdtcate that chrldren S defrrn

;Qf'f the srtuatron as 1t pertarns to: the famrly rs srmrlar_...;
regardless of famrly form ~The applrcatron of: the symbolrc rnteracuomst perspectrve 0 |

g understandmg famrly dynamrcs durrng transrtrons seems pr0m1smg and merrts further, e

1 .
: )

' .development L ', '_ ‘ el v v _
' 'l'he fmdmgs of the present study along wlth the revrew of lrterature and research'v

'pomt to the relevance of consrdermg process elements in studymg the fit between ﬁtu?

f uncuomng and famrly transrtro S. Montgomery and Fewer (1985) conceptualrze process S
o &

. “'»_famrly process were srrm 77

what is . gomg on (La‘ing Este son p. 22) in famrlres (p 63) 01 the present study, ,
P

Lk N
- famrly process referred td

rafam}lral interac jons or relatronshrps and -was.- operattbnally _

5 'measured by the Famrly Assessm Y Measure "vt was found that chrldren 3 perceptrons of

*‘ Lo
e . famrly form to whrch they belonged Thrs

\‘./

suggests that the rm'_ tant qualita_tiy‘ ‘fact'or: of“ 'familycproces's'-can”.lpe_ independent of fagily

.;'_: forrn Qualrtatrve mteratfuons wrthm the famrly (chrld o chrld parent to child, parent to' /

.’ pajg}t) and therr relatronsh’lp to. famrly transruans requrres f urther theoretrcal developrnent '
| ,“_‘:-:’."and expérimental research studres " | ~_ _ f‘ S
; | The famrly systems theore’t‘rcal perspective (Bames .1985; Montgomery & Fewerl'
vl986) could provide an approprrate frame of reference for gurdmg research in, the area of
O amrly transruons- The focus of famrl\y\systerns theory is on the famrly as a whole The famrly |
consrsts of vanous subsystems — mdrvxdual marrtal dyad chrld chrld dyad parent chrld : 3
8 -'_dyad and varrous rrads lt seems reasonable to usg the famrly systems perspeg{rve to.

‘ understand the mteracuon or process among the subsystem levels and therr frt within the -




-

famrly rn bers do not. end when drvorce occurs. the relauonshtps are merely alteredi-. .

(Hess &, Cam“ara\1979 Huntmgton 1982 Musetto 1978) Even the relauonshlp_

_' between husband and ere Is contmued through the chtldren thhm this f ramework , |

the. problems assocrated wlth drvorce cannot be under5t00d unless they are exammed

(. in lrght of the contmumg relatronshrps among the f amrly members (p 456)

~ The use of family systems theory in understandtng custody an?‘a‘ecess issues appears f ruttf ul -

but awatts further applrc‘auon and study The present study pomts to the. need for thls.

-

apphcatron and research. 1e the quesupns outnumber the answerst o RS

. Finally, the relevance of the present study ‘with. respect to custody and access éssues

;
' reqa?r’r?s\ﬁnentron Fu‘st/ajomt custody shows . promrse lbut further research is. requtred.to

Y

ascertam 1ts benefrts Secondly, more studtes are necessary to mvesttgate the long term (e,

%

more than 5 years) rela;ronshrp between famrly transmon and chrld;en ] f uncuomng Thrrdly '

- the balance between child satlsf actlon with custody and access merrts f urther study. Fourthly ;

-]

‘the 1mpacté)f the vrsmng relatronshrp between noncustodtal parents (f ather) and chlldrcn was

mrmmal for the present sample. It seem / plausrble that more mvolvement by noncustodnalv'

[

fathers would result ‘in their having greaterxtmpact on chlldren but thrs also requrres f urther,"

research In conclusron with respect to custody and access tssues the relevance of the present_

stuJy is pnmarlly conftned to,a dtrectrve for f urther research

C. Limitations and Delimitations
The present study is thought to provrde many contnbuuons to the extsttng body of
research on famrly transmons but it: is not wrthout lrmrtatlons The’ ﬁrst ltmrtauon of the

study is that the results have lrmrted generaltzabthty or external vahdrty Thrs is due to the.

f ollowmg sample ;haracterrstrcs only two age groups of chtldren \paruc1pated the sample was

‘not random because prmcrpals and parents had to agree . 10 partrcrpate in the study,

socroeconomlc status. could have been more rrgorously oontrolled and only 212 chrldren out of”

4 9

1 .
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A second ltmttatton of the present study relates ‘to-the complexrty of one parent and )
remarrted famtltes These famtly forms are hot homogeneous for there 1s a wrde vanety of

o types w:thm cach f amtly form Thts is hkely true of intact famthes as well The present study
R |

- dld not control for all types of mtact one parent and remarrted famtltes but rather lumped T

P

chtldretr together from each f amtly form~ :
A third. ltmttatton of the. study is that famtly process -.(tntrafamtltal tnteracttons)

varracbles were not dtrectly observed but inf erred f. Tom chtldren s perceptrons of famtly process L
A .

(FAM) Thts is an tmportant vartable ‘and lt was, admrttedly. not adequately mvesttgated tn

the present study However the study provnded sttmuJatxon and trong recommendatron for

taktng famtly process vartables sertously -

L . - . : L3 . ,' T
e . < - .
4 : d N

SR : The present study is comprehensrve but not wrthout deltmttattons Ftrst a. maJor

deltmttatton of the present study is that the 1mpact of prevrous marttal drscord was not .
- l Mgy .
tsolated from the tmpact of current hvtng arrangements for chtldren tﬁ “one- parent and

. s - * .
L remarrted famthes A longrtudtnal study whtch followed the same chtldren over tuhe from
dtscordant tntact famtltes through one parent and remarrted fatmly ltvrng with frequent

checkpomts_could better tsolate the\ef fects of r&ntal dtscord A tm:te-series desrgn would help

m’»thts- query

. 1

esent study lS ~that 1t was basrcally a

The second-: major: dehmttatton of ~the

o --correlattonal study Relauonshtps between and among a ltmtted number of vartables Were - '

%

examtned and explamed The relattonshtps and mterrelattonshtps among thé vartables selected

provnded a somewhat contrtved but manageable context for studytng chtld functtonmg m e
,J

vartous famtly forms However there lS a multtpltotty of recrprocally mteractmg factors

: tmpmgmg on chtld fun;ttdttt’;nd a correlatton study such as the present orne, is probably

‘ most approprtate for understandtng these factors and how they relate to each other
A fi tnal deltmttatton of the study lS the -ty pe ol' mstruments used to measure marttal

adJustment and vartous aspects of chrld furcttomng There were no dtrect observattonal

measures rather marttal adJustment famtly sattsfactton and process self esteem and




.

' »reahty and as a result are crucral in understandmg human functtomng ‘At any rate the‘,'

-llmltatrons and delrmltatrons pomt' to the need l‘or f urther research m the area of famtly

“transrtrons the toptc of the last sectron

(‘
2 o -

D Drrectrons for Furthen Research a S e -‘ -; o

The fi mal task of the. present chip

"_‘" fi mancral resources are lrmlted but do nof’ preclude necessary high- quallty research.’

: % v
:;mentroned varrous ttmes through‘out the research study For example manx researchers '

f ,quoted in Chapter i suggest that mtrafamrhaﬂelauonshrps or famlly process vanables are-

extremely crucnal in understandmg chrld f unctronmg In addltron 1f a child's def mmon of the

‘ sttuatron evolves from the chrld S network of soc1a1 mteractrons then a: consrderauon ol‘ thesc

_."-'i'On chrldren S functromng in mtact one parent and remarrred Famrly l‘orms could mclude

___on the basis of what has been leamed from the present research study lt wnll be assumpd that.' “

The mteracttonal relatronshrps between chrldren andm srbhngs teachers were":..:

5

. . "," oo

o O ’ &~
‘ _beha\nor m school and at home were measured by usmg subjectwe perceptual m*rments

.However accordrng to Symbohc lnteractron 'I‘heory, perceptrons provrdc on@wrndow mto : "

o4

‘S

Ly

S sequences of behav:or is crucral r rom a theoretrcal stance as well Theref ore research studtcsa

e :.zr;:

'».:.f,amﬂy "process varrables to a greater extent than was dane in the present study ln addmon to =

T

i observatrons of mteractlons betweerf chlldren and parents teachers 31blmgs peers etc These

»i.;mteractrons could be vrdeo taped and subsequently analyzed by vanous observers chuenual

- analytrc methods revrewed by Cousrns and Power ( 1986) could be used to analyze the data

o

‘.'-'Thrs research strategy would preclude a 1arge sample but l[ would prov:dc an m depth

~mvestrgatron of process varlables

’ v'

The present research study lacked sensmvrty to changes in famllres pver ttme For

~ .-

example the short term and long term 1mpact of drvorce and remarrlage on chrl'dren bcl”orc

-‘durmg, and after these famrly transmons was not tapped Famlly researchers could usc a

‘longrtudrnal research strategy m whrch a. sample ol” chrldren would be mvestrgated over a

'chxld perceptlons of farmly processes (FAM) further research studtes could mclude .

c108 L



T 1o -year penod ‘for example lf the children wete ﬁll mmally from mtact fanuhes 1t is lxkely

chat approxrmately %3 of them would expenence famrly transrtrons dunng the study Thrs .

. _research strategy would be capable cﬁ‘rdentxfymg peaks and valleys 1f they exrst on @

.number of dependent vanables. :

A thll’d dxrectlon for further research on: l‘amrly transmons would be to mvestrgate '

o N |
' ,'effectrve models of' healthy famrly funcnomng m one parent and remarned famlly forms .

lssues hke custody. Aaccess, mformauon flow.‘ Openness role defrmtron and authonty and PO

: ‘:_control could be’mvestrgated to develop research based models of healthy famlly functronmg

id .

in: alternauve famnly ,forms o ST _f-“’l /7 ,'

Research m the three areas menuoned above 1s sorely needed The present study'v |
provrdes a necessary ngnmg or.- fust step m understandmg the experrence of chrldren in. -
-vanous l”amrly fdrms However it provxdes more questlons Than answe{ nd as a result xt.

-vpomts 0 the need for more consrstent and conclusxve expenmental studres in the area of

9

,famrly transmons for practrce and l'or theory buxldmg purposes P \ o | S

o sy

vl @ ".'“
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- BV R - N

Mantal conﬂlct was neganvely assocxated w1th sell‘ esteem among prlmary school gxrls but PR
*..not among primary school boys.. = | ¢ T
- Weak negative associations between conﬂxct and self esteem were f ound for malc and
" female adolescents.



: Fmdmg

"'-:'.Bemard J M & Nesbxtt S ( 1981) Divorce: An unrehable predxctor of chxldren S

o dxvorce or: dlSI’UPQ,Qﬂ and children from mtact faxmlxes - -

. » .

o

Experimental Studls Effect of Mantal Dlscd’rd on Chlldren

'\' L
.~ .

.

emouonal prednsposmons).lournal of D:vorce 4,31-42..
: C : \

' The study was. de&gned to mvesugate ‘the emotional predlsposmons of chxldren from

i"r

\

- 56 chlldren 6 12 years old enrolled in a summer. school _pregfam to aid 'chidre'n in readin’g
andmath ; e

19 from divorced families ' RN SN
e 8 from dnsrupted families (confhct & f'nghtmg) S T
29 from' mtact fam:hes _ , S . :

70 regular school chnldren 6- 12 years of age: ., . : - e

35 fnom dxvorce famxlnes
35 f rom mtact famlhes

Instrumems/Measures " : ‘T O -

.Chxl_dren s Emouona_l ‘Pn.(/:'jé’cti‘on Instrument TR

r

'I‘here was no evxdence to. suggest ‘that children of dlvozCe or dnsrupnon are more

- harﬁpered emouonally’ than chlldren from m(act families.




_ / cen N Expenmental Studi&r Effect ol‘ Marital Dlscordmn Children

'Chnstensen ' Phllhps, : S Glasgow R F & Johnson S M (1983) Parental,.f":"- e
» B charactenstlcs and mv.eracnonal dysfi uncuon in fatm{nes wn‘h child behawor problcms
‘A prellmmary mvesugauon Journal of Abnormal Chlid P‘sycholog , 1 1 153 +166.

il

The study was desxgned o examme the mtercorrelations between mamal dlsturbance L
Y parental psychopathology, mteracuonal dysﬁunctxon and parentalcognmons s .

i 4 :Pur"'seﬁb"'.:-' o L ' e ,, L

i' . : s <
e : L i ) . . L .

A . N
"..,' . I : N

v

" = 36 Familiesswith a problem cluld between 4 and 12 years of age 'j o L
-_ ) 9 f amlhes thh a non- problem child between 4 and 12 years of age N / S ‘
T IR S I N . R .
Instruments/Measures " IR * BT _ o 4,‘“ ,v,,‘ S R
r~ g - PR [ RS e e

L _-'Bx Polar. Adjectlve Checkhs} - J; o '
- Zung Self-Rating Depression Scale S

..~ . Psychological Screening Inventory e
- % 'Locke-Wallace Marital Adjustment Scale L ey
©. =" Marital Status’ Inventory = - )
- . Upsgtting Behavior Questionnaire
- Child Pevelopment Scale
.= -Problem Situations Scale
- Home observauons ‘

1,_ Parental percepuons of hﬂd behavxor pmblems are associated wnh marital dlscord and
. parental negative behavior. taward'the child but not with the behavior of the target-child.

pegoat of- parental distress in the mamage -

!

v . . /_/\__ .
. - . B - -"‘

)



Coopcr J E,. Holman, 1, & Braxthwatt.LV.A (1983) Self esteem and famxly cohesron ’I'he_ SRR
: “child’s . perspectxve and adjustment Journal‘ of Marnage and' “the Fapuly, 45 o

.S_ubject" S s T SURREEY SE T P .f, oo

b e'ts/Measure‘s ) R

" Piers-Harris Children's Self - -Concept Scale IR . \
. Child and Family Questionnaire - e Ly

.Tea.ghcr Quesnonnanre e I s

Experime@ Studies Effect of Marital Dlscord on Chlldren ; ‘ R

153 159. \a/

Hoen T

S . D : . -

o

-

_ The purpose of the study was to mvesﬁga.te famtly mteractxons - not solely adult‘ |
,vmteracuons —and thexr relauonshxp to chlldren s self- esteem

.

- 467 school chxldren ( 258( boys, 209 gnrls) from the fxfth and s1xth grades of ix. schools in~
- ) 'Canberra Austraha gt _ R .

persmtth Self Esteem Inventory -

Family Cohesxon Index

C

Where. ch:ldren pefcelve confltct between parents or. between th&nselves and the1r parents-

“lowet self -esteem can be expected

' Family’ structure (o 5 or. two' parents) does not have the most damagmg effect on‘ '
*children's self - -estee

There was no dlfference in self-esteem. between chddren m

_ ‘cohesnve one: parent families and}coheswe two -parent families.

Cie : . . DR O

VFamxly cohesnon has an 1mportant mfluence on the - develo{ment of* self concepts in
+ children.- ‘ .



L Chlldren s Percepuon Questxonnaue (statemems about the chsld 5 homeﬂnd school llf e)

“'};‘ioeri'mema'l Stugli‘es: Effect'.io‘f Marltal Discord on Childrén TR
. . e o A , Lo - . \ .

‘;:,'Emery, R. E.. & O Leary, K. D (1982) Chxldren s percepuons of ma:-u.a,l dlSCOl‘d and -

g behaV1or problems of boys and. gxrls Journal of Abnormal Cluld Psychololgy, 10,
' 11 4. _, T ‘

. Purpo §e: e

" The- study@was desxgned to determine if there is a difTerential impact of marital E

o .-'dlSCOI'd on boysfvand girls. o :
. _""'Subiect N B T :

o

rJSO clinic children (25 boys and 25 glrls) bet@en“_tbe '-ages,'of%, and 17 who lived in intact

homes w1th their natural arems ' B T
Instruments/ eaﬂ ‘%’ , s L / __ e ‘~
Short Mantal Ad]ustmem Test @ R o
-Behavior Problem Checklist . ' : L P

B

v R

Fmdmgs

1. Mantal discord was, most strongl) related to conduct - problems in boys
2. Boys and girls perceived patental mamal discord with equal and moderate accuracy
3.

Q
Children’s fsc\mgs of nonacce mnce were not. sngmf icantly relaLed {¢] ralmgs of mamal"

-;mmd | | .

Y



Expenmental Studfes Effect of MariﬂhDIScord

Bt

on’ Chrldren

N

+

- Emery, R, E & o' Leary, K.D. (1984) Marital ‘disvord and’ child beha problems\m a-
' nonchmc sample Journal of Abnormal Cluld Psychology, 12,'411 -420. - '

'Subjccg'

e Chxldren s Behavior. Checkhst
~ " “Short. Marital' Adjustment Test

-~F1gdmg e T , :

; 1.'.,-'4,LoW\correlanons betwqen marxta’l dlSCOl‘d and child. behav problems. - - e B
2. yéssocrated wrth their own than

-

L

NE foe .

The purpose of 4.he slﬁc’ly was to examme the relationshi

.';-nonehmc two- parent famllxes and children 's behavror m ‘home and at school.

LS < @
"'* R

132 mothers and thexr chxldren in grades 2, 3 4 and 5.

‘lnstruments/Measures

Behavror Problem Checkl;st

O Leary Porter Seale (overt mantal hosulny) N

Y.

Mothers ratings of ‘marital discord were more consisténtl
"wuh teacher ratmgs «of chrld behavidr. .

\

v

p between mantal discoft in -

\r

&

3



' Exberimental Styies: Effect of Marital Discord on Children _
* Jaffe, P.,"Wolfe, D.. Wilson, S., & Zak, L. (1986). Similarities in
" . . maladjustment among, child victims and witnesses.to fami

' -',,_.Ib‘ungql, of Orthopsychiatry, 56, 142-146: Co

“behavioral and social . -
ly viblence. American

- . f R
. : LR 5 D . : ‘ :
~ ‘Purpgse:s v o o o0

.- The purpose of ‘thg study was to ‘a'ssess the impact of . exposure to family violence on
boys in comparison to physically__ abuséd and nonabused boys. . .

- Subjects: :

- 32 boys (410 16 years-old) who were expesed to family violence (wile-battering)
-+ 18 boys (6 to 16 years old) who had been physically abused. by their parents .
-, 15 boys* (6 to 16 years old) who were neither exposed to family violence nor had been
physically.abused by their .parents ’ : T ‘

a 'Insiruments(Mgasp;es: : , T L Lo
= Child Behav‘ior' Checklist * o Co : e

' Findings: - o A '
1. 'Bo-yé who were éxvp;)sedvto family violence showed adjustment difficulties that rcs.(;.rn'lbl.'cd_» -

problesirs shown by children who were abused by their parents. . . <
2. Both boys who witriessed family violence and boys. who were abuse by ‘their parents
differed from children of nonviolent families. ’ o ol e

VE L

.33



e

Experlmentaf Studios. Effect of Marital plscord on Chlldren

»

s

’ -‘@ : fu .

ﬁye ‘”F ( 1957) Chrld‘adjustment in" broken and m unhappy unbroken homes Mamage and
‘- Famt[y le{ng, 19, 356 361 _ _

- . 9 B . v . . . . -
‘4 : | T L
TR . . o
¥ L : . ke i .
- . ' . k) .
. - . 1
4, o .
& £ . o~ .

e

u) ——29—""’ el T e e T

e The purpose of the study was ta, dctermme 1f chlldren m broken and unbroken but
unhappy homes drffered in. terms of@dJustment o

T
el

: « ‘ - S -
.

Boys and glrl”:m grades9 10, 11, and 12 B T s

. %58 children in broken famities & . . B A AT
12 chlldren in unhappy unbroken famllxes T o

Instruments/Measures [ SRR

e e v“ o
Questnonnaxre e w

I ;Adolescents in- broken homes showed less psychosomatlc iess oehnquent behavxor and
. better adjustment to- parents. than'*do chxldren in unhappy unbroken homes.
2., The two groups-did, not show dif ferénces ms the areas of. adJustmr at.in school church or
-~ - 'delinquenit comparisons. . .
3. No.evidence.was found to suggest that there were more adjustment problems in. famlhes
7 with " "sole” “parents’ than ‘those .in Wthh the parent was remamed or m unhapp}g
- . unbroken homes. -~ - Toga

children. © w0 f ey e . R .

;5\ ‘

4, Dlsumted unhapPy homes wcre related to pOOr adJustment in- parents as . well as m ‘ i

{)

- \.



L :. . . toWérd each other and chrld psychopathology .

o Pur sei . T T

- S't'xb'j'ects: |

S Fmdmg

s :_'; | . ,: Expenmental Studies, Effect of Maritgl ')iscord on Chlldren

8 \

v Porter B & 0 Leary, K D (1980) Ma.mal dlSCOl‘d and chnldhood behavxor problems

Journal of Abnorma.’ Ch:ld Psychblag , 8 287 295,

—

The purpose of the study was 1o assess the relationship, between parental hostility .

64 clinical children 67 boys and 37.girls) aged $ 10.16 years old from intact families. -

. .Instruments/Measures L G

o

- : Behavror Pr“bf'lem Checkhst

. Short Marital Adjustment Test A
-0 Leary Porter Scale (overt marltal hOS[lllty)

Overt mantal hostrllty correlated sxgml‘ 1cantly wnth behav:or problems ol” boys but not '

. with behavxor problerns of girls.




‘* “137 : o

Experimental Sfudres. Effect of Mantnl Dtscorion Clnldren

Raschke HJ & Raschke V J. (1979) Fanuly conflrct and chrldren s self concepts A
. comparison -of intact. and srngle paarent famrlres Journal of Marnage and the
' 'Famlly, 41 367 374 : S :

: Pur . " . q * . B ) .... o

The purpose of the study was - to assess the effects of. famxly c0nfhct and famrly
structure mtact smgle parent reconstrtuted on chﬂdren s self concept . :

LN

289 children m grades 3 6 and 8

Instruments/Measurcs

es Chxdren s Self Concept Scale ‘ -
L Famrly structure made no difference In chrldren s self concepts e \
2. Children.who perceived. greater conflict in. their families had lowerself - concepts o )
3. The: greater the percewed happiness of their’ parents the self concept of chrldren from -
o .bom intact and smgle parent famthes was hrgher I TR L BORES



-

his Ganong, L Coleman, M & Brown G (1981) Effect of famnly strut:tnrd: on mamal_‘_'
‘ o "-amtudes of adolescents Adolescence, 16 281 288 ) g ‘

‘_:,Purpos f—i R T ""}'

K1 xm"
%

If‘l“he present study was desrgned to. determme if dlff

: 'bellefs about - mamage and famlly hl‘e among adolescent /ing i\ tact smgle parent or._'-".'f_'

: ,-reconstrtuted l‘amrhes S B . e
T ~ “ E
«.’:V‘"-.”'Sub]ec[ o _ 4 \ .“

e 127 males and 194 females fr0m"15 - 17 years old & :

- . 48 adolescents fri rom. smgle-parent famlltes c

, - 48 from teconstituted families, and ° S :?..',.'-‘-"' Sl L , B R
, ’-.'-w-.'-.’225 from mtact farmlles c o B wT ' ‘

‘ ."-_fInstrumen s/Measures o o ) . :

Questlonnau'e L

. ° - attitude toward marriage- scale .

* - = divorce attitude scale: ‘

marnage role expectatlon scale

1 Amtudes toward mamage and family llfe appear 1o dnffer only ,shghtly among

L. - adolescents. livmg in intact, smgle parént, or-reconstituted famxhes' .

- 2. -'Ac‘o.esrents fiom:. Teconstituted families were ‘more ?[We in amtude toward dlvorce,—
s

than were adolescents from broken or intact families. g _
‘3 Smgle parent farnrly adoléscents held thore tradmonal xtudes toWard marrlage role than-
o did adolescents from other fapuly types T

kd . Lo
R . . ot T e . L%
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Experimental Studies. General Effects of Dworce on Cluldren .

- -

sGrossman SM Shea :l.A & Adams G R. (1980) Effects of pa.rental dlvorcedurmg early

T ) i
3 AL o

T
-t ;

>

Divorce 3 263 -272.

e

-,Pur' se:

L ’I'he present study was’ des:gned o 4§ ,
= ...control, .and identity .achievement in college stu
Lo leOI’CCd remarrlage fanuly backgrounds

_s:.-the level of e
who come

Sgb1ect . '
T 294 college students ' .
24 from dxvorced remarrlage famrhes o
S U from divorced farnilies et e
e _‘ - 261 from mtact famxhes

e

Instruments/Measures

‘- } Ego ldentlty mcomplete sentence blank V -

= Locus of Central Scale - "= B o s T

lncomple‘te Sentences Blank ST R sy
- ‘;J“.Fmdmg _'

I

?‘Dworce backgrounds were not predxctlve of' lower scores. on the measures No

: chxldhood .on’ €80, development and 1dent1ty formatlon ol' college students Joumal of - e

' development,’ locus of it
om ‘intact, divorced, and . = -

’ o _'3ev1dence was " found. - for  the . argument ; that ,remarriage may attenuate negatlve

. Ac(msequences ol‘ dlvorce on college students , defel ment.




R I
A

" Experimental Studies: General Effects of Divorce on-Children i

. Guidubaldi, ' J.. v'&.,‘Clemigs'h'aw. H. ( 1985) Divorce, family. he'alt‘h.?a"r.x'd.:"chi"ld adjustment,
. " .Family Relations, 34, B4l L L

. ;

- Purpose: v SRR S el e : o L
SHIBOSEL ey T T L e e : .

PR The purpose of the study was ‘to"‘d.evtemiine' if the strs. of drvorcels as'sdéi'atea'« wuh SR
.- the health of “divorced family ‘members’ when. compared to thé health of. intact family: =
- members.. - ... . : o ey

B -Subjects: . - v

©. - 699 children (341 from divorced families and 358 from intagt

e
<

nlies) in grades 1,53, and

. . Instruments/Measures: = - . “ﬁ RS

- Hanemann Elementary School Behaviot Rating Scale:- -
.- Vineland Teacher Questionnaire . -~ - . -+~
=" Sells and Roff Peer Acceptance

-~ Locus of control . - B S .
.=¢ . Parent interview. - .. A et |

N

SR
: vJ'B,- .
. 0A

s Marital status was related to health favoring intact fagni'ly members.



. -, v

! - ) \3'
. R’ . 141 :
o Experimental Studlos General Effects of Di orce on Chljdren } '.'ﬁ._ﬁ T

Hethermgton EM Cox M &(bx R. (1978) The aftermath of drv In J H Stevens .
C e & M Mathews (Eds ). Mother/ child father/c&lld relationsHips- (pp 149- -176)y -
Washmgton D .C.: Natronal Assocmmn for the Educatron of Young Chrldren

e

AN LU

. , The purpose of the study was to’ ‘examine. changes and stresses experrenced by famrly_ L
.. members and- factors related to alteratrons m parent chrld mteractrons m the two- year perrod ‘
G followmg diVOrce VL , » : .

Su bie’cts: ‘_ '

=" 96 families e ;
. =724 intact fafhilies with preschool grrls
:'=" 24 divorced families with-preschool grrls
-+ 24 intact families with ‘preschool boys °
o é 24 dxvorced famrlxes wrth preschool boys
, 1-'vInstruments/Measures SRR T e m s

N, .--f.-Parent mtervrews NI L s '
oo Parent personahty mventones — Personal AdJustment Scale of the. AdJecuve Checklrst
"+ . thé Socializatjon, Scale of the" Caleorma Personalrty lnventory, Ratter s I E Scale and

' ',--Sprelberger s Sta’Ze Trant Anxret) Scale T A% o [ DR

- .= . Structured diary record * - . s A
~ % Parerit-child. laboratory mteractron observatron o

- = . Checklist of child beha#vior: © -~ .
. H‘Parenf ratmg scale of. chxld behavror

- '.1.' . 'Drvorced mothers and fathers encountered marked stresses in practrcal problems of hvmg. S
*. . self-concept and emotional’ adjustment -and mterpersonal relations following divorce. ‘
L2 Drsruptrons occurred in parent-child rglatrons in many divorced famrhes .

3. - Children in divérced families were -more dependent disobedient, aggressrve whmmg,' R

_ demandmg. and: unaffectronate than children in. intact families: . o g

4. A peak.of stress in present -child interactions appeared one year af ter drvorce and marked , R
- improvemen partrcularly in mother-child relations occiirred thefeafter, = - g > ;'é#?
-5. 7 A conflict §fdden intact family ig more. deletenous to famrly members than a stable horh@ S
sntuauon m Wthh parents are dlvorced , . L e



Expenmental Studles General Effects of Divoree on Children . .

: "'jHOdgeS W F., Txemey. C W & Buchsbafml H K (1984) The cumulatrve efl‘ect of stress

-on- preschool chrldren of dworced and -intact f. amrlres. Journal of Marriage and rhe
Famdy,46 611 617 ETER S _

W

i 'P_um ; B | |
. ‘ . 'I'he study was desrgned to mvestrgate thetrmpact of drvorce by lookmg at the L
v .cumulatrve effect of stressful llfe events on preschool chrldren and the:r parents '
.'S'ubject' L
F Tl s g

“ B ¢ Mothers of 30 chxldren from dlvorced famlhes and mothers of 60 chtldren from mtact
' ~ families. - , :

. »chrldrenwerearneanageof44yearsold T ’ Z-‘ N .’ {
. therewere44boysand46grrls.v e e S

Instruments/Measures

. ’ - A . . . -
L Parent lnformatron Questtonnarre .
-+~ Parent Checklist:of ‘Child. Behavror
- - Child's Life Event Inventory. -
- . Parent’s Life Event Inventory -
© < . Divorced Parents Questronnaxre
.7« “Teacher' s Checklrst

'F"in.'ding's:l N R __r'_ -

. | - 2. RN
1. Cummulauve stress was’ related to adJustmem chrldren of drvorce as percewed by’ '
.- parents and teachers. . S
.~ 2.. Four- general pathways for stress to affect chrld development were suggested by the R
. results - S . Lt i A
. a.- jdtvorce may drrectly affec,t aggressron dlSltaCtlblllty. and actmg out toward parents EEE
b. - divorce may increase the likelihood of certajn’ circumstances that, in ‘turn, gredlct,.
- . adjustment in children, such as' economic problems and geographic mobxlrty. e :
c. some parent life stressors may produce an addmve effect to the stress ‘a’divorce on_
-the child; - E/)O o
d: there was one. strong mteracttve effect. with dlvorce and ee’onomlcs in pre cung .
: perceived anxiety and. depigssion in ‘preschool chxldren Only chrldren of dnvorce were
described as affected by adverse economrcs o S
3. What emerged m thrs study was the |mportance of the psychologrcal clrmate of the homc
: and the centrahty of’ economic: condmons for adj justment m the preschool chnld



B For mothers

- Experimental Studies General Effects of Dlvorce (on Chlldren S :

~ - 2
,.~~-' ‘_'_

Kanoy. K W Cunnmgham JL, Whrte P & Adams S J { 1984): ls faxmly structure that .
: crmcal" Family relatxonshlps of chxldren wrth dxvorced anﬂ remamed parents ' :
Joumal of Dlvome 8 97 1051.

, The purpose of the study was o delmeate how mteractron among vanous subsystems |
'and the mother's well- bemg are’ related to perceptronScof self and famrly for chrldren thh
o ‘dxvorce& and marned paren 3 _ _v C S o
.r_Sub]ect L e o O
-:,,45 mothers énd. thelr 74 cht!dren from leOI‘CCd famrhes S e
41} mothers and thexr 9 chlldren from intact famnhcs oy T S r‘ "

- 'Instruments/Measures }

. © .
e . NN ) .-

- Famtly Reiatton 5. Inventory .
- " Blair's Divorcee's 'Adjustment Inventory

. _; Tennessee Self -Concept Scale

Internal Extemal Scale ',_"." S ‘ e . ‘

; _ .For chlldren.

- Self-Concept Referents: TeSt B e
. Bills Index of Adjustment and Values S BRI A P
.- Branfenbrenner Parent Behavror Qdestxonnanre S - (‘ o

—

. SOCtal Schemes R P P T S L e

.J"

__Fmdmg ;' IR o '_ : '*’ St i_-' 'l# S e

R P _
S U Vanables related to quahty rather than quanuty of famrly mteraction were the

- - _.predictors of children's responses. 9
- 2. "The salience of all of the family subsystems (mother father mother c@d father -C ,4&. '
* .. was evident in both- famxly structures. - - : N 5
‘3. Divorce. may necessitale. developtng stronger and heaIthrer rela ons 10 mai ta;m th
" individual well bemg of famxly members and. to aid in estabh hmg a- health "'b ucleae§ co

.[amxly EEEEEE 4 B R Lo r\*

) B *
N .
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SR ExpenmentalStudies Géng;al‘ltﬁécts»"ot DiQofcé i)h Childréﬁj “

~ Luepnitz, D.A. (1979). Which aspects of divorcé affect children? The Family Coordingior. =
C® T 28,79-85. T om T ST TRRRT AN famiy Loordinator.

urposes of the study were' to. investigate a non-clinical population of individuals

e The-':,_ / ‘ .
- % .:,who had known parental divorce, to gain isight into the duration of the effects of divorte, . -

" "and to detérmine which aspect of the divorce affecs children. L

'vSub]'ccis: ' ,

Y

g - 12 males: and‘-'_lzl_'female un,délﬁgfaduétqf"s_tudems" whose ﬁa‘re;ifs had 'di'Vdrced.befdré' they
o were-16-yearsold - - - e ST

-

Instruments/Measures:: - -

e Interviews v

1." . Divorce was a major stressor for childfen.- ~ . . & S \

-2. Fifty percent of the sample reported that.it was, the marital conflict’ which had produced

. - -» most of their distress. -~ - . S Ly T S R
3. Subjects did not describe the.divorce as having long-term.effects on them. -

-

‘v

P ' . : : . - S . T
Lo s . ? e e R _ - - L
. . .
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Experimental Studier General Effects of D 'orce on Children

Macl(mnon C E Brody. G H & Stoneman Z ( 1982) 'I'he effects of drvorce and ﬁl’atemal
e employment onthe home envrronments of preschool chxldren Chzld Development

- 53, 1392- 1_39,9' Con i . 7 - ‘

LN, 'f'l'he study was - desrgned to compare propertxes of mtact "and srngle parent drvorced
e ‘households that have been found o’ relate to cognmve and socral development o

e

- ..-;-"i60famrlres o e o R

. -+ 20:mother-headed smgle pa’rent families - :

S5 20 married. mother-employed families oA
"+ 20'married mother. homemaker families o
B .~chtldren were 3 6 years of age : ﬁ g A

. ', Instruments/Measures

"Home' observatlon for the measurement of the envrronment mventory
Rhemgold and Cbok Checkhst — sextypmg mstrument

| Fmdmg 5 ‘_" o 'h.» FIRR T i \ ‘*'x._\ o : '{

Yo ‘ ' “ .

' % Preschool chrldren resrdmg in- mother headed Jxvorced households experiem’:ed less "o
umulat o

ion than chrldren resndmg in intact households’

L) S

#



B

' 'adolescents df d}vorce

Expenmental Studies. General Effects of Divorce on Childten

o

axly Adalescence 1, 303 310

drvorce agud“chxldren of dnvorce Journal ofE

BEY

' ;.'-éubi‘e'ctS' T E o L
234 elghth grade students o e RETE
- 118 male - 7 e e o
77108 female e
' Igstruments/Meakires. e . x B
- Questionnaire e @ oo
-»Fi'ndings:' RN

" As a whole ‘the respor_;ses were posmve on aIl three measures of almude wnh carly
adolescems from” mtact hq és‘exhrbxtmg sngmf‘ncamly more posmve atugdes lhan early

Paddock Ellard K & 'I'homas S (1981) Amtudes of young adolescems toward marriage o

The put{gse of th:s Study was to compare the amtudes of t;kteen and. f ourleen year
_ fd early’ adole,‘Scents ‘from intaCt-homes wnth those of earl)r adolescents of dxvoro'owardi .
‘ marnage dxvorce and chudren o£ d1vorce _ R



o vchtldren

e,

. Instruments/Measures

e Sy L

Rosentha1 P A (1979) Sudden dtsappearance of one parent With separatton and dtvorte _
‘fhe grtef and treatment of preschool chtldren Jaurnal of D:vorce 3 43 53 S S

" Pur 'bsé-: '

,.Sublect :
| i 24 chtldren 2 4 years of age

- l4'boys - hFS
10 girls - o

e from 2- 4 years old

- Clmtcal therapeuttc mtervre\VS'

‘Fmdtng | | ‘_ . S

Experi7eﬂtal Studtes General Effects of Dlvorce on Chtldren

ar

Thepurpose of the study was to examme thg effect of. parental dlvorce on young

ﬁ” ‘

The feelmgs that surround the loss of one parent affected chrldren less than the

vrelauonshxp ‘the “child had wrtﬁ

R envxronment.

el .
Nl .

Y M

-
. L} . .
.
i .
- T

‘the remammg parent and the supportrve/facrlttattve -



S - interviews.

" ExperimentakStudies: General Effects of Divorce on Children .

© Rutiet, M. (1970). Parent-child separation Psychological effects on ,fthe-,éhiidfen.'J"o'ik‘rhdl"*‘."'
e 'Child Psychology and Psychiatry and Aflied Disciplines, 11, 233-260, . STy

“Purpose: - . . P S S |
S _ The *purpose .of ihef studywas *iogexaminei'the psychological effects of a{:enlfchild' 3
"separatiqnﬁn-schpd-ag:d children. = = 4 SR gl S '
Subjects: q W ‘ o ' '
- families of :9'~1'2§,ear old children .

Instruments/Measures:: S R S

e

; Sl » . _ : .
questionnaires 4, - T N : . o o

- Findings: = - ! .

1. A child's separation from his family constitutes a potential caus’e;oég short-term’ distress

~+. but separation is of ‘little direct importance as-a cause of ‘long- term-d] order. .. . L

.. 2. -Separation -expériences have some association with the later ‘development -of antisocial

© behavior but. this is due not to the fact of separation_ itself, but rather to: the family

.. -+ discord which précedes and accompanies the separation, L o

"4 3. Both ‘_ac'tive_'dis_cord‘and. lack of affection are associated with anti-social disorder but.a . .
: gooe relationships with one parent cam go some way toward mitigating the harmful effect

of.a"quarrelsome unhappy home. : : ' o



I Sublect

Expenmental Studles General Effects of Dtvorce on Chlldren o .

- ]Santrock 3. W & Tracy, R L. ( 1978) Effects of chxldren S famlly structure status on the

' development of stereotypes by teachers Joumal of Educattonal Psychalogy, 70,

7547\57 S R C

' P.ur Sé:'_'

o 'I'he purpose of the study was 0 determtne if there is a stereotype ‘on the part\f/’
- teachers that entails” negative -expectations of children’ from divorced famrhes and posmve L
expectauons of chtl‘dren from father present famlhes R . .

o .

. A -
A R . . I

T L S
30 undergraduate student teachers and graduate teachers

Co 'Instruments/Measures

. ‘ video- taped presentatlon of an 8 year old boy in whxch 1/2 of thr. teachers were told the
~child was. from-an intact. famrly and 1/2 of the teachers were told the ame chﬂd was '
from a drvorced famtly ' : P . j : ot

‘
\

‘&m@ ,»f L o e @f
e The child who was- percerved as commg from an intact. famlly was seen ‘more,
posrtwely than the same Chlld percenved as co,smng from a dlvorced f amtly

T I
»

. . ¢
o, L ) ~

. .*'

B T T S S P 4y,



N

" “:.’E"Pejﬁmenfé*'Stﬁdim:_-éeheral Effects of l.)'ivor‘ce‘on ciinare'n' ERRERN

4‘5

'.__7: Vess Jr . D Schwebel Al & Moreland J.(1983). The effects of early parental dworce

\') o

" 84 whose parents:divorced before the 10th bxrthday

on sex role developments of college students Journal .j Dn»orce 7, 83- 95.
: _ -3 . >
_ s

L7

e

. . . \‘)‘
.

v

T

"Sub]ect S I

. D - ~ . o ¥
219 college students L !

- 138 whose parents remamed mamed

4.

: Instruments/Measures

-

S Pefsonal Att.nbutes Questlonnalre : - L o
"~ - Gough Femmity Scale . o T L R T
- Demographtc Quesuonnaxre SR ' SV o o T

w
o

Fmdmg o R

" There were no 31gmf1cant dlfferences betweent Ls/ubjects l’rom dlvorced and mlau
families regarding sex-role development ,

The study was desxgned‘to examine the long’-ter'm:_el" fects of early parental divorce on
_sex role development of college students A T DR



SR :.?;Ex;;g'rimentai stu&ié':.Géngral.is'f_feétfs'?brrj)’ﬁér_,cé :.oni;'_c;hi_id,répae,;;
Wallerstem J S ( 1984) Chxldren of dxvorcc Prchmmary report of a ten year’ follow up of '- 3 Lk
. young chrldren Amencan Joumal of Orthopsychiatry, 54 444 458

I T
- Pur 'se--. SRR ,‘ R S :‘

SR The purpose of the study was 1o provxde an overvnew df the effegts and reactxons tp
dxvorce of chlldren ten years af ter the drvorce S ,W'

,,,’i.,

SR Cet
Lo e T e

PR, : N - ~ L

-9

dxvorce and thelr 40 parems
5 P ]

Instruments/Measures:

<30 chrldren aged 12- 18 years old (14 boys and 16 glrls) who were 2 1/2 to- 6 ggl tﬁ’e txme of

S

) C e 4,

\

- Interviews, o
Quesuonnaxres e

F mdmg

. Those ‘wim"were voungest at the nme of mantal breakup farqq/better in the ensumg _.'-’ '
years than then' -q,lder%’!blmgs ’ C S

20 .
Py 8] ¢ :1’ -\ LA
A . v
P . .
e :
N
b f
1 o
2 -
. °
T s
. R ,




Experlmental Studles General Effects of Divorce on Chlldren

c.. :

—l .

,Wallerstem 18, & Kelly. J B. (1980a) Survnvmg the breakup How chlldren and parents
' cope wrth dlvorce New York: Basic Books lnc e ,

a:' S . . .
) . Purpose: » o
'I'he goals of the study were

.:1".v_ to understand chrldren S expenence“of drvorce lmkage between early responses Lo, -
~ . separation and other factors;

2.0 f ollow chxldren and adolescents over txme ® assess the xmpact ol'. dnvorce on thcxr-

o _development

~+3..- 10 examine the changes in parent- chrld relatronshrps and - , o S
-4, to study the experrences of adults during drvorce L e : - R
' S_,“biect sit 5

.- 60 f‘amrlres w1th a total of '131 chlldren rangmg in age from 3'to 18 years old

Instruments/Measures

‘

.= Clinical initerviews - : ' ” L o o
. - Divorce-specifit assessments of chrldren i
~Child data forms

* /. Inforrnauon from- counsellmg sessnons - " L o e _ o
, l’ﬁndmgs

L 1."‘_-' The . drvorced famrly is less adapnve economlcally, socrally. and: psychologncally to the -
- raising of children than the two parent family.

= 2.: - Children of dlfferent ages were affected by the dworce in drffe;en't ways 18 monlhs af ter
... the divorce:- . . .

a. ’preschool children were fnghtened confused and blamed themselves :

~ b. early latency children. expressed feelmgs of sadness loss fear ﬁlger msecun[y end :
- rejection;-

c. . later latency child had a mofte realistic understandrﬁg of drvorce but was ashamcd by Q“
. their parents behavror and felt divided loyalties, lonely and. reJecled I

d. * adolescents were the most openly upset by the dxvorce expressmg strong feeluggﬁof

anger, sadness shame, and embarrassment .

3. At five years after the divorce 34% of chrldren were happy and thnvmg 29% were doing
, Teasonably well and 37% were depressed

.



~ o, N c .-l' ¢ . . . " N
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Experimental Studles‘ General Effects of Divorce on Chlldren e

.-

Whntehead L b ( 1979) Sex dlfferences in chlldrEn s responses to - famlly stress A |

. re- evaluatlon Journal af Chtla' Psychology and Psychtatry, 20 247 254

.. .
S N

P_urmset.- : _
' The purpose of the study was to determme 1f mantal dlSCOI‘d is related to antlsomal
; _behavxor in"girls and to. determmé’ if thére. .is 'an -association  between marital -discord and -
. " neurotic 'behavxor in’ chlldren and 1f there are any clear cut sex dxfferences in the mcxdem.e of .
s _’thlS behavnor ' _, :
o .‘.d -
=y

2775 f xrst borns aged seven years old

- Instruments/Measures

Parental Questnonnatre
. Teacher Assessment

- Medical Examihation-
Health szntors Ratmgs

'F!ndmg L i _

: 1. _’,Marttal dxsharmony may be assocnated with antlsocxal and emotxonal dlsorders in chlldren ’
© . of both sexes; . : ‘
"2, Divorce- may be more strongly assocxated thh dlsturbance in. boys ‘
3, - The signs of  juvenile maladjustment assocxated with parental dlSCOId outwexgh those B
~ assocnated thh parental separatlon .



o Expenmental Studues Cognmve Affective. Behaviornl Effects of Dlov 1

P o
P . o . h X :r', Bt

Bernard JM & Nesbxtt S (1981) vaorce Axﬁmrelrable predxctor of chrldren s emononal
predlsposmons Journal of Dtvorce 4, 31 42 , S
e e '

PR

o Purpose T R PRI ‘QZ“ o o
L The study was desrgned to mvestxgate the émoqpng predfspos'mons of chrldrcn f' rom
e dxvorce or dlsrupnon and chr]dren T roi;k mtact famrlnes -

.56 chxldren 6- 12 years old enrolled ina summer’schb’ol prﬁranr to-aid chil_dreh, in reading 'l, T
_ar{dmath ; _ PR S bt en i reading R
T 19 from divorced families . . = . . ™

- 8from dnsrupted families. (cqnflict & f ighting)
--_ 29 from intact famllxes '_ : T

70 regular school chrldren 6- 12 years of agy
o .

= .35 f Tom- drvorce famllles
35 from mtact famrhes

Instrumems/Measures Ce T e i S \, ‘
s Chrldren q Emouonal PrOJecuon Instrumem s ‘ »

ES
'.. i . K .

Fmdrng C T e R . _

There was no' evidence to: suggest ;hat children of d@{)rce or dnsrupuon areqrore
hampere;l gmouonally than chrldren from intact famxhes

-~ v



RGN AL

: Expenmental Studier Cognitrve. Affectrve, Behavrornl Effects of Dworce

o Copeland A P (1984) An early look at drvorce Mother chrld mteractrons -in the frrst_:'~"' o

‘ post separatron year Journal of Dzvorce 8.17- 30

" ‘Purpose: R SO S LT ' R
: f The purpose of the study was to determme how observed mteractrons between mothers*'
d- children add to understandmg the d1vorce expenence for chrldren of drf ferent ages and -
vgenders o : o . ‘ s _ ,
: oo LI

-

L _Subject :

. 61 chrldren aged 6 12 years old and thelr mothers partlcrpated in thrs study

- N 31 boys , T ' ,' , S
- 3lgirs: : ' : e e
Mothers were separated 2 12 months from therr spouses o

: Instruments/Measures S '. ARV S i ' >

g Observatronal techmques and v:deotapes o

"'-:1'. : ;Younger chrldren (6 8 year olds) especrally boys have Iess posmve engaged' -

. relationships- wrth their rhotheérs 1mmed1ately following parental separatron but therr
. relationships are 1mproved by the second half of the year. -

| 2. - Older children (9-12" ‘year olds).: “especially boys, “have. more synchronous and posmve :
interactions at the begmnmg than at the end of the post separatron year., s ,
- Boys respond more negatively to divorce than girls. - .

Chrldren s age mfluences therr adJustment o

L ]



'Purpose o AR
. The purpose of the st

y ‘was 10 examme the 1mpact of parental leOI’(‘C ofi ehtldren

__and 1o .unravel the. complex effects of potentxal medlatmg factors such as socnal class sex.?

age; and famxly support systems .

- »Sublect

699 chtldren in grades 1, 3 and 5 f rom: dworced (n 341) and mtact (n 358) f amlhes '

Instruments/Measures

- Hanemann Elementary School Behavxor Ratmg Scale

- Vineland Teacher Questionnaire " - - , oo - N

-Sells and Raff Peer Acceptance '

- »-ARe]ectxon Ratmg , ¢
-.... Loclis of control - B
'Opumxsm pessmusm scale R
-~ Child and parcnt mtervxews A

Cms

- -' _; 1. <Results mdlcated extensxve dlfferences favormg intaCt‘ 'famil’yf‘children which-"pers‘isted-

_when IQ and SES measures were conirolled.

R 2 * ‘Within the dlvorced -family group, boys and older. chxldren had lower socnal and academic

_.Iad Justment stores

~

R Hx &McLoughlm cs. (1983) The:impact or_': S
: Report of the nauon wnde NASP study School L

s



' Experimental Studies Cognitrve, Affective, Behavwral Effects of Dlvorce el
o Hammond J M (1979) Chrldren of drvorce A study of self concept academrc achxevement R
B - and- amtudes The Elementary School Jauma! 80 55-62~ S L R
_ | ‘ .
 Purpose: o
The study was desggned me compare chlldren from drvorced -and mtact famrlles on
-facademrc achrevement self conccpt, and aamtudcs tovmrd“ the famrly
.Sub]ect _ }
165 elementary school chlldun | .
82 from divorced famxlres CL
83 from intact famlhes '
'Instruments/Measures ,
Tt : Ty '.D'
e achlevement in madmg and mat,hemaucs o L
- Walker Problém- Behavior Identification Checkhst e e
: - 'Piers-Harris Cluldren 's-Self'- -Concept Scale” S L
- Attitude Toward Famrly Questionnaire '
n . Hammond Chlldren of Drvorce Questronnalre _
"_"l.." There were no sxgmflcant drfferences in self condept ‘or readmg ‘and mathemaucs,
L achrevement ‘between children of intact and divorced families.
2. Teachers. rated boys from divorced famxlles lugher on actmg out and "drstractrbrlrty
. behaviors than boys, from intact families.
3.  Boys from divorced l‘amlllcs rated their - famrlres as. less happy than boys from intact
- families. .-
* 4. Boys from.divorced. famxlres were’ less sausfned wrth the trme and attenuon they recexvad
- from their mOthers than boys from: intact families. v
-5, 'Children from ‘divorced -families were less satisfied with the ume and anenuon they; S
., received from their fathers than children from intact families. -7 a
.~ 6. Children from divorced -families Tesponded " mo posmvely and rea i uehlly to drvorce
L 'than children from mtact famrhes ' - )



e
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- Experimiental Studies: Cognitive, Aff ective,’ Beh’avié'm "Effeét'sf of Divorce

Hetherington, E. M. (1979b) . Family interactipn ‘and the social, emotional, and cognitive

. development  of " children after. divorce? In T.B. Brazelton & ‘V.C. Vaughan, III
. (Eds:); The family: Setting priorities, (pp. 71-87). New York: Science & Medicine -

- Publishing Co. A
v o N N v ) .t)\ ,’ [
v”’;n‘ "
" Purposes g : R
- ’ . . . PR

4 - y - ) . M ‘\X. .‘ . » x . ‘. »‘.' b'
‘The purpose” of the study was to examine .the [relationship between family interaction,

' .parenting behaviors,-and the emotional, social, and.;‘c_bgtniliVe development of children in the 2

years. following divorce..

Y

Su jects: o - BEER T
- 96 families ‘ o R
- 24 intact with bqys ' '

- 24'intact"with girls D '
- 24'divorced with boys . R =

.~ 24 divorced with girls - -

Instruments/Measures: - The foil_dwing assessments were completed 2 months; 1 .year and 2

years following divorce: - ' . . T A
- .intervie_ws and structured diary records of parents’ ‘ “" : : o
- Wobservations of the parents and their children interacting in the Jaboray ry and athome
- checklist of thildren’s behavior o BERTEEFRN « T
- personality-scales on the parents . - Ay Q‘.
. : e . . ) . Y YT a?" :
 Findings: > ; e . R o
R 4 ‘:7" ) ~ ) “,‘ - o .
1L Pat;egngj'gf family interaction change dramatically-in the 2-year period J] iing divorce
. and the behavigs of- the divorced father becomes less important than - thag ¢ mother -
L in-;athé social personality and cognitive development of their chijld. ) b, O
f JHaghly involved fathers ‘played an extremely important role as a support g pior '1
7 theichildrenand the mother. - - SRR e gk ;
37 €hildren- with well-adjusted,. competent,. responsive .mothers were adapting}§ jn the
" _~home and school 2 years after the divorce. : c : '
: 71 , ') f~.l ' » ‘j\.‘
T it
/



. ‘Hetherington; EM., Cox, M., & Cox, R. (1979).

. S V;i:;.' - / N . o o ‘
. ‘i: . ¥ ,'r-

©Experimewnal Stinies: Coguitive, Affective, Befavioral Effects of Divorce
PR }‘f'.'ollowi'u;d'ivorcc. Journal of Social Issues, 78, :_'493‘_L -

" Purpose:

..

The study was designed to ’examihe%lw:' patterns and sd_éial interac;ipn_é in'the school
setting -of children from- divorced. families ANl a matched group ‘of children in non-divorced .-

- families.

i o ’

Subj_ectS: a

_2'4,rhé'l_¢'-.and 24.fémale'pr¢schbol childrén from m_ivddl.c class, white, divorced families in

which'the mother had custody. of the child and equal number of male and female children

_ of non divorced families..

Instrurhents/Measures: -

observational measures of children's free play and social interaction in the school setting
- ' teacher ratings of the childrén's behavior :
- -peer nomination measures. - i
- -a sociometric measure of popularity -

 Findings:

e

1. Dis’turbe_i_rice”in famvily interaction and ‘-problem behavior in the children. of divorced

families increased over the-first year following divorce and improved markedly over the '
course of: the second year. - N S

2. The adverse effects' were more marked and enduring for boys than girls although the
boys' behavior had also become less disturbed by the end of the second year.

la"-zind,;'soéial',' interaction in children



g : B sy oL R - s PR ¥ . e KA R - >__:7.,.,- .
.Hodges, W.F.’ Wechsler ;R .C., & Ballantire, C. (1979). Divorce and the -preschopol”¢hild:
v “Cumulative stress. Journal of Divorce, 3, 55091.. P P T

Pupose: -~ g
The: purpose of _the stﬁﬁy was 1o s r:n'ne the effects of divorce on p_rc‘schbol ch_ild;cn. -
’. *'Sub]'ec;s:_ . o
. 52 preschool children (average age = 4.4 years old).
- 26 children from intact families '
- 26children from divorced families -
In‘svt.rume'nts/Me'aSufes: | . e
- Observation Checklist j S | S T
- Teacher Checklist ' _ . o .
- Parent Checklst . S T A
‘Findings: N v .7 o : T I T

1. There were relatively few diff. erences between children of divorce and children from intdct
families. - o - '

~ 2. Children. of divorce
intact families whilé. il |

3. Parents rated children'@®divorce as less cooperative. o

- 4. Limited financial resources predicted more negative adjustment for children of divorce.

5. For children of divorce the presence of younger, parents, limited financial resources, and -
geographic instability predicted maladjustment while. these variables were not related to
maladjustment for children from intact families. , : S

6. A single traumatic ¥vent of parents separating early in childhood may be less important
than the quality of life and number of life stressors provided by day to day living.

p£ more - withdrawn in structuréd situations than children from

MStructured situations the reverse was true.

#



Pansh T.S., Dostal 1. W & Parrsh J G (él 81) Evaluati’ons of self and parents as a . o .
S functlon of mtactness of farmly and: fa 1ly happrness Adolescence, 16 203- 210 e

- e
o - e .v:‘,q . . RN -1,‘:, o "‘ ‘_ i - ’. ;4‘, ‘}" J R X . ) RS ‘

The purpose of the study was to look at chrldren s cvaluatlons of themselves and therr ,q;‘ s
parems as. a, functlon of mtaetness of f amlly and f: amrly happlness ' : :

-t

W Subi ec[ | ‘_. -:.:.f -v T - : | L g : ...‘.. .
= 284 chrldren in grade s through 8 7 " e

' lnstrumenls/ easures

y . Personal Atmbute Inventory~for Chlldren

R

F mdmgg

1.. "Regardless of the mtactness of the famxly, happmess wuhm the famrly was found to be
. *.important, regarding children's views of themselves and their parents, '
2. Regardless of the happiness’ 6f*the family, intactness of the family was found to be
- important’ regardmg children's views of themselves and-theit - parents. . :
3. More positive’ evaluations of self and parents were made by:children: happy families® than o
by children from unheppy famxlles and by chxldren f rom intact: famlhes than by chlldren‘
f rom dworced families. - .

B4
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L o . o o IR : . “- .
. Experimental Studies: Cognitive, Affective, Behaviora] Eff_éctS»of 'D.ivo'rce_.

Raschke, H.J., & Raschke, V.J. (1979). Family conflict and children's self -concepts: A

- comparison of intact and single-parent families. Journal of Marriage and the Family, -

3

41, 367-3174. :

.Phrmse :

The 'pufp_OS,é of .the study was to assess the effects of family conflict and family
structure intact, single parent, reconstituted on children's self -concept. Co

Subjects: = ‘
- 289 -chﬂdren in;\gradesb 3,6,and 8.

r ‘

Instruments/Measures: g
- Piers-Harris Children's Sglf-Concept Scalé
- - Questionnaire ' ‘ : :

: c e Lo

Findings:

Family structuré made no difference in children's self -concepts.

1.
2. Children who perceived greater conflict in their families had lower self -concepts.
3. ]

The greater the perceived happiness of their parents, the self concept of children from
" both intact and single-parent families was higher. : : :

o 't

;

a



_.1.‘

Santrock J1. W & Warshak RA: ( 1979) Father custody and socral ¢ evelopment in boys and
' gxrls Joumal of Soczal Issues 35 112 125. : .

. '»..:- - N . ~

/!

A

“Purpose:

The purpose of the study w‘as to determine the effec‘t's’v of father cust‘ody; on chil@n's; :
socml deuzl\opment ' : SRR B RSN N

'.\ .
e .. . R :

- SUbJECLS: g s pet 5

B 60 famxhes w1th chrldren 6-11 years of age (27 }grrls and 33 boys) ’
' ' 20 t’ather custody o o s
;= " 20 mother ‘custody o “ L
E } 20 mtact o ‘

lnstruments/Measures P

e v1deo taped observatmns . o . NS
“interview of children and parents . . ’ B
Adapuve Behav:or Inventory f or- Chtldren br - self report scales ' '

Lo teacher ratmgs ce T . .

o Fmdmg I '

. ,There Were no main effects attnbutable to famuy structure S

" Children’ hvmg with the opposxte sex parent /tvere less well- adJusted than chxldren hvmg

- Wwith the same sex parent, - -

;' There was achigh positive corrélatron between the parent s use of authorltauve parentmg

“and’ ratings.of the social competence of ‘the child.-

40 Contact with- addmonal caretakers™ (e.g., noncustodral parent baby s1tt.ers relatlves

b day-Care centers fnends) was posxuv'ely related to "the chrld 5 warrnth and socral

i ‘.jconformxty P o - e .

B
..

S By

. . . . N E . : . ™
B . N . B . ' *

1



- 'Instruments/Measures

i

“Purpose:

and IQ test scojy of chrldren

"y : 616 from father absent famrf'es

Co 2. Differgnces. attrlbutable to father absence were largely acc0unted for by" socroeconomnc

> 16
Expenmental Studres Cognitive. Affective Behavioral Eﬂ'ects of Divoree

Svanum S., Bnngle R G & McLaughhn JE (1982) Father absence and cognmvc

performance ina large sample of srx to eleven- year old chlldren C‘hild Developmem
53, “136 143, T

The purppse of the stl.dy was to assess the ef f ects of father absence on- achﬂwen’rem/

.
. .

, \ ‘;.
Sub]ect o

- 6109 chrldren from6to 11 years ofage o . .

-* 5493 fromrintact families -

oo . v@z’
S 'Wechsler Inteiligence Scale for Chrldren o o L,
e dee Range Achrevement Test A S o T .

e 1 .Father absence was 1nconsrstently and often weakly related to cogmuvc developmcnl m L

children. -

N ‘S[alus ._"' f
. ! o . . \ . ) \,“ e
% - , . "a_
4 ol i : . :
i . O e
.\ ¥ . l’



o - Toudigt

v _ ) ngle-pa
\ . "Schools, 17, 26472692_ S

. Purpose: S
, _"‘ The fSt'udy ’iexamine'd' “differences’ i the incid
.. children living with both natural parents and those in si

~ Subjecis: -

0s, )., & Lindtelm, B.W. (1980

Lew s

Y B L
" Experimental Studi

es: Co'gn‘itivg,Affective;‘<Bp)iavioral.E_ffec;s of Divorce-- . |
Lindtolr ‘ ). Teachers’ ‘perceptions of "bcjhavi_or:f, prdble'mq" in
children from. .intact, si rent, and stepp.largn.t families. \Ps'ydz\olqu in ‘\the. :

|
1
ot X

. v e e
S .

g |
y R
. - . 1
- . - E 1

ER

lence of behavior -problems- bétWeLn o
ngle-parent and stepparent f amilies. |

o ¥
. " AR ‘ vll,'," : .V -
. -z - 3644 children in kindergarten to”

- . 355 from single-parent families

. 2991 from intact families = - m S :
- 298 from reconstituted families.

Instruments/Measures: -

Findings: - -

1.. Cempared to- childrén from intact homes, those. liv
- - “problems checked ;on all ‘five scales of the checklis
. Socialized Delinquency; those :
- -~ Socialized Delinquency, and those with father and step
- 2. The:effect of: sex, ‘social class, and gra
- single-parent and stepparent families.

o = Qﬁ_é}"sﬁch&ﬁoi‘ Problem Checklist.

L
b

A
N e ‘- - -

e T

¢«
e . N

ing with mother only had. more \ o
t, those with father only, more
ther, more. Conduct Problems and \ :
mothey, more Conduct Problems. . | .
de in school was magnified for .children from.

those with mother and stepfa
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Expenmental Studtes Adjustment of Clnldren to Separation and Dlvorce -?"A-'_' ; ,
- Desimone-Luis, J., 0 Mahoney K., & Hunt D (1979) Chtldren of separauon and dworce
o Factors mfluencmg ad]ustment Journal of Dlvorce 8, 37-42.

‘ * . o ‘. . "‘,: R - e S
* Pur ‘SC" . ;,

: The purpose of the study was to mspect data ona w1de range of demographlc f actors
< relauon to the adJustment of chlldren of dlvorce ,

Sublect ' ' . '
L. smgle parent members of Parents Wxthout Parmers Incorporated
S - 25 of thelr children 7 13 years of age

, ,Instruments/Measures B ;.ﬁ-

Lomsvxlle Behavnor Checkltst

LR

Finding :

1. A dramatlc drop of i tncome followed separauon in” the f amllnes of all devxant chlldrcn
20 The devxant children’ were 6 to 9 years- old ey




' f ;’,_'_-' S Ex'per'in'xentali,Stl;Jdievs.;"A.dj.ustvmglfi_t'of Cluldr n to Separltnonandeorce yg
.. Ellison, ES. (1983). Issues cdnéefning'bafental ha;moxiy ‘and,-:chivldreri';s‘ p_sﬁh&%b&;i?lv
N adjustment.. American Journal of 0.“thop,s‘ychialr,,5373__-’.80; : e

CBumpose; . S |
) The.purpvds&sv’f"of-"'thg s‘tudyl ‘was to clarify ihe concept of ﬁatehtal _hatnibny_.'and-uits |
- relationship to “the psychosocial adjustment of school-aged children from married apd -
. divorced families. . = - R L B

=~ 10 divorced families
- . 10 intact families -

- 20 families with childrens t0 12 years of age

;

... Instruments/Measures
c e -1 i

Pareqt fa_n‘d Child I_vn.te,rvie'ws-'

} 1. There W.a_'s}: a,‘pOSitivé corréla,tibmbétweer'l ; ihe_deg;ee of _pargxzi,i;é?ﬁarm'qny in diyorégd.f Dl =

. - couples and their children's assessment of their own.psychosocial #djustment.. .- e ST

. ‘2. Parental harmony has some predictive sighificance for the g¢ffect of, marital disruption on”~.

o Children. oo T T TR SRR R
3. There were no significant differences between the psychosocial adjustment of children - = -
" ‘from divorced and intact famili_es{ LA : R S

e



Expenmental Studres Adjustment of Chlldrén to Separation and Divorce '.' ~ L |

. :‘

'_Hess R D & Camara K A (1979) Post dxvorce famrly rejatnonshxps as medlatmg f actors :
E i the consequences of: dnvorce for chrldren Journal of Socml Issues 35 80 96. -

' ‘,Purgose ' _ N " ‘ ‘f‘;.. ..
L The purpose of the study was to compare the socral and school behavxor of chlldren o

" from divorced and intact famllres and to’ examine: the effect of relauonshlps among members L

m both famrly types ' N

T ,' b N A e

32 famxhes wrth chrldren 9 11 years of age

S 16 drvorced
S 16 mtact

L ’Instruments/ Measures

/.

‘nt chxld teacher interviews "

. - - school performance records Lo

e teacher Tatings:
- é a behavror che,ck_h_st_

: ':Fmdmg
' - "1'._,‘ ‘The relauonshxp among famrly members appeared 10 be more polem mﬂuences on Chlld
~ . behavior than was marital status. "~ .

et

. 2. . The negative effects of Hivorce were. greatly mmgated when posntive relauonshxps wnh

.. -both parents were maintained. -
+ . 3. -The child's relationship with the non- custodxal parent (father) was as xmportant as thc
C -contmumg relanonshrp thh the mother _

_."_‘.,
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Experlmental Studles AdJllstment of Cluldren to Separatlon and Dlvorce : , e

[

‘ ':fHodges w F & Bloom ‘B.L. ( 1984) ‘Parent 'S report of chlldren s adJustment to mantal

separatron Joumal of Dlvorce 8, 33 50

1

m S |
B The present study addressed the followmg questrons i‘ S }‘_ S

T R there an age of unusual vulnerabthty to leOI‘CC as’ percerved by the parents" o .

.+ Do the ‘sex" differences’ docuniented: m tne lrterature w1th boys havmg greater problems

2

"+ than girls, exist at gll age levels? - i s g

3. Does the subsequent mantal -status of the parents predlct therr ,percepuon of the'\ o
post- separatron ad;pﬁtment of the. child? - c

A

f'to parental drvorce for the development of mterventron programs"
L. ) .- . y

. What-are the’ implications of’ the: relatronshlps of age and sex of thec’hrld to adjélstment

N 07 chlldren (53 boys & 54 gir_ls‘)»'aged 1-18 years old and their parénts (separated 6-18

months‘)

. - e o
E ""ISIns‘truments/Measures | s RPN r _
: Interwew (parent chtldren) o }- i PR I
Chxld Behavror Checkhst 'f‘;", o
,L__Fmdmg = . f{ L _ | - | | |
' ‘. 1 vYounger children were report to -exhxbrt more actrngﬁ out behawor whxle older chrldren o

° showed more depressron P

. Boys. were descrrbed as having more problems than glrls
.-~ Children ' under 7" -demonstrated Stattstrcally significa
3 seaarauon to18 months No time’ effects were observed: for children between age 7-18.

L]

. "q' .

more maladjnsted than chtldren whose parents had dxvorced

oy

t decline in - adJustment frorn.'~ S

. Children’ whose - -parents ‘were_still separated or who- had. remarned by 18 months weré.‘ L



g .{~ “/

: _‘-,Jacobson D. S (1978a) The lmpact of mantal separatton/dworce on chxld
i hostlhty and Chlld adjustment Journal of~Dzvorce 2 3 19

B

, R . I 8
S . ; ,‘»q»_‘_ i R "-v-4‘1 i

Pul_“gos ‘ . . . _ : .
The study v(as deslgned to determme 11’ there 15. an assoc‘latroh betwcen the-.»».
- 'psychosocxaliadjustment of chlldren and the expressnon of mterparent hostlhty that chlldre.

“ex nence . L T

R .- -

o R Lt ty LS Kt N
. L Lt e e e . . S
o ¥ - . d

Sub ect L ,' R A : ..:___ = -j"f o

“:ya. AN

ety « ‘.;__r

30 famxhes mcludmg 51 chxldren rangmg in age from’ 3 to 17 all of whom expenenced a o
mantal separauon in the 12- month penod prtor to the mtervxew ECEERS

. o . "_ L ) "‘ .
- f”Instruments/Measures 1','._~ f SR A

- . . )

: Intervxews with parents and chxldren: Vo
Hosuhty Schedule . - - SR N
Louxsvxlle Behavxor Checkhst KR S P I T

1A'.,-"_ A . ) _-»4 ~_-,s__..u.p,.._.‘

'.' The fmdmgs suggest that an 1mporta‘nt aSpect of“ Chlld adjustment ‘to- the I:fE evcnttot
it parental separauon is thé amount of mterparent hosulity to whlch the cht[dren havc bcen
*exposéd:-

2. iThe 'g’r'c;ate_r thé ﬁmoun't of 'naréntélll_“hgstil.’it?; thegreat::r themaladjuStmentof thcchxl :




. "‘.""'&Lb.lﬂ

S interviews with parents and children

Experimental Studies Adjustment of Cluldren to Separatron and Dlv0rce

- Parent-child commumcauo

:_ Jacobson D S (1978b) .The .i'njpacl:}g of mantal separauon/divorce on chlldren III
from overall study Journal of Dzvorce, 2; 175 194,

R4 U.A
SN
i e

2 "f>_~,

child ad,,mstmem and; regression- anal)'srs fmdmgs;-_; o

The purpose c* the study was to examme,the psychosoc1a1 adJustment of of the chrld '. R

' "'f:j.and the association betwecn Chl]d adJustrnent -and the amount - of preparatxon they had for .
'.mamal separation IR . f\ o . : R
| L

i T.‘:-;‘ - 30 famlhes mcludmg 51 chlldren rangmg m age from’ 3 to 17, all of whom experienced a
marxtal separation in the 12- -month perlod prlor to the study Instruments/Measures

~; parent-child communications study .- - < TR
.+ - . the Louisville Behavior Checklxst S
: chmcal rater form - © .o e 0 L

B l,f The more. attem:on from parents m dealmg wnth the separatxon the better the adJustment.’ '
" - of children. . : A
~.2.. The .more parental encouragement~ of dlscussmn about.,.v
- adjustmient of -children,” - :

0', \l~‘_<'.

L3 Cbllqren 4ho brought problems regardmg the event 0 parents after the sepalranon were '

<7 better-adjusted than thoseé who did not.
..4.. The variable that- accounts for the most Vanance m chrld adjus&nentum the frrst year

,dworce the better the‘ R

o -\after parental ‘separation ‘was the attenﬁon of parents 0. éhrldrer; ii” dealing with - ‘the: -
- separation.. Time. lost with the father §mce parental separ? oanas the second most o

powerful predxctor of chrldhood adJustmem

U TR T : L ' : kN
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Exj)erlmental Studxes Adjustment of Children to Sepiration and Divorce o

Kalter N & Rembar J (1981) The 51gn1f1cance of a chﬂd S.age at the nme of paremal

e B

' Sub]ect

- 144 outpauent chlldren of dworced famlhes '

e

. dxvorce Amencan Journal of Orthopsychtatry, 5, 85-100.

-

» The purpose of the study ‘was - to examine the assocnauon between the ummg of
' parental divorce and it 's 1mpact on the development of chlldren.

76 chlldren 7-11 years of age

-~ 68 children. 12 17 years of age

) Instruments/Measures

- Emouonal Dlsturbance Scale

Presentmg Complamts Checkhst ' o

: Fmdmg _

'm _xial di

- during latency. and
- adolescent: _chlldren R

. :

ssolution earli

# v

“1. No pronounced relanonshp between the ageof’ -Lhe child during the'divorce process 'andb -
. the degree of later emotional disturbance. . R
g: of parental divorce was associated . with. differeni kinds of vulnera}thues —~—

Leg_(age 0-2 172) was- assocnated with separation-related difficulties

divorce dunng the oedlpal phasc showed the grealcst el fecls in .



-

Ex'per_im‘ental "Studieé:,'A.d_justme'nt of Children to Separation and Divorce - :

- Ku{k-a. RA & 'Weingarten, H.. (_19‘79‘)._ The long-term effects’ of “parental diver¥e in
S ,\%lildhco‘d on adult adjustment. Jourr:of Social Issues, 35,5-71.. . o

. - The purpose. of the 'study-was to- investigate potential long-tefm ‘consequences of
-.experiencing a: parental divorce on separation. ‘prior to  age 16 by examining a wvariety of
.. measures of adult adjustment and psychological functioning. S K T

Purgoée :: -

'.Sﬁbjecis: 3

.. = 2,460 survey respondents 21 years of age- ot older contacted in- 1957.
- 2,264 adults contacted in 1976 '

~ Instruments/Measures: - A I - &

 Structured Interview

v ot
-Findin':gs_:" ""':’:‘_ R S :‘.- o C | ‘. L

.71« There “little evidence for the existence of any long-terin-effects of coming froma home
. .~'- broken by parental divorce or separation. . - - ' o - '

‘2.‘/'Rela)t nships between ‘psychological .dist;ess'-and.eéfly exberienccs with parental divorce
~ appear to-haye weakened over the past two decades and coming from a non-intact family

- of gffginf-has at most only a modest effect on adult adjustment,

o S |
_"n .,'. ) . -



c gl

‘ "Expei-iqi_ental Stud'ies_:':Ad'juStment‘ of Childreii"tp ‘Sepir:atibn and l')lvoi_'c’e‘. S

 Kurdek, L.A., Blisk, D., & Siesky, Jr., A.E. (1981). Correlatcs of children’s long-term
o adjustment to their parents' divorce. Developmental,Psychplogy, 17,.565-519. -

Purg‘ ose:

, The purpose of the study was to' assess the nature and. corvr_elates" of adjuStr'nen.t o .
divorce of children whose parents had been separated about 4 years. ' S '

Subjecis: ' '
1+ 58 children 8-17 years of age -
- 24 of these children for a-2 year follow-up _ '
. Instrumeh»_ts{Measﬁres:' o ‘ o -

£ home visits N o L e
- - California Psychological Inventory X oo L e

-+ Adjective Checklist* S

-+ - locusof control - - . o S
o4 - interpersonal reasoning T ‘ S A
‘% -questionnaires - o ‘

§, _parent-rating of children's. behavior
=% divorce adjustment scores o
- - gPersonality Inventory for Children .

Co 1 Theregfl(ere few.divorce-related+problems ‘in éﬁ‘ildrgn«xgri the sample. = AR o
- 2, Over the"®ygar follow-up the children's understariding of and feelings about the divorce
g'rem'ain_ed stable“g. - "-.e e v o IR e -

The child who v?as“ﬁe'lf“a jt divorce-had parents who were not regently separated,
.+ was older, had ifiternal lo€us olgohtrol, and had a high level of interpersonal reascning.
.-4. Children’'s level of divorce "adjustment was related to ‘their more “global personal
<" -adjustment. - ' . o

S

:

e



" Experimental Studies: Adjustment of Children to Sepaation and Divorce

.. between parent and child perspectivés. Journal of Divorce, 4, 85-99. -

 Kurdek, L.A., & Siesky, Jr., A'E. (1980a). Effects of divorce on children: The relationship .

. '{ . . - - 7
: . . . . . T B

' Purpose: ‘

divorce and how children perceive various aspects of divorce, o

: Subjecfs: |

15

‘ ‘ X . : . : . ) '.‘\ . ' v
The purpose of the study was to investigate hb\(parents see thei_r'c'nildreri aff ected by

Lo

.- 71 divorced parents and their 130-children (65 boys and 65 girls) from 50’19 years of
Instruments/Measures: . - T T Q )
parent and child questionnairés < IR .
'Finding.s:'_' T '

‘1. Favorable reactions and adjustments to divorce were. seen. in children who defined

divorced. in terms of ‘psychological separation, shared views of the divorce with friends, e

had relatively positive evaluations of both parents, and saw themselves as having acquired
strengths and responsibility as a restilt of the divorce. S
‘2. Unfavorable reactions and adjustments were related to: children’s ‘commenting on the
extent of parental conflict in the preseparation period, defining divorce in chifd= riented

- lerms, experiencing problems in peer relations, and viewing both parents’ ifi;nkgative
“terms, : e S, S v



.‘((\..v' . T ./“‘.

- . Experiments] Studies: Adjustment of Children to Separation and Divorge

T @

- ™ divorce: Journal of Youth.and Adolescence, 11,115-119.

©* Moore, ‘D..' ‘& Hotch, DF. (1982). Paret-adolescent Separation: The ‘role ‘of patental .

Purpose: ','_ S PO S ¢
S The purpose of the study was 1o examine the effects of parental divorce on :
- parent-adolescent separation.. L N - 20 : :

 Subiects: B

. .85 males and Bzgéméles 18-21 years of age _

I_ns_:truméhts'/Measﬁ-‘r.'es:" o | TR |
L qdestidﬁnaire i_h'gludi'n-g-"Ern‘bt'iénval‘Sebarétion;aha ;P'efsbnal_Controi itehs '
Findings: ¢ S | -

| ‘Pa&;mél divorce/separation iﬁnuencediadolescent home. leaving _f_or. méles which *
indicates that males experience more ddjustment prleems after parental divorce than f emales.

‘o
Y

Py
.

e



Nelsbn
L @ \_'leOI'CC Journai of Dlvorce 4,71-82,

‘e

Instruments/Measures

; .._ . :, ‘:

Negative Feelings Quesuonnaxre B D PR U

iy

B

Flndmg

1.

R Y

o~ + Behavior Problem Checkhst e T

G‘ (1981) Moderators of ﬁomen 5 .and t:hlldren 'S . adJustmen '

'urpose of. tﬁe study was. to determme the strongest moderators ot‘ thc ‘,
n “the" crisis- of ~patental 'divorce and- the psychosocxal adjustmeni oﬂ
then' dependent ggrldrgn' : PRI U

. . B S o
* . R . ~ [ . N kN oSN

Sub ects o \ ST R T e T

RN e ,,"'t

16 glrls and 15 boys 4 14 years of age and thexr separated/dxvorced custodlal mothers . o

M'easures of women 's adJustment : S S ¢~ o
Affect Balance Séale B R
- Social AdJustment Scale = .t R et

Measures of chrldren ngustment . \ :: o . o 3

L self: appralsal Tnventory: . - © L.

Jntemews RN Lorl et e e e

R
[

Relatxonshlp factors w:re the gtrongest moderators of women s and chtldren 8 adjustmentv el

~ following parental divorce. Women who.were somewhat positive about. their_ex-husbands, -

*-as ‘compared to.those ‘who were :either very posmve or not at all posmve ha.cf the best S
_emotiohal adjustment. .

An- amicable settlement between the drvorced partners and the passage of tlme fo .ter
_positive emotlonal adJustment in the children, .~

Divorced women-s ratings of theif - ‘happiness in mamage was’ a stronger moderator of
‘children’s behavioral adjustment than the dworcee 'S current relatxonshtps thh 'henr o

»

ex- husbands s

. 3 . Lo
[ <. . . EAAE '



o “R: 1 (1983)*_
ad}ustment by chﬂdren from mtac it

R ' of the study was to lnvesugate cﬁudren S . 'personal and famrhal
‘ adjustment to determme 1? thls vaned as af unctron of farruhal confrguratxon ard gender

. \566 cmldren (252 females and 314 males) from gra?ies\s through 10 UL

- '- 41 chxldfcn from drvorced smgle pareanamllres B S
: 99 children-from divorced remarried famxhes RO T
426 children from intact famxhes e ;

Instrumentg/Meas/res':_-. e e T
The Personal Attnbute Inventory for Chlldren - e e e
S:aws!lran -Anxiety Inventory for Chxldren L _i; PR C R U AT AR RIEED RN
‘ o Behavnor Ranng Proflle e e - R SR

Imdmg : v’~ )

i There was less posmve ad]ustment among ch:ldren from drvorced famrhes \whether the
remaig \arried or not). e
.- There’ were mrxed fmdmgs regardxng cBmpansons of psychosocral adjustmem between
- single-parent. and. remarried groups’= - L
-3, Males* appeared ‘to"be: favorably affected wnthm Lhc smgle parent conf}gurauon whrle ',
L 'fcmales were mo‘fav Pl adjusled wnthm the reconsumted farmly‘.- LT




" Boys and guls m grades 9 10 11 and 12

-
4

E Fmdmg TR I T

L b 158 chrldrep m broken famrhes

Nye ,l-' (1957) Chxld adyustment in broken and m unha

PPy unbroken homes
e _ Family"l,mng, ]9 356 361 _ ;

unhappy homes dif" fered m terms of ad;ustment

112 chlldre.n in unhappy unbroken- famllles N o R
Igstrumenﬁs/b&sureg e
e Questxonnarre - r U

T T S . ,..
- S RO S

e -

e S T S :'.'l‘- \

e i . . . PR B . L. : e -

: ' e
The purpose of the s@:udy was to determme 1f‘ K hxldren m broken ahd unbroken but

Adolescents in broken homes showed less psych omanc less delmquent ’oehavnor- and_,

betterfadjustment to parents than do chrldren in happy unbroken homes:

2 The two groups did 1ot show diffefences in the areas of adjustment in school, church; o:{

4 adelinquent compatisons,

3 ‘No evidence was found to 'suggesf that there were more ad]ustment problems in famxhes:':f" L

unbroken homes

A "4 D1sumted unhappy homes were related to poor adJustment m parents as well as in.

chrldren e o L
(R T s e ," ) s -
N A L R ' : .
n .' “.‘ w¥

\wrth s,ole parents than those m whxch the parent was remamed or m unhappy'__.'



L Pe MIG, (1982). c&&éﬁm‘ othldrens il 34t
o -“ ',.- ﬂorgg 2539 o R R

'. ) The purpose‘of the stud~y was to examine famxly co ‘,elate,s of chxldren.
w 5 ad;uszment follbwmg dwo;cc g : ‘

. | - 206 d:vorced famxlies and thexr 411 chxldren (210 boys anq 201 gxrls) 2 18

“ \‘.- [

'_"'_.lnstruments/Mqures';: o s " \( (R ETRREE S
: ‘=_'Personal Adjustmént ﬁnd Role Skllls%ﬁale II (c@uldren s, soaal adjustment)

—\

e parental social. adjusunent scale- o
i".- . assessment of parental feelmgs and: general well 3i:e T - L JORR
vimtervxew schedule : ST {}/ e
“The; strongest smgle correlate »ot’ phlldren 'S ad;ustment.‘ was.. the qual‘ty of the:r
~“relationship With the’ oncustodxal parent. ‘v Ui i

 Other: significant cortelates of adju: tment were the- custodxaf p%fot s: ablhty to ma mam
S _.emational and é‘ocial adJustmem the - parent s -age. (du'ectl rrelated) ‘number - of
[T prcvious marriages’ (mvcrsely correlated) the Chlld 'n 'S curxent reactwn to the dworce o

e ”and parentalsausfacnon O T R A S AR P / L




Rose& R (1979) Some crnmal }ssues concemmg*children of dworce .Iountat f.'Divére\e,
. 19 2. T e R o 3

R ‘l'he purpose of the study was to examme the effects of custody and access on 1he
L adjustment of chxldren RN ; oo

o " to the study; - 'y " u
. ‘V"'~' - 25 subjects« ﬁ%atched on sex age occupauo,n or educaudn and rehgnon T e

. 5 ; U
[, . e . g ) ) - (‘ . . . o

' ' - {1 92 subJeets from 9 to 128 years oﬁ age whpﬁ parems dnvorced in the JO yeax penod pnor. . }
-

lnstru "ents/Mea' ures

e .mtemews o T AR B
B Incomplete ,Sentences Blank ’-_._', O I

“Thematic. Apperception Test... B R P A S
- Human Fxgure Drawmg TN e e

U~

v 1,, o No 51gmf1cant dlffCICl’l?ES wereﬁ"qund between mother custody and f’ather cust’ody gr ps

" 7. on any measures of ‘chi d-adjlstment. - - -

R 2 vao;'ce was. percexved as least traumaliic where freedom of access had been predxcted PO
2309 No significant differences in gencral ad;ustment were reVealed m a: companson between
'?"f"_":" <o ‘the sample and control groups. R

4. ' Interparental turbulence emerged as ‘the smgle most sngmfncant factor m relanon to the

adJustment of the saxnple. o [ : Ao T K .
. ‘ o | l”..‘- O : ) ¥ / . . ; : :I
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N

e ® ,’ G Expertmutat Studies' Living in the One-Parent‘ anily

’ nl. . .:’

S Amben M. (1982), Drfféegces in children’s behavror ‘toward custodtal mothe?s and
v T ~cttstodtal fathers Journal af Marriage'and the Family, 44 73 86

o The pumose ofr the study wvas’ 1o detertmne ‘ﬁtﬂf there was a difference between
chtldren 'S behavror'toward theif custodtal mother‘s and custodial fathers T
P IR AR i ) . S .

> B T .'o'.‘
20 cu9todtal mothers R L T
; 5 7 custodial fathers T T e T e

»

Instrﬁments/Measures e T T e e e
interviews - S e e T
observed interacttons SELTN e T e

i Fmdmgg FREET LI e R U

1. Custodtal fa.thers reported better chrld behavrors than cusi}odtal mothers -\' e
_2 The children of .custodial fathers verbalized their appre&ratton f~or thetr custodtal parent
3

R
[

“ mare frequently than childrén of custodial- mothers =
v.’Behavror ‘of - children in tow.SES mothér headed f.}uhes was moqe dlﬁ'lcult than that of
" ‘high"SES mother-headed. families. - : t :
, 4 Sattsfactron with the experi oeof. puennngwaweaeﬂ for custodral fathers— moderate r
for htgher - SES eustodtal others and lowest f0r IOWer - SES dustodtal mothers v

L t. . . LA .
Y SR B 0 PRV B

o~

*
’

@ T
[}



{.;

O R L e I S T o
oo s o Lo BRI St AR P, \ c d . T
. N - - i Lz B e . . e N » . ST e T B 3 o """ T N

E‘.wperimental Studios Livlng in the One-Parent Famlly -

BeallsE W (1979) Clnldren .of dxvoae A famlly systems perSpecttve Jow«’ f Soclal
i lssues 3, 140- 154 K3

F;Fmd ings:/ -

e ,__.part:cula;{arwuits ‘siggest that' the family's ow,

.

"I'he purpose of the stugy Was to- report on. marnage and d:vorce as processes through e
~famrly members are estabhshed and resolved I

chmcal mtervnews G e \ e IR O

school reports. .
psychxatnc evaluntxons

3 _u-v .

.:1' .

and lrttle nge and ta.ke o

J ) - '.".‘v."

LS S

emotional equilibrium ;s ,‘gmftcantlys _;-': ‘

T ,gcontnbutes to the functxomng o; chtldren and pa} en!s during and followmg the dlvorce ’j‘;
"'»PYOCéSS BREE

. Families- wnth EY mrld degree of child focus contamed the stress between parents S

. 'Famrlxes with -a .severe’ degree of  ¢hild focus: tum stress on the chxld(ren) and chnldren

adapted POOﬂY, as-a result, These farmhe! were charactenzed by a hlgh level of connxct -~‘

'By focusmg on’ the oncepts of emotlonal atta?nment in" general and chﬂd focus in

£



,.»»'.

v childrcn of dnvorce Marttal dtsrupnon and parental contact Amencaq ,Sociological
Revlew 48 656 668. R

j “1:

X . Do Cow

N study was dwgned to examine the mcxdence of mantal drsruptron in chﬂdren s lrves
S thc type 0f living- arrarngements children: expcnence followmg a drsruptron and the amount o,f
G contact chrldren mamtam wrth the outsrde parent :

4.wr") S

RN r P

Subj

e R B
. DI

e

2279 chrrdrea 7 11 yej;s old m 1747 households and school mformatlon on 1682 chxldren ,ﬁ' .

<

Nt

Instruments/Measurcs ‘\ ““ o BTN

parent and chnld mtervnews
‘ _ -FlLdmg- .’ _4 — - _. ‘ f . ' . a . B |

flil.":]-' There 1s a pronounced «rrse in. the rates of‘ marttal drsruptron for more recent cohorts and

= - (approximately 394 by age 15).

year

3 F’“Iuent* contact wrth the outsxdc parent occurred in 16% of tlte dtsrupted farmlres. N

v 4. Only 3% of tlie fespondents had a joint custody arrangement. -

. contact aen the outsrdc parent and the chnd

Can T e

Fumtcnberg, Jr F F Nord, fo Ww., Pcterson\.J L & Zrlf N (1983) Thc hfe courSe of

. L . .. ; | . . . 0 _‘

- the nsk cof dtsruptlon nemams consrderable for chxldren in . early adolescencé-:_ LE

- ";2 . The. maJont)’ of the\ chxldren had no- dtrect contact thh therr outsrde parent m the past.} L

5. . Provision of. child: support, residential propinquity of the outsrde parent, and length of S "
“time since scparation ‘were the -most important. factors in accountmg for ‘the amount of o



S ';Exbgmi,:eht‘at‘smiq;:mi_iug in nie q,;p;rett' ramny'- Sl
Guidnbaldt J & Perry. J D (1984) Dtvorce soc:oeconomtc s'tatus and childrcn "
DT cogmtrve-socral competence at school entry American Journal of Orthopsychlarry
n “ o '54.459 468 o T _

. v

The purpose of the present study was 10. examme the predxctlve sngmf 1cance of
_dxvorcedeversus intact famtly status of kmdergarten ‘children and to assess the amount of
o predtcted vanance that is mdependent of a composrte SES factor :

WL
.-._‘ .

- 16.5 chxldren m kmdergarten N

3 smgle parent famtly j P B , D T
89 mtact t‘amtly . el

.?’ . 'v--‘f E fPeabody Plcture Vocabulary Test
- = . ;Draw-A-Person

ide Range Achievement Test .~ .~~~ e g e
Metropolitan Readmess Test . S ; ST e S
“Academic Ratmg '
‘Sells and Roff Scale of Peer Status PTIPEEA L PR SERE
. "‘Kohn Social Co;npetenceScale B oSl S e
UiVmelandSocmlMatuntyScale I PRI S
-Findings.: B T I SR
1.. Children from dtvorced famrly homes enter school with srgmftcantly less soctal and
“academic competence than those from intact families, v r S
2. - Single- parent status resulting from divorce predicts poor acadenuc and soctal school entryr»-
. competence in addition to and independent of SES. R
3. Both single-parent status and gES have been' shown to: be more powerful and consnstent, -
" predictors  of competence tha
: vanables L

K

“Bender Visual-Motor Gestalt Test "_ L B T T T,

other farmly background and mfant heulth develmmcnt’_



s

' : S: ‘The results’ suggest that parental separation or: dworce ma,y n r;.egpssanl‘

'. mtervenmg vartables in medtatmg the effects of\ marltal drsruptxon

‘ .‘Sublect _’ P SRR
U .
o ’” 150 fourth Sfade chtldren

! ,Instruments/Measures

- .',-v'f:-_,productrve o ,
* .3, Children in- never dxsrupted f'

Eipqrimental Studies Living in the Ohe-Pat‘ent Famrly -

Kmard E. M & Remherz H (1986) Effects of marxtal' dxsruptron on cln]dren s school‘ e
. aptitude and achlevernent Journal of Marriage and lhe Fanuly, 48 285 293 e

The study Was desxgned to provxde an. opportumty 0 assess tho effects of mantal
dtsruptxon on children's - academic “performance and to clarrfy ‘the’ role of 1mportant/

- 33 early—rhsrupted from one- Parent famnhes S D

.4 =30 recently disrupted from one- parent\famllies R TN N R L K

87 from two- parent farmhes L T e TN

parent quesuonnaxres ol e T e

. teacher-questionnaires - 7 - e
Presc 1 Screening System (cognmve sknlls) '

Cahforma Achievement Test R R T o \lM

..\

: '1-.»'.:Chtldren in recently dtsrupted farmhes (durmg early school years) had more” problems in .
. -certain’,areas of school performance than children in early dxsrupted families - (before. L
<+ . enteting sc‘hooD ang children in never disrupted families. .

LT e Chidren -in’ Tecently disrupted families ‘had " the lowest scores ‘on: ‘Ianguage and. totaI ’

v---r

““achievement inv Grade 4 and were percerved by thll‘d grade ;eachers, as bemg the least._ :

ies had the nghest scores and were rated the most"\

- productive..

R 4. - Scores fof: chtldren in the eat 'y dtsrupted famxhes felt b@tween the other two groups and

were generally not significantly different- from -either,

- _negative consequences

~.Short Fornf test of Academic Aptrtude e BT R -




' Experimental Studies: 'Livint in the One-Pareut Family ‘ RN

)

L R
a h e

Kurdek L A & Sresby Jr A E (1980b)-. Sex role self concepts of smgle drvorced parents .~
: and theu' chlld):en .Ioumal of. rce, 3 249- 261 — ‘

S The purpose of the study was to explore'nhe sex- role self concepts of smgle dxvorced
- custodral parents and therr chr[dren PG ks

- / T~

' 74 d;vormd patents,(GO mothers and 14 fathers) I B S
9“2 chxldren (43 boys and-49 grrls) from 10 14 years of age R

' Instrumems/Measures

S BEM Sex Role Inventory oy
"'_,' RS Chnld Sex Role Inventoi'y : S L

. ”.V_.‘ wo ‘ N .* - , ‘ " . B

1 Both custodral momers and fathers evrdenced hrgh levels of androgyny (hrgh masoullmly
- hrgh femininity ‘w,hen contrasted wnh ‘publishéd norms; R _ \

2-. _Patent and child seX role self - ~concepts were not directly, elated to’ each other . R
- Children were classrfled -as. “mostly " either: andrbgynous or. undifferentiated (low .
masculinity "~ low. fernmmrty) -with. boys bexng morg:. androgynous and gxrls were

. < undifferentiated when ‘contrasted with avarlable norms, _

4,rf Both. ‘boys -and girls - w{isrgmﬁcantly more androgynous than a matched sample of
- chxldren whose parents e not divorced e e :

: ! B RN
"“' - Al O Lo
N \ - B Cow




R _,‘_. :

et Expeg;ngntal Studiee' Living in-the One-Parent Famqy*fif‘ SR

»‘v -

oL '~.. ,‘.’ S .

»RoyC M:, '& Fuqua ‘DR: (1983) Soc:al support systems and academrc performance of
T smgle parent students The School Counselor 30, 183 193 o

-~

~ R ‘ ‘ > SRR
) / " The purpose of the study was to. determme 1f surgle parer;t farmltes of hxgh achtevmg o

Ay students had greater soctal support than smgle parent famdy of low achlevmg dhﬂdren

‘ S b ect o -. , s . :: R f','-_‘: ‘»t‘,-‘ v \
10 m\e and 12 female chtldren 7 18 years of age lrvxng m a smgle-parent farm.ly . \ 3

Instrumcnts/Measures

reports card grades T T S A N

SR - .

D AR adequate soctal support system may medxate the negatwe effects‘of smgle-.parent '
f armly status on chnldren ) acadeirmc performancr N T

- . - S “ \
. . wlt
. : ‘ B S o . \\' Y
. N \'.~ . ..\\ - )
- - ) LT T N

. .\\.? .
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S Experimeqtal.Stu.(!ios:._LiVing‘,in the On¢-Parént Family

v -

FET

~Schlesinger, B[ (1982)." Childfen's - viewpoints of living in a.one:parg t.family.. Journal of

2 I

PR
X . : KT
S S ot H

L4 The purfe of the. study was' to_determine, childfen's rviewpoints ‘on living in &. =~ -
* Oue-parent family. o .ot oLd P T e

- | Tl e e et
Subjects: .0 . T T L T oI S

f e 40 children 1i¥ing in one-parent families 12:18 years:old = "

« LT

) : Iﬂstrumenté/MeésﬁreéE

e

Lal . B ' L . B . . . . FECHEE . . ) L *',.-, | . : o
":-Fin‘dings:-.,‘»,":‘ e ' R ). - "' : B e o

1. Chitdren of one-parent familiés were qiiite resilient and showed many strengths. = - -

-~ ¢ 2. These children were saying to parents that ‘they have feelings; that they know .what is-

- F going on, and that they want tbfbe‘tol_d‘aboﬁt the details of the separation. .- LIS
.-~3. The separation seems t6 affect children but over timé the hurt appears to lessen and-they .
.. seemhto live a normal family life w'ith;o'ne parént at home. . S S

-

) v o I ) ’ ’ ’ N 4..--.-"‘.':4 . i
N k4 ' . T .
BTN . . : ro. R e R co



,.Wetss \R S '979) Growmg up a httle faster The experience of groWrng up ina : R

. { The purpose-o) the study was to determme the consequences for chlldrenmf hvmg m a’ ,
' mgle parent household R S

"Sublect \ .

;Ex,_pan@.eami stﬁaia;s: '-m&"ing ;.nn;ne" Ofileizafen_tramu,« B

single‘parent household Journal of Socral Issues 35 97 111

Tiee . / R Tre . ; . - . '

200" smgle parents

(VR

- . martiéd couples o e e
-~ . children ranging in age form srx to young adult f rom enty families @

..1
2.

3 twenty aﬂolescent chrldren

interviews

Chlldren hvmg in s“ingle parent famlhes shared managenal responsnbnllty thh the parent
Consequences for chrldren growmg up in‘a smgle parent famrly may be a t’ostermg of -
.early maturrty R T . Y &

—

/_.



: ‘Ex_per_imental -Stu‘dios;-' Liﬁnﬁ in,.th_e_-One-vParentf-vFamily\ - e

, "vZakanya S.B. (1982) Another look at the chddren of drvorce Summary report of the school 3
o «needs of one- parent chrldren Prmctpal 62 34 37 . _ ."

g

Pum se_ d |
| The study was desrgned 10 compare the school performance or chxldren f r0m one and-"

R ._.twoparenthouseholds S T R S e S IR P

| s 18 000ch11dren from one and two parent famrlres -

Instruments/Measures :
; > s

e School Records
Frndrng

o l-. Two parent chrldren recerved hrgher grades than one parent chtldr’en

» Children-from one. parent. households drsplayed a hrghcr frequency of absenteersm than"
’hlldren from ohe parent households. ‘ ‘

e 3,ﬂ A hlgher famrly mcome was stroﬁgly correlated ‘with the number of parents m the home



Pum _se: 6 \

.-.i

Abar‘banel,\\A (1979) Shared parentmg after separatxon and drvoroe A study of Jomt
; oust y American Joumal of Orthopsychlatry, 49 320 329 _

(K
\

The purpoee of the study was to examme the rmpact on chrldren of hvmg m a Jomt

custody situagiem. o oen Do S

o 4f’amxhes-—-8parental homes wrth chrldren4to 12 years of age “ ) o - - L

Sub] ¥ T RIPEE S

Instruments/Measures '; DR L G S

mtervncws . AR S

_wNn—"

* Cbildren: appeared well adJusted wnth no.severe behavroral problems
. Joint custody was working effectively in the four families in the study.-
. Fob{ f actors contributed 10- thé succe%s of Jomt CLIStOdy arrangements

Comm;tment to the arrangemeht ‘,v_’ P st ASE

i b _parenis’ mutual support, . A »J T A

e ‘.'d_. agreement on the implicit rules bf the syStem { AR o e R
4 \ Lo

- 4 Jomt custody of fers advaxtages and drsadvamages tn} all famrly members

a

R

“ flexible sharing of responsnbrhty and

[

‘ T i » - - - - S « R L o
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T-Insttuments/ easures: e e T

X

L Earimental Studios:'E‘f,fee& 6: Jou/ Custody Arnngements* CEm T R
3 A K . AT A : v R
PR S =

Bowman ‘M. E & Ahrons C R. (1985) Impact of legal custody status on fathers parentmg
postdrvorce Journal of Mamage and the Family, 47, .481 488 _ .

L _ . .'.,L\. R L ‘_ﬁm!‘:.

o

The:purpose of the study was 1o’ comp e parentmg one year af ter dnvorce ot‘ 28
Jomt custodial fathers -with. 54 noncustodial fa ers Specifically, -the study was: deslgned o’
determme if joint .custody. fathers. spend more time and-are more uwolved with: their childfen -

. than “are noncu;todnal fathers and tf they also have more mteeacuon with. theii‘a former SR
: Sublect v
AN . . ”l,
54 motl'\ )y custody cases _
- 28 Jomt custody cases - -

) T LT e

Three mdlcators of fathers mvolvement o Lif-‘j'r
% N co e e

N Phys:calcontact ST IR B ‘
" Parental Involvement Scale (actrvmes wnth the chlldren) R R A

. \\ Coparental Interactton-Scale (shared respons:bnhty and ,decxswn makmg) %g RTINS

-

~' . \ ey o . ,:.-;;:
R '1 N &nt custody fathers had more contact w1th thetr ,phrldren and mvolved in parentmg o

divorce than wére the: noncustodral fathers. . s
2 Jomt custody fathers . reported greater sharing of parental responsxbxlxties thh thetr .
- former wives than did noncustodail fathers,  --
3. ‘Modérate levels: of mterparental confhct dld not appear 10 senously restnct father chnld
o tnteracuon SR . : T - - LA

o S



Luepmtz, DA (1982) Chtld Custody A stud,y of fanultes a/ler dtvorce Toronto D C
.:; P Heath and Company o N e
PR f"'" : a BRI ST 2 L WA
L I S\ e

: The purpose of the study was to compare varlous custody arrangements to answer the' L
follqwmg questxons. SR o . P S

. Is there any eytdenoe that would support a legal presumptnon for custody in, the mother" e
. -What are the advantages and drsadvantages ‘of matema] paternal and Jomt custody from S

- both,adult's and children's point of view? . - | i
w3 How Yo families in the: three custody types resmtcture thetr dally hves or what con’tutes'
N succes ful copmg after dlvorce"

R e

Sublect ST TR S L PR SO
L '16 custodtalm ers' L Sl
"+ 16 custodial faths TR EE L
.+ < 18,parents with- j& teustody . e . .
- © 91 children ‘drder. t&quahfy for the study thé followmg had to apply S e
"+ ~1.the Yamily had at leg;t one child dnder 16, % . L Lot
~ 2.the cus'tthal spousethad not remarried, and ) L ( S '
, 3.the f mal separation ochrred at least two years pnpr{th the xntervrew'

o )nstruments/Mea‘Sure‘s \ R _ \2 ‘. R :
- Piers-Harris Self- Concept Test for Chrldren AL ‘\3\. A
- - .- Parental Rating of Child Behavrors S SN e

.- TAT task (family oas to make up\storxes about’ cards) NG
) Rank-Stress Seafe .~ ..~ - - \; T Y
2 Intervxew N . R S e .
Fmdmg e R o

1. The self concept ‘of cl»ldren in - matern\al patemal and jomt custody; were' not
- significantly- different from each other. = o
‘Children's 'self -concept scores ‘were significa tly lower m famnhes that had sustamed hlgh‘ S
" - conflict after divorce — regardless of -custody type. : S
30 Parenis' ratings of their children were independent of custody type. ’ '
SRR ‘There werb no dlfferences in emouonal atmospheres of families h ed. by men and by
-, women., .. - o .
- 5. There were no dif ferences in the levels of spouse confhct t}y custody type T .
- .+ 6.. "There "were no drfferences m chrldhood adJustfhent \among the three custody o

LN

\ rrangements. - - ° s , .
(7. ~Parental- confhct predlcted poorer adjustment of chrldren ks R - N
8. Restructurmg of the famtly af ter dworce requxred the followmg ‘ -

N parents adapted cross gender skxlls . ST ¥
L b. children. were given mare responsnbtlrty around the house and mors decrsxon makmg

powerwnthrnthefamrly, IR ST .. ~ Ny

L C -8



S ‘ : Y,. S, relationslups Wlth the qutsnde word was expanded to mclude neighbors
ucim ch fnends Bxg Brdthers. and therap:sts_ S .

e

- ..".

9__ Joxnt‘{custody had more advantages and fewer dlsadvantagés than elther matemal or

patermal custody. T - R




" Parpo se: B T P SRR
R - . . . . : ST D s . N L . . “ P

S The purpose of the study was to explore the parental satrsfacttons and drssausfactrons ,

wrth Jomt custody of therr children. L B R

- '. 30 pa nts (14 men and 16 women) wrth Jomt custody of rherr chrldren »‘ 9

25 chrldren ( 12 boys and 13 grrls) between the ages of 6 and 18 years old '
'lnstruments/Measures , - R RS R
’”“mtervrews _ RET R ., L o Lo e

1.' The tiollowmg were problems wrth Jth custody N : " v

Coau ,->d1ff lculttes wrth transmons logrstrcal problems -and: the stress of chrldren 'mov_.ingk'_-;' ]
..+t . back.and forth in; adJustmg to two envrronment T R U T
b, "vdealmg with ex- spouSes e e St

£ financial stram. ST \> N ‘— S e
d. . geography R ST L

2 Jomt custody be ltted chrldrén in that they l?ad better access to both parents
3 Parents generally elt that the arrangement was a posmve one.. ..' :



Stemman S. (1981) The expenence of childrén’ in ajomt custody‘arrangement A report of a . R

: jomt custody upon cmldren and theu parents

- Experhnental Studies Effects of Joint Ctmtody Arrangements

e .J.

study Amer:can Journal of Orzhopsychlatry, 5 1, 403 414,

,‘L . " . ‘A. ‘ '. ’v‘ o N . .\-'

kY

7 ) :
The purpose of the study was to exam\lne the ﬁsychologtcal expenence and 1mpact of

N

" ~ .

24 famxhes wnth 32 chxldren (17 gxrls and 15 boys) from 4-15. years old whosc parents o

have Jomt custody T . o _ .

Instruments/Measures . _\. T D e D SV PR S b

%S '. i

" parent mtervrews d; L
child interviews. . : el

" Family. Drawing’ (prOJectlve) . oy o v Y
Coopersrhxth Self Esteem Inventory LT R

{-.1 ‘ Parents th chose Jomt custody' found the arrangement sansfactory despne some' o
R .-;:dxffxcultles., ‘they. felt it to- be congruent wnth tynr value system.- hfe style and R
. .relationship with’ théir children. ’ PR
v "Children. vajued thé Jomt custody arrdngement becattse 1t gave them access to both SRR
o parents. ¥ . - T
3. In general, chrldren dld not: hke‘ “the xnconvemence of gomg back and t'orth between two
" homes and about 1/3 of the children felt, overburdened by the demands and requxrcr;;ents. :
i . of maintaining a'strong presence in two homes. . . »g
‘4. The tost, crucial ‘and beneficial components of joint custody for t#e children lte in-the
L '_'-attttudes‘3 Values and behavror -of thelr parents ‘ ‘

Al
LA

1 R . R - e ) 1y .
[N \_' ) EER . . - . |

O ST S e

S U el e
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UL Jomt custody arrapgadie

3 _." Experimental Studies"Effécts of Joint Custody Arrangements DI

Watson M A (1981)t Custody alternatwes Defmmg the best mterests of the chxldren i
Famlly Relattans ‘30, 474 479 S o ‘

IREEER )

v.',)_' o
'\

RN The purpose of ‘the study was to examme the 1mpact o custody an‘angements on '
children and thetr famxlres SR RN oo L B

- 11 adults who have Jomt custody anangements for therr chnld'i‘en wrth thexr prevrous
6 adult males who have. sole custody of thetr children R P T 4- EARE
+3 children of the above parents ages 8,9, and’ 10 years who. have been hvmg in a vanety

- f. of custody arrangements for an average of 3.6. years : R R -

. .f:' S

e @

Instruments/Measures /
mtervxews S ' el T e
T.V*.__&Fmdm N T U AR SPE E

‘ s
RN

chfld care was’ shared f athers as well as mothers tended o' .
" feel a primary commmiiiletb-their children. © - R
.Children- asserted- best .interests . were Served when they could spend R
- approximately equatpt i" =¢ of time with each parent. .
. Onepredictor ‘of succds 5 1 alternative custpdral arrangements may be the pre- drvorce DI
1nvolvement of the pare ts and chxldren and Jin parttcular the mvolvement of the. father o

S '.’~:»w1th the chrldren




° Expenmental Studies* {iving in tlte Remarried Famlly \

’

“step other and stepfather famrl:es A multrrnethod study Family Relatlons 33
465 4 Ll ) . :

’

The purpose of the study was o descnbe the characterrstrcs of stepparent stepchrld
kelatxonshrps in stepmother and stepfather famtltes .

" §ub1’ects i_-.,61-'5. 'st_emetherﬁand"lG stepﬁathei‘ »faj'r'hilies and"thetr childrerf 9- ‘1:2,'ye'ar's of age

Chngempeel f;’W G Brand E ‘& Ievnli R (1984')’/Stepi:arent stepchtld relatnonshtps m

Instruments/Measures" St _‘,'A‘.- -
. ' - A
SR Socra[ ographtband Mantal Hrstory Quest:onnatre R
+ =" Child Report-of Stepparerit Behavior Inventory " *
. Parent and Stepparent Report of Child "Behavior toward the Stepparent Inventory
_:?’-4 Behavroral‘Observauons Famxly Problem Solvmg, System e
Fmdmgs o '\.‘f"t‘\f_;h_;' ,_i I R \ SRR
\\' 1.. Stepparent stepdaughter relattonshtps in’ both stepmother and stepfather t‘amtlnes were
\ - more. problematic than stepparent- stepson relatronshtps : .
L}wer scores on Lave and higher scores'. on- Detachment dxmensnons were found f or ,
arent-stepdaughter relatlonshtps ' : '
3. "'Grrl itted‘a_lower proportion of posmve verbal and a’ hrgher proportton of negatnve
* prdblem” solvmg behavior toward their stepparents than did boys. :
Stepparents drd not dxffer m thetr responses to boys and gtrls on any. of the behavnoral
) measures A o S T



e t_ Experimental Studles. Living in the Remarried Family

;'ij»Coleman M.. & Ganong. L. H (1984) Effect of family structure on %nrily.'at_titudes and g
expectattons Famlly Belations, 33,425-432. i e

P ) A S

ﬂl_rngx e R
Thefpurpose of the present study was to examme the effects of famrly structure and
'§am11y mtegratron on chrldren ] atutudes towards marnage marrlage roles and dxvoroe

;f'_' -531 male and 660 f emale hrgh school and college students 15- 22 years of age

- 867 students in ifitact. families .. = R i _

- 91 students in $tepfather families . R KRR TR
35 students in stepmother families . ... . . o U
* 170 students in- mother only families. - SN :

'._v'.-'28 students in f ather only famrlres

‘ i
'T,",*.:-’ L‘_72 item questnonnarre mcludmg RS oA ‘;:.

Attltude Toward Mamage Seale -

- ‘Marriage Role Expectatrons Scale o R
. Divorce Opinionaire = - T 1
~ Orientation to Parent Scales Pl ‘

L _»Clnldren from famrly structures wrth lugh famrly mtegratron scores had more posmve' -
" - attitudes towards ‘marriage ‘than those .who perceived themselves as moderately close or ‘
- distant: from parents. but attxtudes toward dtvoroe Were not affected by levels of - famxly .' '
. 7. integration; .

-2 Subjects from. Stngle parent and stepfamtly households lxvmg thh thelr mothers were
. most. favorable toward divorte and those from intact households: were the. least favorable’
3. Stepchildren do not diff from persons raised in other famrly Structures I L
4. Stepchrldren are not adv ly affected by parental remamage e e T

B

N ’ E BN




’;‘_’,\ . .'v_‘l - ) . ';A‘v RN 3 | s s \ : 201 .l
expgausenan, "s'tuats:aLiving-'ih,the' kéhihr_riedjrfimnyf‘ EERTRS IR

[

ijub_)ect - . R ""\.., t \_
- 87 mother stepfather households S o R YRt .
so128 of thetr adolescent chlldren (63 gtrlS\65 boys) S L R

-.'Instruments/Measures S e

F mdmos,

Cxosbre Bumett M (1984) The centrahty of the. step relauonsmp -’A challenge to family.
therapy and practtce Fainlly Relmwns 33 459 463_ It st .

e ,~Pume: E Lo L ‘ Cn TN ’

The purpose of .the*'sf’qd? 'was 'to ‘assess the relauve 1mportance \}L the mantaL L

relatronshtp versus ‘the steﬁg@fnuonshtp (stepfather stepchtld) to overall happmess thh the e
.famlly L L , Lo

P
R

@ S e et
: quesuonnau’e . ' V. : . .

- .. overall happmess wnth the famtly S e ““%

- .= * marital happiness =~ .- ' o ' ’& -
Lo ﬂestabhshment of a mutually suttable relauonshxp between the st_epfather and stepchrldren a

- perceived furturance between the stepfather and stepchnldren * ‘ .
- comfort mth stepgather drscrplme AR AR o o

. R S - .-
N . . .. RN . .. L L Wt
Y . - T _\

44l . .

‘The establrshment %f mutually surtable relauonshlp between a stepfather and h:s '

"_ _,-«tepchrldren had: a’ greater effee\) on famﬂy happmess than. dld the  quality of ‘the mantal
S rel‘atronshrp ' o "

¢
o
P




: lnstrumems/Measures
Instruments/ Measifes!

e - Experimental Studies. l’fﬁvmg in the Remamed Family SRR Sl
. ‘ ) ) \ :,- o "v . . . .

'j‘l-lalperm S M. (1983) Drffere“ﬁces g stepchxldren 8 peroeptmns of- thenr stepfathers and

natural f'athers ImphCatlohs for famrly therapy Jaumal of Dlvorce 7,19- 30

-\' .-

' The purposeo of the swdy was to compare stepchrldren ] perceptrons of therr ‘

stepfathers stepchildren's . percepuons of therr naturai fathers and -a control ,,group s

percepuons of: thel'? natural fa&hers e s Lo .
' .Sub]ect. ’ 5

C- 140 chrldren from 10 to 12 years old

70 children from mtact famllres L : o
70 chnldren from stepfamrhea N

oy

Adjecuve Checklist (Ward) N | ¢

g - S e
. » : % "M o L

1. Stepchrldren dld not drsplay more negauve percepuons of therr stepfathers as compared to
~, -their natural fathers. . - g f
Stepcl%ldren percexved both. the:r stepfathers a
more

therr natural fathers less posmvely and
egauvely than the control chrldren percewed th rr n tural fathers '




]

ne ': Experiméq;ai Studies: Living'in the Remarried Family

' Lutz, P, (1983) "Tlicl_is‘.pepfamily: An ;_clolesc,'eti't.n‘pexfgpec,tm,. Family Rélﬁtnnk. 52 356-375. ‘

<\ ‘ L o ) v i .- .V D
\gu$ose-' R R R S

The purpose of the study was to mvestxga;e adolescent;peréqbiions of stressful. and

' non stres§£ul aspects of stepfamlly hvmg

-~
A

. ] ) /‘ .v ‘y._'&‘: . s ‘. . . A - :':," . L ., . . :\ | \
. RN - . 4 : . .
. Subject : -

i 103 Ch’ldm“ (59 Slﬂs( 44 bOYS) from 12- 18 years old lxvmg in stepfamxlxes - N } .,‘ '

Instruments/Measures , S ",

S Stress Quesnonnaxre o S

o 1. Tssues penammg to dxvxded loyalty and dlscxglme were percelveq 16 be stressf‘ ul by the

greatest number of ‘adolescents, -

2. Isfues pertairiing to sofﬁfﬁhudes .and being @ mernber'vf two households were perceived
0.be stressful by the least number of adolescents. o .

J .



Purm | R IR

mj_ R

¢

E F d

_ 1 Steppafent famnlres were fi ound to.function. Iess well as natural parent famxhes ,
2 tepchi]dr@ understog thelr stepfathers Iess than natural c’hxldren understood the;r

.

Experimental Studfes. :

Linng in the Remarried Family

stepfather famrly systems Fanuly Relauons 18 175 183

e - o

The purpose of the study was - to

natural father and stepfather fam:hes

- 40 natural and stepfather famnhes'

- chxldren 12-15 years old

ot

Instruments/Measures

The Famtly Concept Q sort . :
' Semantic Differential . = . -

Demographxc Questionnaire - .
Interactton reactton Q,testronnaire

fathers.,

-,‘.:

. ‘“l. - 4 v..

.Pcrkm_s T, F & Kahan 1. P (1979) An empmcal companson of natural father and :

Stepfathers xsﬁted thexr stepcl'uldren as less good than natural f athers rated thexr chxldren



- “,3’

[

76

Also, marital conflict was more mtense ‘between the parents of mtact family -boys.

- gitls in’ dworced families.’

" There: was$ a trend’ for boys in- 'stepfather famllxes (o be more maturc than chxldren m*l

dxvorced fai lies:.

behavxor of chtldren is. not necessarily less competent m stepfather andv

dtvorced families than in intact’ farmhes
Parentmg behavxor .the 'sex ‘of the. child, and marttal cont‘ltct in. any type of famﬂy
structure were 1mpltcated as possnble explanatlons of the Chlld s socral behav:or y

W
g e s
o ' . Expenmental Studm Living in the Remarried Famlly . . S
".Santrock 1.W., Waishak, R, Lmdbergh c. X & Miadows, L, (1982). Children’s and. parent B
oy observed soc1al behavior in stepfather fannhes Chlld Developmenr 53 472 480
~ Pur ‘lse';'u = e T _ |
.* .The purposé of the study was o examine thc effects of remamage on ‘the‘-‘,pa_rent.:'s;' .
and the chlldren $ _f,behawor R Loe R LT
:v 'Svl'xbjECtv co T e Lo o '. SR R S
A D . . : L e L . _ .
36 chtldren frofm 6- ll years of a,ge and therr parents . RN L
g chrldren inintact families ‘r\ Ll I A
' 12 children in' divorce famrhes N CR B
o 12 chrIdren m rem ed familigs e I
_InStruments/Measures' e TR R L T e
- v1deo-taped observattons of parent chtld mteracuon @s. | v
- '_Fmdgpg B 5‘:‘z>'_ o L ) ' o _.: -

- 'Boys in stepfather famthes showed more competent socxal behavior. than boys m mtact.
_ families and parenting behaviors ‘were more competent in the. families of stepfa,thcr boys.. .

.. Gitls in stepfather familiesSshowed more- arixiety than girls in.intact familiés but there -
. Was no. corresponding link- with parenting behavior when the stepfather and: intact families
.. -were compared. There was some indication that there was greater mantal conﬂtct between;_'.[ -
-_the parents of- the stepfather. grrls than the intact family girls. :
> Therewere no dtfferenoes between dworced ‘and- mtact famrlies and bet.ween boys and- -

v
t o



[ B e T
b T @ Experimental Studies~ Liv'ing ln the Remamed Family "f o SO e
S -Strother .I & Jacoﬁ E (1984) Adolescent stress a8 it relates to st&famrly ltvmg
IR Implroattons fbr school counselors. The School Counselor, 31, 91- 163 |
" Pur sc':. ' S e - e T
o 'I‘he purpose of the study was to ascertam what adolescents beheve to be the stressful
- and non-stressf ul aspects of stepfamily hvmg and to. determrne whether the. level of stress for':
“the adolescent stepchtldren dtmmrshed over ttme o - .
\*,§Ll_b.te_ct_ o ;;i. ._"3 t PR S
g male and 35 female students from 1310 18 years old . : ﬂ o
o a“ parttcrpants entered thetr stepf amily wlr%n they were adolescents o o
' ”Instruments/Measures B ' e | |
Quesuonnarre desrgned to measure percetved stress in 12 areas of stepfamtly lrfe ‘ E
',m : TN ‘
) 1 Overall stress related 1o stepfanﬁ' issues was not htgh (mean of. 2 12 on a 4 pomt scale
“with 1 as low and 4 as high).
2 e The category of dtscrpline ytelded the htghest le,vel of stress (mean 2 52) a@ the area of
*_social issues- was found to be least stressful- (mean=1.50)."
3 A Adolescents who had lived in a- stepfamtly 2-3'and. 34 years ytelded htgger mean. stress
. scores than those who had lived tn a stepfamtly 0-2- years O S



’ .". T '-',‘ i o

Expenmental Stndiés lerng in the Remlrried Famlly k

erson. K L Zurcher L A, McAdams D C.. & Curns R, L (1975) Stepfather tlnd
N \stepchildren* An. exploratory analysrs from wo. nauonal surveys.* Journal af
R Mt{rnage and.the Fanuly, 37 526 536 TR PR X

" Pu se:"-"-.‘_. ‘ RN . T S SIEAN

The purpnse of the study was 1o determme 1f there were any drfferences between '
childten raised in stepfather- famrhes ‘and those rarsed in natural f ather famxhes in soctal and;}
socral psychologrcal charactensucs ,

s ects B e Lo e T

Natronal Oprmon Research (;enter Sample L E

1174 natural father famrly@espondents 18 years of age and older : \ .
- 43 stepfather famrly respondents 18 years of age and older - s

- Youth in Transmon Survey Sample y
1573 natural father famlly adolescents § ST ot .‘
i-j 79 stepfatherfamtly adolescents S e Ty .

c .'Instruments/M?asures 7 ._;"', - S

: ‘ - NORC survey. questronnarre e N e e < SO
S YIT survey questronnarre e f \ o \_ SO “")
- R ‘1._ "There were no. substan drfferenc between 1nd1v1duals who had expenenced stepfathcr o A
= .. families and those who Rad expe eneed natural father families m the selected socral and .
: - 'f. '~ 'social- psychologrcal characteristics. . \
~ .. 2. As’in a -natural- parent famrly\. chrldren in stepfather famrhes can expenence a.
o predomrnantly posrtrve negatrve or mrxed ffamrly milieu. _

N

- 4 A . . . . . : . . . s e
N " S . . . L. E P . . . . .
4 - .
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f}l:f.“l‘he“Culture Free SEI

Form B. (pp,_209 211)

-

' '  the unavallabxhty of copynght permlssnon

ox

-

ff 216 218) and the Background Informauqn Form (pp 219 221) haye”been- rcmoved d
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~ questions please call Dave Mensink ‘at 455-7205(evenings). A summary of the results. will be -

.+, David L. Mensink L T
. Doctoral Swudent . - . ol .+~ Thesis Supervisor -

..

Lo

~.- " The'studerits in your child's class and: their parents are being requested 0 participate

. in'a University of ‘Alberta research study titled -"A, Comparative Analysis  of- School-Aged -
© -~ Children Living in” Intact, One-Parent, and Remarried Families.” The study. is being '
.-+ conducted by David L. Ménsink for his doctoral ‘dissertation under the supervision of Dr.
-+ D.D."Sawatzky, Professor of Educational Psychology at the University: of Alberta. o

.+ The purpose. of the research stypdy is t6:,¢éfflparé" siud;nts: from. intact, '6rie'}_paiem," N
~-'and remarried families using academic, self-esteem, and behavioral ‘meagures, The results of = -

the: study will provide unique and' interesting: information for. parents, teachers, principals, -

* . family researchers, -and_family therapists, Your: participation. in; this study would be ‘valuable "

- begause family forms“are changing and we.need to know more about all the various types of - -

\ . - families. All information. collected will be-kept completely confidential ‘and résults will be .
.- reported only for groups (¢.g..Grade 6 students) arid niot for individuals. =~ .- = - .

" Enclosed inthis p%cké'ge' are instructions for completing theé instruments, a.parental

_ consent -form, a descriptién of the- purpose and procedures of the’ research study, and a

number of instruments. If you agree to participate in the study, ‘please ‘complete and return -

- ‘the’ Background - Information Form and -the  Health Resources Inventory-iwith: the signed
- parental consent form. If you do not want to participate in the: resea -
 this on the parental consent form and return it to-ys-along with the blank instruments. - . ..

' study, please indicate

. Your prompt response- to-this request would be greatly appreciated..If you have any.

A
RERARS

CSimcerey, . . . Lo e -

. D.D., Sawatzky

! : : B}
.
e s -

9

¢



1. Read the purpose and procedures of she research swdy. < g
3. Complete the Health Resources In\entory and the Background Information Form enclosed =
. in this package. The -items on Mhe Health Resources Inventory and many on the
+ 7 Background Information Form pertain only to the'child named on those two instruments.

" 75 4. The Culture.Free Self Esteem Inventory, the Family Asséssment Measise, and!the Family
~7 . Satisfaction $cale are jncluded for your information. Do not fill them ouf. - ~_._ e
" 5. Mail the Parental Consent Forin and the completed Health Respurces - Inventory and’ "
. ‘Background Information Form in the self-addressed, stamped envelohe. - . - - -

. AN
Ra

s ) \ . k 5 2 A
(box on_the Parental o
ng with 'the blank " -:

PR

I you do ot wat 1o partcipate in the resedich study, clieck tha
+\Consent Form and majl, it dn. the self-atdressed, stamped envelope
“instruments, This will prevent  follow-up telephone call. . - .

- T PLEASE. COMPLETE AND 'RETURN THE. QUESTIONNAIRES - AS ‘SDON A8+ - _
\\\\ POSSIBLEK THAP‘{K-YOU - VERY * ‘MUCH . 'FOR YOUR"INTERI"ZST ..AND,- )?l

-

-

v
e

- S A

N - B . . R . B , " . .~ et . B e e ) L %
f b B ' M o “ . R TR . - [ Lo R .
o T . ! o - . ' s N cL L B i’ . ! . . e o v
N X B, . s . e N e ey e v ‘ ‘ . l ‘
| ' ~
’ v o




Purpose and Procedures ol‘ the Research Project

A Comparattve Analysts of Schoolnkged Children
Lwrng in Intact One Parent and Rernarned Famthes o

. Pu rp;se of the Research Pl‘OJeCt o e e ey

To cona.pare students from mtact one parent and remarrted famrltes usmg academlc
self -esteem, and behavroral measures. . ., - TR

»

Procedures of the Research Proyect : _1? " e - S t '_'_7__"_'-.;

)

'the parents,ef students m grade 6 and grade 9 wrll complete the l' ollong 1nstruments
Health Resources Inventory = a‘behavnoral rattng form ¥ T
b Background 'lnformatron Form — a: general‘mformatton quesuonnatre aboull your
famtly _

"':The parents who agree to parttcrpate in. the study wrll fpmplete theSe tnstruments and =
“mail them i m the self addressed stamped envelope along wnh the stgned Parental Consenl
-Form_ e S o Do

&:--.’- e

- 2".." Teachers W‘Il complete a separate Hea]th Resourccs lnventory l' or each student l‘ or whbm
' parental perrmssron has been granted f R e DT e

~ o ) \ ' PR . S e
The students for whom parental permrssron has been granted wrll be asked to complete_“
the followmg three mstrurnents ; Ceene L - :
Culture Free Self Esteem Inventory “ F self esteemquesttonnau;e

: b Famrly Assessment M"easure —a family questionnaire,” . .

Farmly &tmfacuon Scale —~a fanuly satIsfactron quesuonnarre

t:l
°

\', A copy of the Culture Free Self Esteem Invenrory. the Famtly Assessment Measure and
{the Family Satisfaction . Scale are 1ncluded for your mformatto Students vdll complete En
_ these mstruments at. school o ‘ o R
4\ 'l'he researcher wrll collect report card grades and group abthty tept scores from local--_;,
school rec0fds’ C S . N T
. NG : o : - ()
B

R ALL INFORMATION WILL BEKEPT COMPLETELY CONFIDENTIAL

S

3

°



7 CultureFree Self  Esteer

~Form . -

Bl

e Compluany

T e T e

<" Timeto Complete .

O domawes

N

L.

re .S_t‘ud.'en.,-té‘; m%hNOOI

.

factronSCéle’. .'

students in school ¥

TR

3

5 minutes

IR

3

- HealthResourccs\lhveBtory . parents at‘homeand teachers 10mmutes o

“e

ks

. .

R 2

W

Background -+ Information . parents at home .

* - 10 minutes™ -,

o

L J‘

The approximate-time'involvement of those participating in the study will be-as follows: - -

U

Ve parents: 0minutes -t N

- 'Stadents: 25 minutes

" teachers: % minutes for each participating chi

. o .. E

SR

o“ et

id-in

~

"'\‘ .

Y SRR
v &

their class s .5 "

e



i | and school staffs N . ' \"

- Q\.- L o

for- hxs doctoral dxssenauan&under the supervxslon of Dr D D Sawatzky. Professor of",._

[

data collected for the-} resear h
e ks

L f;" o Signawre:

L A _ g < " Date: — - :

| If you do nOt want to parucnpate in the research study, please glace a check below aﬂa‘ retum

J

the f orm in the self addressed stamped epvelope along wqth the blank mstrumcnts

LI ., | 'v - i . - s o \,\4‘\\ | ". - . L l . o ’~_ | .,‘,‘
~ __*ldo.not want to participate in the‘}search study conducted by David L. Mensink -

Educanonal st’xlogy at the"‘(ffuversxty of Alberta 1 also realize that all mformauon and‘






e ‘ Table 16

Summary Table of F-Ratlos for School Report Grades (Family Form ANOVA)

e .

Sum of B Mean = e }_‘AS_ig’nif_"-i

g SoUrc,fe‘of Variétion . Squares‘- ~DF. Square: F 3 o?‘F

CMainEffes . 24 47'12'_.1 4 60618 e 000
FamiyForm . 36T 210688 8369 '_‘oooo - :'
_Crade Lo o o 9548“’*:5:_’_';,'.‘ 1 | 9.548 '..j'o;-7';4'3,_-,h_“-};:'}0 388 .
2-way intef‘actifgﬁé R e s 1 f‘“-,1.6‘3'0,‘;;7}»,.,o';_'4'o"1’”
- For by Grade :’ . p ; ‘23256 2 _ 11628 0911 0404
Form by i ‘. : s 37019 2 18509 1450 , 0237
o .Grade by Sex o -' 18.562. - 1 18562 " ’1454 : 0229 :

Lclwaylnténctons . as 20 13ml 003 01902
:'-_'-'.-'-Form by Grade by Sex . 2642 ‘- 2 1321 0103 - 0902

CTosless U 8200 2214, 003
' w7 s L

08 13585




Form by'd:ade S

Table l7

SR _ 1_' =y Summary Table of F-Ratios for Self-Esteem (Famlly Form ANOVA)

* Source of Wariation..
B ‘>?~i‘.' . X ) L.

Sum of

e _-Squareg ’

o Me'a__'nf

5 Square

SR

- Signif
of.‘F

" Main Blfects
‘-v-*Famlly Form :, o

; | -Grade
. .;:_. S‘c'xf‘, ~‘ SR

2-way Interactions -

Form by Sex o

Grade by Sex - ','
3 way Interachons 4 b’

Form by Grade by Sex~ & :.

“

Explained

Resxdual I 4

24
'_I'otal %

L Vo

B T

171 738

121 080
o 38 745

L a .32.66;

19.608

55 020
246 366
2513 615

am9 981

o A

. %8
2680

s
: "“5540'20"

&12 934

2  _' 60 540

1 38 745‘,

) (_‘

5
27 .'.‘6 248 .
2

T _;1.32_5.

2 . 510
z\_; oo 5107
11 22 397

2 12695 -
20904 13206 0

Cow
(34

3. 922, o

1o s

1-3.382» 001

A b
3052

2573
0 309 |
S oms
o LN
- 0453

2.1"5_7

| 1.764'_ .

- g

0009

o
om0
o, 907
os2

0502

0.7

0117

006

N



. Source of Variation ¢ .

-Mrai-n"Ef'fectS L

. Famiy Form -

Summary Table of F-Ratlos for Famlly Assessment Measure (Family Form ANOVA)

C ':_Sbel Of‘_... N 3

" Squares DF’ o

Tab]e 18

-?-.Mcan.;: "

"Sq:li'are‘ L

\sngmf ',‘ | |

R R
[P I

L _"_ v' ’Grad‘e’; :

Sex o

' 'Eorm_’by’ &rade S

* Form'by Sex. . <

g Gr'ade:'bySéx P

B 3 way lnteractlons

| Resxdual :

Sl Towl el

- Explamcd

" Form by Grade by Sex S

‘' 2-way Interactions -

N

218.0010 . 4

15, 327]   1
s 478 _-,   1
e 1606843 S A

1241 908 '
' 383 4&&;_' :

128 732 o

53932’ '2__:

s3933 2
v2364 167":';; 1
33760193 Rt

v _.36"12.4.360 188

s soo‘

142850 2 '71 425

-';15 21

--.58.478- :

321 369

620, 954 |
BURY S
18732
2%9.661
- 269.661"
20493
190736
192151

0286
CEE
o
- 0.307
RS
1005,
0.675
:1.414':' s
a4
L1127

0.887

0.777°

0580

0.140"
004

0412
0.246

. 0.63& o

0.368

0.246



iy

g Soix.rce;'p‘"f'-qv‘é'riat-ion '

. "Stm ﬁl‘able of F-Ratlos for Family Satisfaction Scale (Famny Form m ANOVA) L

Table 19

g ‘*-._sSum of ';

" S_quares; '

Square ©

Slgmf '
LefF

o MaimEf f ects

Famlly Form o

2- wdY Interactions -

Form by Gigde -
. FormbySex
'Gra&evb').' Bex ,:‘ ;

.~ 3-ay Interactions o

Residual -

."’:'.l’otall S

e "_FQrm.by‘,Grade by Sex - -
 Explained 4

| 946.894
“‘."vj;2'_1;‘7.8'8.4 |
' s  "'.401'.364 ‘
e
b
86,186
g, 603
» 84159~
84159
1494 171
17492906 -
: '_ ,‘18,987.0_7,7‘;-

L I N Y

’-‘1

o
1_96‘
207

el

236.723 .
108942
317358
‘461 jea
92 623
102 481-"', :

. 093,

169.603
- 42.080"

2.652.

12
3.556

T 44977

0483
1.900
0471

RO B

135"834;

~1522_

89, 250 e

91.;7253. -

1.038
1.148

co
0"4713 '

o
o029
- 0.061 -
0.0357
‘,6-;3'_9'7 o
0,319
0'618 L
: "'AOI‘.iv?o» e
'.._o."vszbsb |
o
10-1,26.'.
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" . b"“:*:—x o . -. .. 4}': k
" Source of Variation = =~ .. "

Table 205_“-' B

Sum of

'Sq.u.a.:f,es  DF

hdean S

)

e Squ_are L

o

e e

.F'. “

Summary Table of F-Ratlos for Health Resources Inventory Teacher (Family Form ANOVA)\

Slgmf

10("

. Famyily Eorm
= .Ggade E
s
- .v*2-wAa‘y 'iﬂteractieﬁé ] |
o ' Fotm by Gradc |
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