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‘Abstract . 4

. \

In an attempt to demonstrate that abusing parents differ from non-
- .

ﬁbusinp varents in personality variables, the Michigan Screening Profile
of Parenting was administeréd to six prouns of mothers~ (1) ad1udicated !
abusers, (2) spouses of adjudicated abusers, (3) mothers'cénvicted of child

neglect, (4) ngﬂ-abusinz riothers from a college student pooulation, (5) non-

> .
‘e

abusiné mothers from a middle‘socioeconomic level,.and (6) non-abuging mothers
from a lower socioecpnomic level, Major differences occurred when comnarison

was made of one or more of the first three grouns with one of the latter

three grouns, The grouvs differed significgntly on six factor-analvzed
\

: . . ;
cluster categories: (1) relationship to one's own parents, (2) tendency to_¥

becoming unset and anerv, (3) tendency towarq isclation and léneliness,

(2) exbectaéions of one's own children, (5) inability to separate marental

and child feelings, and (6) fear of external threat and. control. In allfof

throughout, - It is supgested that a theranist who helvs a varent dev:lon the S e
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With the growine emohasis in the literature on the fact that the

uses

of child abuse are multivle and interactive, manv theranists who degl with

parental nersonalitv ang attitudinal variahles are made to feel gs it thev

are ensaging in a futile effort (D'Agostino, 1075; Qmith; 1975%). _Althounh

manv new and excitine identification and treatment nroqra?;,for child abuse

' R

abound throurhout the countrv (Vational Center on Child Abuse and 'leglect,

[N

1975, 1976), verv little encourarement has heen given to the theranist wﬁo',

. . // R
does not have.easy access to the new interdiscivlinary treatment vproerams

. a . »
and who, in manv instances, remains the sole thefﬁneu@jc agent for a nartice

ular set of families -(Steele, 1075), The oroplem is i}gwed'as sufficienslyv

L

cormlex that an individual thpranist’who dedls.solelv with narental attitudes

. - /” -
is often discourased. It is the ournose of %this studv to demonstrate that

// ; .

narental versonalitv and attitude are irmortant factore in the etiolosv of

/

child abuse. O3uch a demonstration can rsive hone to the theranist that his

®- Y

efforts in dealing with the narental mersonalitv are aimed in ﬂPnrofitable
direction and that he or she can be efective in reducine notential “or
: R ;o T L
. . RN %
ahuse. . /S

Tt is not our intent to surmest that factors of narental bﬁ*kground or
Y

(4

-

e.

-

[

inadenuacv are sole determinants of child abuse. The “act i§ thWat ‘the causes

of child abuse are multinle ard inter{;tgve; there is no~pin§le trme ??

.

.

v,

P

-

child abuser nor a sinrle causative factor as sufficient exnlanation of’

>y

. . 12 b ’ " fo . O S
sbuse (Sninetta and Rigler, 1972), Tmrhgsis on narental mersonalitv is in

no way meant to detrabtifrom these othar factors. Saﬁhér, it is

. N .
Y

\

.o

s *

. - . . Y ’ 3
that helning the narent to develon the.abilitw'to maintain emianimitw under

surrested

&
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stress i directlv related to situational variables, and can be of central v

velue in t rehabilitative or}h{eventive process,

It is in the broader context of situational variables that we ask the

'question: whv is it that the majority of parents do not abuse their children”

”

Although in the socially and gconomically deprived segments of the ponulation

there is generally a highdr degree of the kinds of stress factors found—i?

[}

" abusing families, the great naJoritV of deorived families do not abuse their
children. Why is it that mest deorived families do not engage in child abnse,
though subject to the same economic and social stresses as those families

who dc} abuse their children? Is there an actual difference between the tynes
of stresses encountered by a§u51ng parents and non-abusing naren}s‘yithin the
' same socioeconomic level (Gil, 1970, 1976),-or is the difference rather

in the varents' manner of:annroa#hinz the atress situation (Kent, 19%6;
Smith, 1975; Svinetta and Rigler, 1972; Young, l976)? We hold the latter
nosition{ When one takes into‘acgount.the fact that seme vell-to-do as well
as middle class families dglso engaze in child abusej' then one must look for
the cauaes_of bhila abnse bevond mere aocioeconomic stresd. The oroblem

of etielogv remains insoluble at the @emographic.level alone.

-

The present study is an attempt to demonstrate that however one might

- L)

exnlain the particular ¢ircumstances that helped shave the varents' person- .

ality, abuaing parents differ from non-abusing vérents in attitudinal and

-

persbnality variables, . ", p
* Method o .
Instrument
In 1972, Schneider, Helfer, and Pollack disclosed efforts underway , o

to design and validate a auestionnaire with the soal of uncovering narents

who have a potenégal to abuse their small children. Thev based tpeir -

, S .. ‘

\ "
t 4 -
. . 5 [
. . .
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A .
ouestions on their clinical exnmerience, which sumbested that narents who
Y L

gbuse their small children renorted more severe n vsica; bunishngnt in
N . their own childhood, more anxietv about dealine with theéir children's -

nroblems, nore .concern akout beins alone and isolated, rmore concern with

4

criticism, and higher exmectations for nerformance in their childden thn

did non-abusers, After several vears of analvsis and validation, lthev

.

nublished, first, a Thiitem and then a 50-item instrument, originallv en-

- . *
v

titled Survey on Bringine !Jnp Zhildren (Schqeider, Hoffmeister, and Hel®er,

1976). The instrument has since been renared the Michifan Sereening

Srofile on Yarenting (Helfer, Schneider, and Hoffmeister, - 1Q77)‘

-

N LY
Althourh the auestionnaire has not vet been sufficientlv validated to
he of .use as a lersallv valid criterion in decisions rerardine child Dlécef
- . . , . .
ment or narental readiness %o resume narenting functions, it has been shown

]
N ’

to be canable of-differentiatine attitudes both recardings child rearine and

~
recarding self-awareness and self-control functions in tre marents.
1§

Yith the nermission of Helfer, the nresent exmerimenter administered
3 . - .

*

' the ouestionnaire to several srouns of narents, as discussed helow, to see:

. -4 o, , .
L . (1) vhether ahuse-notential clustér-cateﬁories similar to those “ound-hv
. . . » , . .
~Helfer and associates could be validated in a local sarmle, and (P) vhether

(- scores based on the locallv factor-analvzed caterories <could sort out asbus-

. . . ¢

 ing from non-abusing narents,

Subjects ) . . .

.

. ! PRI ' . O Y . ‘
2 Ag is;tvmical of narents who corme to the attention of nuhlic agencies

(lational Center on Child Abuse’ and Herlec, 1075), the’narents referred to
L3 4 .; e o ' " i -

thefparticinatiﬂﬂ aﬂéncies wvere from the lower socioegOnomic levels, The

I N BN P

use ‘of quch narentq in th@ nres §nt studv is not’ meant to quapeqt thnt ghuse

¥
.
-

takes nlace onlv at the lovrer soc*oeconoric tevels, Tt doeq not ( ininetts

(I - ,..‘
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and ®igler, 1972). SimiiarIV,-althouvh more women than men have heen found
. ~ .

. - P
' ¥

to abuse Their children (Gelles, 1073; Gil, 19795 Smith, 1975), child abuse

~ »
is not an act solelv of the mother. However, the nuestionneire was administer-
- v . ‘ .. ¢ »

ed only to women, tosinsure non-confounding by differences in child-rearing

attitudes beiween men nnd women,

T ’Qubjécts were cnosenin the followineg manner. The narticinatine acencies
s 1 4

asreed to administer the nuestionnaire to all of the mothers currentlv under

their jurisdiction as active cases. The auestionnaire was administered to:

.
&

(l) adjudicated abusers, (2) snouses. of adjudicated abusers, and (3) narents
¥ -~

conv1cted of child neslect. .The narents in these catesorie¥ were chosen- - . -

. . .
\ > L] N

with the following criteria: (a) the child was under:five vears of are, and

(b) court adjudication had heen finalized, go that narents would not feel s

’ -~

that answers would af%ect the nlacement of thier child or decisions resard-
\ . '
ing their ovm disnosition., In this ranner, workers were able to insure that

e

resnonses-to the auestionnaire were piven as honestlv as nossible,

»

For purnoses of comvafison and contrast, the nuestipnnéire.was also

adninistered to erouns of parents who were non-abusq*F, with children under
. ~ -
five vears of age. The following grouns were tested: .(4) non-abusine L

mothers from*a college-student ponulation, vhose .children were in a dav-cdre

[} '

center because one or both varents were in-school, (5) non-abusinq mothers

&

from q\middle qocioeconomic level, whose children were in e nre-qohool not

because of neceqsitv, but through exvress narental wrish, and (6) non-hbusinm

nothers from a lower socioeconomic levei, with children in a nre-school be-

cause the mother was workings, 0Uroun 6 was chosen to match as closely as.vos-

sible-the educational,'occunationhl and socioeconomic statps of grbunq 1, 2,
and 3. Groun 4 was chosen because it was similar to nrouns 1 ‘2, and 3 in -

. A -
financial q%atus, but not in term% of education or not@ntiai occunation. ‘Groun 54

N -
-

. . * - .
. . ‘ .
’ N N .

- .
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different in terms:of education, occuvation and financialzstatus, and the .

most representative of the population as é Qhole, was chosen to test nossible
»* class difference in’resvonding. N s
’ . ’ s

The samples consigted of the following numbers: (1) adjudiéated abusers,
v - . .

* 1%

-,

¢ . _
Ts (2)-svouses of abusgfs, 9; (3) varents convicted of neglect, 13; (4) ndh-

abusing mothers from a college ponulation, 154 (5) non-abusing mothers%f?om

-

. a middle socioeconomic level, 15; and (6) non-abusing mothers from a: lower
- . 1] ¢ .t ) - 13

socioeconomic level, L1, ' . * . .. .

2

The .purpose of the studv was explained in detail to the resnective

+ supervisors, the agency officials in groups 1-3, and the dav-care admini=-

‘strators énd teachers in groups -6, Because of the sensitive nature of
@ ' .
. the accusation of child abuse and neglect, and to prevent socially-desirable

responses, varents were not told specificallv that the sufvey's ultimate ™
"pﬁrpqse was to differentiate &buse-ﬁopent{al. .Rather, parents weré4asked if

they ‘wished to take 5a;t ;n a §ﬁ%Vey on a;titudes'in bring}nn uv children, »

conducted by the University toAlearn how narents viewed child-rearing. 1In

Paccord with HEW guidelines, parents were nromised that the results would

o W/
remain gnonymous, and that any narenMwished would be given the oversll

results upoﬁ completion of the studv. v )

All of the parents approached in éroun% 4 and 5, without exéeption,
filled out the survey as réquested. Of the ﬁarents‘annroaéhed in groum 6,
. &ll but three (93%) filled out the survey. The parents-in grouns'l-B were
./ .approached bv assigned workers wh?hhéd.puilt up a ranPort,-and weré told
/ that,%his survey would not only aid the bniversity by ghe‘gv;%ail re;ults,

but might be of thg%;peutic aid to the-snécific worker in e ‘ﬁ case.. Fach ’ .
& . ’ N

worker was asked to screen out those ﬁarents‘who would he undullv threatened
‘ !

by fhe questionnaire, those who might be temvted to answer with socially

o w8 L




[ 4

de§irap1e responsesy and thpi:)whose cases were still pending folcourt com-

pletion. The 'wogkers did not eceive any refusals from the selected cases.,

A

The final small samnle obtained thus renresents resgyponses from varents who

L I3 .

\ ’ were motivated to fill out the auestiomnaires as honestly ‘as 'possible. e

+

Comments from each worker on each case attested to the honest ‘efforts of the
A\

paréhts vho made uo_the final Samples in groums 1-3., It is our distinct

i

‘beliéf that the final sample revregsents the cases most amenable to treatment,

- -

There is no reason to susne'ct that our sample renresents the most severe of
the abusers. .On the contrarr, workers' case.records shév thas cur ©inal’
. ~a'mle is on the conservative side of .the abuse~potential continuum in the

v ' ' :
‘(xjf agencies'<overall abuser nonulation. ™us, anv.differences that avnear be-

Pl

tween our abuser and our <non-abuser grouns would apnear at least equally as

strong in the generai abuéer nonulationiéf the/agencies in question, With
Y N 3 4 .

the questionnaire aimed toward being.of eventual use as an aid to the,thera-

“ vigt in sorting out areas of ﬁeakness, honest cooperation of the bareﬁfs was

deemed essential. In addition, honest gooveration in each of our six itudv

groups minimizes confounding that would avvear if the grouns differed in

]

willineness to oarticivpate,

, , 2
- Results o \

* ¢ A verimax rotated factor analvsis of the resnonses to the aquestionnaires

.
3

- was conducted by the exmerimenter. fhe six clusters of variables closely

P B '
.

resemble the hirh-abuse-potentidl catepories of Helfer and Associates, The

sifzzgsaifaﬁt clusters of the nresent énalysis are: (1) relationshin to one's

. own varents (=PARENTS), (2) tendencv to hecoming upset and angrv (=ConTPaL),

-

(3) tendency toward isolation and loneliness' (=AFFI T0N), (h) expedtations

of one's own children (=FXPECTATIONS), (5)'inability to sedarate varental and

child feelings (=SYMBINSIS), and (6) fear of' external threat and control

3

S
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‘ With these six factof-analyiéd cluster-categories as a basis, a gix-

. . . -

" column scoring form was devised, with direction of scoring set so that the

higher score on each cluster represents abuse notential;\ Total raw scores_

for each subject were determined for .each of the*éix cluster-categories,

\ ' <A .
A 1l X 6 analysis of variance 'was negformed for the six grouns for each

of thg six abuse-potential categories. Table ;:gives the means and standard

deviations for scores in each of the ahuse-poteéntial catégories, for each

subject grouo. Table 2 gives %he results of the analvsis of variance for

v

each of the six categories. A

< o .

(Insert Table§ 1 and 2 about here )

J

" Scores on each of the six abuse-potential categories showed that signi-

¢ ® .

2 ficant differences existed among the six groums.

The resultant F on the

first abuse-potential category, relationsh}p to one's own narenté, was 4,55,

significant at the .001 lével, The resultant F of 6.70 on the second abuse-

potential category,’tendencﬁ to becoming upset and anjp\\\was signiflcant at

1

the .001 level.

,tion and lonliness, was T.53, slgnificant at the .001 level.

on the fourth category, exoectations of one's owm phildren, was-h.eo, signi-'

ficant at the .001 level.

The resultant F on the fifth category, inabilitv

to separgte narental and child feelings, vas 3,79, significant at the .01 .

*

The resultant F of 13.92 on the sixth abuse-néteqx1al cateaorv, fear

level.

of external threat and control, was significa.nt at the .001 level.

é’mosteriori tests using the Scheffe'method were conducted for ea?h of

Siunifxcant differences were found as follows.

A

Group 1 (abusers) significantlv differed from grouv 5 (middle-class non-

¢

the ahuse-potential ‘clusters,

dbusers) in abuse-potential clusters 1, 2, 3, k4, and 6,

‘The resultantgz

Groun 1 significantly

The resultant F on the third cateporv tendencv toward isola~ -

/

.




’

. { N » | &
differed from groups 4 and 6 in gbuse-pqtential clusters 2, 3, and 6.

s Greup 2 (spouses of abusers) significantlv differed from groun 5 in
ebuse-notential clusters 2, 3 L, and 6 . <y \

’

3

-Group 3.(neglecters) significantlv differed from esrouv.5 in’abuse-

poteﬁtial clusters 1, 2, 5, and 6., Grouo 3 significantly diffeizd—frif.

e

groups L and 6 in abuse-notentlal clusters 2, 5, and 6.

The Scheffe & posteriori test sQ?wed that the major differences in each
" of the six abuse-potential categories occurred when comparison. was made of,
. ] ] N g
one or more of the first three groups (abusers, abusers' .snouses, and ne-,

glecters) with one of the latter three groups (non-abueers). The greatest

-

differences occurred when each of the first three grouvs was compared to °

- T " ~

the fifth groun (middle-class;pon;abusers). In each of the gbuse-potential

categories, group 5 scored at the lowest level. Groun 4 (college-student ’
. : .

non-abusers) and greup 6 (lower-socideconomic-level non-sbusers) were the
next’lowest in abuse-potential, scoring aimost identically throughout, Al=-

tﬁoﬁgh the fifth grouo scored lowest on all of the categortes, the other two

non-abuser groups scored at a level not significantly higher. In contrast;

o -

the abusers scored;at'the highest-risk level in all but one of the, abuse-

potential categories.

yd -
* Discussian

. 4

The Michigan Screening_Profile on Parentf_g»was able to differentiate'

2 -

between abusing and non-abusinq mothers on personality and attitudinal.” -

variables. The empirically derived set of abuse-notential categoriesﬁnroved
- . 3 ) g . . /

useful in significantly differentiating abusing from ﬁon-abdsfﬁg nothers
. 8

rithin the damn sqcioecononvic loavel in three areas: the tendencr to hecom-

-
-

ing upset aﬁd\angry, feelings of igolation and loneliness,'énd the fear of.

N -

\ @
external threat and control. The abusing mothers differed si;mificantly,:

*
-
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. - '
ferom non-abusinp mothers in a middle socloeconomic level in the same cate-
\ ’

gories, and additionallv in their relationshin to the1r own narents, both

~ v

vast and oresent, in having higher than normal expegtations for the1r voung

>

children s perfe;;;Rce, and in failing to; sevarate their ovm, feelings fron

those of their children. Althouph not at a s1pnif1cant level, abusing
‘ » \

mothers differed from non-abusing mothers in the same socioébonomic‘level in

n -

the latter categories'as well, Veglectine varents and svouses of ahusers.
were alse shown to be weak in the six ahuse-notential cateporiee.

Personalltv and attitudinal factors do make a differenée Abusiny

4mbthers differ from non-abusing mothers in areas of.attitude and nersonal—/

ity that havetbeen climicallv relategato potential fom abuse (Colmano 19753

Corey, Miller. and W1dlack 1975, Kent, 1676 Daulson, et al., 107k; Smith
1975, Svinetta and agler, 1972; Stéele, 1975; Tracv and Clark, 197h; C-

A

Walters,‘lQTS The fact “that neplecting mothers and spouses of abusers

AN
/¢
s

als:/fcgréﬁ high on the abuse-notential categories deronstrates the nower
h e to weaknesses in parental nersonalitv and attrﬁpﬁes

[y

,that can affect the very’ narent1nz role itself repardless of whether the

o

result is actual phvsical abuse,’ neglect of the chdld, or hassivelv allowine
' - 0 8 . ¢ ° N

. . . R > .
B . J ‘ . » ’
one's spouse to abuse the child,” Intervention .aﬂdirect,ion is called for in
each case, , - ) Ve co

» ‘ Al N -

As stated above, there is-ho suprestion made that factors of narental

)

inadequacy and versonalitv weakneee are sole-determinants of child abhuse,

4

Certainly, those involved in the care of the abusing varent must continue tq

.

relieve the, family as much as possible of overwhelming situatignal stresses.

<

However, versonalitv does vlay a role, rr’he theraniat'who helvs«the parent

develon the abflitv to maintain enuanimitv under stress can he of immense

4 , [ » . &
aid, in the rehabilitative or nreventive effort. ‘Qlab !

v
’

»
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One must camtion that thg‘questionnaire cannot be used as a legally

valid criterion sorting‘oht abusing from non-abusing parents, since falge

\

positives have been shown on occasion (Schneiﬂer; Hoffmeiéter and Helfer,

»

.« 1976) and since false negatives can appear with those parents who refuse
. \ -

. >

to arfswer the quést{ons hqnestly.’ It is possible to fake“answers by givin

. .

~#socially Qeéirable responses. However, for those parents-in a therévneutic

situation who' respond to tHe queétionqaire with an-honest desire to be

* ’ ’ . - . "' ’
helped, the responses can help point to wedknesse$ in‘areas that have been

clinically shown to relate to potential for abuse., A theranist who directs

’

.

higs interventive and breventivé gffb?ts toward the amelioration of parental

attitudes, both attitudes toward the self and toward the child, is not, as

Alby (1975) suggests, misdirecting his enéfgiés, but is rather helping re-

duce devihtioﬁs from the norm in characteristics related to abuse notential

.

Y

end, hopefully, is ultimately helping reduce actual abusive behavior.

"

¥

¢ ; g S - -
' . 1
-
]
-+ L 4
~ v
o N
’
H
- . ~
- .
L -
Al
- —
* A » \\
~ ]
’
»
o
[
f [ < o
. - 1.
.
N 4T e N -
" e ,
) RECN " : 2 v
-
. R
, o AP
[X
. -
3
-
, . = - ,
oy~ h
‘ ‘13
-
< - ~
.'~ ,
‘ v

v

,




rd

‘s .

-
. - R .

© ‘ ' References
y . felzriences

- .
\ L)

Alby, K.T. Preventing child abuse. American Psychologist, 1975, .
0, 02128, . o ' 8

Colman, W. Occuvational theraoy and'child.abuse, ‘American Journal of
Occuvational Therapy, 1975, 29, h12-h17. C .

4 -
~

Corev, E. J., Miller, C.L;, W1dlack, F. W. Faetors contributine to child‘m
eﬁuse. Nursine Research, 1075, 2k, 293-905 _ . . ) -

D'Avostino P. Strains and stresses in nrotective gservices., 1In
N. B, Ebeling& D, A, Hill (Fds.), Child Abuse: Intervention and treat- °
ment. Acton, Mass.: Publishing Sciences Groun, Inc., 1975. AR

~Gelles, R. \\ Child efuse as vsychonatholosy: A sociolopical critique
and reformulat1on.~ American Journal of Orthonsvchlatsw 1973, “3,
61?-621 R S

G1l D. G.,V1dlence aga1nst children: Phvsical abuse in the United Qtates
Cambridee, Mass,: \Harvard Universitv Press, 1970,

- -

.Pil D.‘!* Primary orevention of child abuse: A nhilosonhical and nolitical
> .issue, Dediatric Psvcholoev, 1976, 1 (2), 54-5T.

Helfer, R. E., Schneider, C., & Ho'fmezster, J. K. Manual for use of the
”icgig Screening Profile of Parenting. Last’ Lanﬂinp, THeR®: Hic H 1pan
-8 ate Univers1tv Press, 1077. .

-

Kent, J. 7. A follow=-un studv of abused children. Pediatric Psvehelozs,

ie

. 1’)76,.1( 2), gh-27. . . '

National Center on Child Myfse and lleglect, Child abuse and neplect: Thg”*\\
problem and its man t. 3 vols. (om*w Publ., Ho. OHD T5-30NT3)
Washinrton, D, C.: UNS, Govt, Printing Office, 1975.

National Center on Child. Abuse and Wegleéct, Federallv funded child abusé and
neplect projects 1975. (DHEW Publ, o. OHD 7(-30076) Washington, D.C.:
1. S. Govt, Printing Office, 1976.

; oo R
faulson, M, J,, Savino, A. B,, Chalef?, A, B,, Sanders, F.-W., Trisch, F,,
& Dunn, R, Parents .0¢ the battered child: Jf rltidiacinlinary o
- v & v
tiargpr ammroach to ll“e-t‘rnateninn hehavior, IJife Threatening Behavior

©197h; b, 18-31. e

Scﬁneider, C.; Helfer, ®, F., &-Pollack, €. The nnedietive questiongaire'
Preliminarv redort. -In C. H. FKemne ' R, E. Helfer (Rds.), Helpins the
battered 'child and his familry, Philadelnhiaj Linnincott, 1072,

. . -

Schneider, C., Hoffmeister, J. K., & Helfer, R, %, A nredictive screeninn
auestionnaire for nmotential nroblems in mother-child interaction.f Th

T R, B, Helfer %°C. H. Kerme (7ds,), Child abuse and nerlect: %he family
' =nd the.commnity, Cambridee, MA: Ballineer Publ, Co,, 1976,
‘s, . .L.. : ar

P 4
.

?f’ . 14 - < ‘ N




. M -
X

Smith, S. '*, The battered ¢hild syndrome., [London: Butterworths, 1075,

Svinetta, J, J,, & Rigler, D, The ch:ld-aouqinp narent: A nsvchological
review, Psvcholosical Bulletin, 1972, 77 20(-?Oh

Steele, B, F. (Working with abusive narents from & nsvehiatric noint of
view, 0ffice of Child Nevelonment, 19T4) (National Center on Child Abuse
and Terlect, Child ahuse and neplect: The nroblem and its mansmement.
Vol. 3, chan., 3, wn, 65-114, DHEYW Publ, Mo OHD T75-30073, Washineton,

. DJC.: U. 8, Govt, Printing Office, 1075). . //

]
»
[

Tracv, J. T., & Clark, E, J. Treatment for child‘hbuqers. éocial‘Work, //
197k, 19, 338-3k2, - N ’

B -
Waltere, D. R, Phvsical and sexual\gyﬁqe of children: C(auses and tr atment,

Bloomington, IN: Indiana !miversitv Press, 1075,

?oung, 1, Multinle correlates of abuse: A system$ammroach to the
of child abuse, Pediatric Psvcholoz-, 1976, 1 (2), 57—61. /




\ : CLUSTERS

I

. 1 -
- (PARENTS)
m=b5,9

2
( CONTROL)

3 H
(AF'FILIAY%)N)
. m=23.6 :
. Y
* . . (EXPECTATIONS)
m=30 T
o

5
( smaxosxs)
m=16.2

.6 )
(THREAT)
m‘-:hﬁ..2

1(3
[Kc/

wll Toxt Provided by ERIC b

(Abusérs)

T1=39.1

* 8D=18.6 .

, Tablel

!Means and Standard Deviations

2 .3
(Spouses) - v (Neglect)
m=48.7 m=53. 3
SD= 9.4 SD=10,.3
m=22,2 m=22,8
SD= 7.6 SD= T.3
m=26.9 m=25,Q
gp= 5.3 Sh= 4.0
m=3T7.3 m=34,3
SD=11.7 SD=10.T
M=16.2 - ' m=19,2
4 8h= 2.3 SD= 2.9
‘NF:5206< ! ‘m:s';.h ~
SD=12,9 SD=10,8 -

I

(College)

¥
5 6
d
(Middle) (Lower) . n
[: -
m=3T7.T m=hh, 3
.4 SD=10.2 sp=10.3
‘m=1h,1 m=16,T
SD=.3.8 SD= 4,7
r=19.9 m=22,5
SD= 3.8 SD= 4.8
© m=22.3 " m=30.0 .
SD= 6.3 SD= 8.8
m=1k,5 m=16.2
SD= 2,7° SD= 3,3
m=29.3 m=43,9
SD= 5,7 SD=10.5 )
. ¢
-} ‘l.w
* {




~%

P e N
7 N it o ° o
.‘ ' - :\ 5 4 ’ ’ e
; J. B ”? 124 N Coee
» }& ) -‘
) . Table’ 2 ' .
- Analvsis of Var.:!.anééj j F
f o T - ) ’ le ‘
: a M F oo p,
f ° .
- ’ % ! . > ;0
1 . Between T s 527.5 - *h.55 0,001
(PARENTS) Within 90 116.1 > .
’ {
2 Between 5 21"30 ‘5 60 70 ’ o. UOI
( CONTROL) Within 90 31.5 . .
- R N ol S . ] A
3 Between 5 177.3 + 7453 0.001
(AFFILIATION) ' * Wfthin Q0 23.5 PR
- e ’
v Between 5 . hoo.3 4,20 0.001
(E;)cpnérATIons) Within 90 = 97,5 ¢ °
g, L .
. 5. Between 5 - 35.9 3.79 - 0.01
. (SYMBIOSIS) ‘ Within 90 9.5 . '
(% ' .
6 Between 5 1546.3 13.92 . 0,001 N
(THREAT) Within ap 11,1
s N - . !
NP . ¢ - ?
v \' "
» v ! ‘18 .
. A ’
k4 ' ‘ : \\\




