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Authoritative Parenting and Adolescent Adjuastment 2
Abstract

This study examines whether the widely reported positive
relation between “authoritative" parenting and adolescent
adjustment is moderated by the ecological context in which
adolescents live. A socioceconomically and ethnically diverse
sarple of approximately 10,000 high school students provided
information about their parents' behavicr and their family
background and completed measures of four indicators of
adjustment: school performance, self-reliance, [ iychological
distress, and delinquency. The students were grouped into 16
ecological nichas defined by ethnicity, socioceconomic status, and
family structure, and analyses were conducted within each niche
to contrast the adjustment scores of adolescents from
authoritative versus nonauthoritative homes. Analyses indicate
that the positive correlates of authoritative parenting transcend
ethnicity, socioceconomic status, and family structure. Virtually
regardless of their ethnicity, class, or parents' marital status,
adolescents whose parents are accepting, firm, and democratic
earn higher grades in school, are more self-reliant, report less
anxiety and depression, and are less likely to engage in

delinquent behavior.
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The present study extends previous work on the relation
between authoritative parenting and adolescent development and
pehavior (Dornbusch et al., 1987; Steinberg, Elmen, & Mounts,
1989). Authoritative parenting, initially described by Baumrind
(1971; 1973: 1978), is characterized by high levels of
responsiveness and high levels of demandingness. According to
several comprehensive revievs, authoritative parenting, as
opposed to permissive (high in responsiveness, but low in
demandingness) or authoritarian (high in demandingness, but low
in responsiveness) parenting, is associated with e development
of competence in children and adolescents, virtually however
indexed (Maccoby & Martin, 1983; Steinberg, in press). As these
reviews have pointed out, however, rearly all rescarch on
authoritative parenting and its benefits has focused on white,
middle-class families, and it is not known whether these same
parenting practices are equally advantageous among other groups
of youngsters. In this study we examine whether the ecological
context in which adolescents live -- defined by their ethnicity,
socioeconomic status, and family structure -- moderates the
relation between parental authoritativeness and adolescent
behavior and adjustment.

The theoretical impetus for the present study comes mainly
from the work of Bronfenbrenner (1979; 1986: 1989; Bronfenbrenner
and Croutar, 1983), who has suggested that researchers pay more
attention to "process-by-context interactions" -- the ways in

which developmental processes vary as a function of the broader
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context in which they occur. Although psychologists interested
in socialization have paid a good deal of attention to
intratamilial processes and their eifects on children's
development, and sociologists interested in families have studied
contextual differences in children's development and well-being,
studies that look simultaneously at process and context are quite
rare. Indeed, in most studies of soc: :lization processes,
contextual factors, such as socioceconomic status or ethnicity,
are treated as "nuisance" variables: sources of error which are
held constant through selective sampling (typically, the selected
group is white and middla-class) or statistical control. These
studies may tell us how various socialization techniques
contribute to ths child's development above and beyond the
contribution of demographic factors, but they do not reveal
vhether ths processes that are important in one context are
equally so in others.

There is good reason to believe that the effects of speciftic
parenting practices on children's development may in fact be
moderated by the larger context in which a child lives. 1In
particular, one would hypothesize that the specific socialization
techniques associated with healthy child development are those
that are most consistent with the values and demands of broader
anvironment in which the family lives. From this perspective,
authoritative parenting, with its decidedly middle-class enphasis
on democratic parent-child communication and the encouragement of

autonomy (see Kohn, 1977) should most benefit children from
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Authoritative Parenting and Adolescent Adjustment 5
mainstream, middle-class homes, while its positive effects may be
less obvious for children from other demographic groups.
Conversely, although it is widely held that authoritarian
parenting, with its emphasis on obedience to authority, has
deletericus consequences for the child (Maccoby & Martin, 1983),
one might hypothesize that this style of parenting may have fewer
costs, and perhaps some benefits, among minority and poor
children (see Baumrind, 1972; Baldwin & Baldwin, 1989). Poor and
minority youngsters are more likely to live in relatively more
dangerous environments than their white, middle-class peers, and
they may benefit from levels of parental control that would
appear excassively strict in other environments.

The Dornbusch et al. (1987) study referenced earlier
provides some support for the contention that authoritative
parenting may be more effective in white households than in
others, at least in the prediction of adolescents' school
performance. The research examined adolescent school achievement
and three indices of parenting practices -- authoritative
parenting, authoritarian parenting, and permissive parenting --
in a sample of 8,000 students separated into four major ethnic
groups: African-American, Anglo-American, Asian-American, and
Hispanic-American. Across the sample zs a whole, as
hypothesized, parental authoritativeness was associated with
higher grades, and parental authoritarianism and permissiveness
were associated with lower grades. Wwhen the sample was

disaggregated into ethnic groups, however, the index of
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authoritativeness wvas significantly predictive of achievement
only among Anglo-American adolescents; the index was marginally
predictiva among Hispanic-American adolescents and not at all
predictive in the Asian-American or African-American subsamples.
The index of permissiveness was inversely related to grades among
Anglo-American students, but unrelated to grades in the other
groups. And the index of authoritarianism was negatively

predictive of grades among Anglo-American and Asian-American

PR
-

students, but not among African-American or Hispanic-American
youngstorl.' The analyses controlled for the effects of
socioeconomic stacus (indexed via parental education levels) and
family structure.

By the end of this decade, nearly one-third of all
adolescents in the United States will be from African-American,
Asian-American, or H’spanic-American families (Wetzel, 1987). In
light of the changed and changing demography of youth,
researchers can no longer afford to study socialization processes
and outcomes solely within Anglo-American samples. Yet, despite
an extensive literature documenting variations in parsnting
behaviors across cultural groups (Whiting & Whiting, 1975), the
Dornbusch et al. (1987) study is, as far as we can determine, the
only attempt to date to look systematically at the way in which
ethnicity moderates the effects of specific parenting practices
on adolescent devalopment (see Spencer & Dornbusch, in press).

The broader context in which a youngster lives is defined

only in part by his or her ethnicity, of course. Within ethnic
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groups there are substantial variations in both family structure
and sociceconomic status, each of which has been shown to affect
parenting practices (e.g., Bronfenbrenner, 1958; Dornbusch et
al., 1985; Kess & Shipman, i967; Hetherington, 1979; Kohn, 1977).
Because the Dornbusch et al. (1987) study used parental education
and family structure as covariates, it did not permit an analysis
of the moderating effects of these variables, either separately
or in conjunction with ethnicity. In addition to our interest in

further examining the moderating impact of ethnicity or

T I £ Y T A

socialization outcomes, we sought in this study to look at the
parallel effects of socioeconomic status and family structure.

our operationalization of authoritativeness is based on
three dimensions of parenting: acceptanca/involvement, firm
control, and psychological autcnomy. In a previous study of a
sample of white, middle- and working-class adolescents, Steinberg
et al. (1989) demonstrated that scores on each of these three
dimensions were significantly predictive of adolescent school
performance. Given the apparent utility of this model in
predicting academic achievement among "mainstrean" adolescents,
these dinensions seemed to be an appropriate place to begin the
more ecologically sensitive analyses of the present study.

In the present investigation, three demographic
characteristics -- ethnicity, socioeconomic status, and family
structure -- were used to define a series of 16 ecological
"niches". Rather than control for these demographic variables,

we conducted separate analyses within each ecological niche in
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order to examine whether the relation between authoritative
purenting and adolescent developmant is comparable across groups.
In order to extend this inquiry beyond the prediction of school
performance, we examine the relation betwean parental
authoritativeness and adolescent adjustment within four
conceptually distinct domains of adolescent functioning: school
performance, psychosocial maturity, psychological distress, and
behavior problems (see Lambornm, Mounts, Steinberg, & Dornbusch,
1989) . We predicted that the relation between authoritative
parenting and these indices of adjustment would be strongest for
adolescents from white, middle-class, intact families and weaker
for adolescents growing up in different social ecologies.
. Method

Sample

The data for the present report come from two self-report
questionnaires administered to approximatelLy 10,000 ninth-
through twelfth-grade students attending one of nine high schoola
ir. wisconsin and California. The schools were selacted to
produce a diverse sanple in terms of ethnicity, family structure,
socioeconomic status, and type of community (rural, suburban, and
urban). In the sample, 9 parcent of the students are black, 14
percant are Asian, 12 perceat are Hispanic, and 60 percent are
white (the remainder belong to a different ethnic group). All of
the students in attendance on the day of testing were asked to
complete the questionnaires, and completed questionnaires vwere

obtained each time from approximately 80% of the sanmple.
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Measurieg

Oof interest in the present analyses are the demographic
variables usad to assign youngsters to ths various ecological
niches, the three parenting dimernsions used to operationalize
authoritative parenting, and <ur indices of adolescent
adjustment.

Demographic variables. Students provided information on
their parents' educational attainment, on their ethnic
jdentification, and on their current family structure.
Sociceconomic status was operationalized in terms of the mean
education level of the adults with whom the adolescent resided,
and coded into two categories: working-class (less than college
completion) and middle-class (college completion or higher).
Students provided information on their current family structure,
whicli was used to group individuais into two categories: two-
parent biologically-intact, and nonintact (primarily, adolescents
living with a single mother or in a stopfamily).2 Students also
provided information on their ethnicity, which was used to
categorize individuals into one of four major ethnic groups
(African-American, Anglo-Amer..an, Asian-American, and Hispanic-
Amorican).3 Ecological niches were formed by creating a 2
(socioeconomic status) x 2 (family structure) x 4 (athnicity)
matrix and assigning students to one of the resulting 16 cells.

Authoritative parenting. The questionnaires contained many

items on parenting practices that were taken or adapted from

existing measures (e.g., Dornbusch et al., 1985; Patterson &
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Stouthamer-Loekar, 1985; Rodgers, 1966) or developed for the
program of work. Based on the pre ious work of Steinberg et al.
(1989), a number of items were selected to correspond with the
three dimensions o¢ authoritative parenting identified earlier,
and these were subjected to exploratory factor analyses using an
oblique rotation. Three factors emerged, corresponding %o the
dimensions of acceptance/involvement, firm control, and
psychological autonomy. These factors are identitical to those

suggested in the earlier work of Schaefer (1965) and parallel,

N .IMJ“"M‘/W.: Ayt . T

respectively, the Supportive Control, Assertive Control, and

Directive/Conventional Control scales employed by Baumrind (in

Poa

press) lin her ongoing study of socialization and adolescent

competence. Factor analyses were repeated separately for the

four ethnic groups, and the basic structure was identical. k
The acceptance/involvement scale measures the extent to

which the adolescent perceives his or parents as loving,

responsive, and involved {(3ample item: "I can count on (them] to

help me out if I have some kind of problem”; 15 items,

alpha=.72). The firm control scale assesses parental monitoring

and limit-setting (sample item: "'iow mach do your parents try to

know where you go at night?"; 9 itenms, alpha=.76). The

paychological autonomy scaie assesses the extent to which parents

employ noncoercive, democratic discipline and encourage the

adolescent to express individuality within the family (sample

item, reversed scored: "How often do your parents tell you that

their ideas are correct and that you should not question them"?;

11



Authoritative Perenting and Adolescent Adjustment 11
12 items, aipha=.72). Composite scores were calculated on each of
these dimensions. Correlations among the dimensions suggest that
they are related but conceptually distinct aspects of parenting:
(acceptance with firm control, r=.34; acceptance with
psychological autonony, r=.25; firm control with psychological
autonomy, r=-.07). Reliability coefficients for the three
dimensions were also calculated within each scological group; the
alpha coefficients are satisfactory across the 16 groups ‘aee
Table 1).

Based on previous work and the theoretical model of
authoritative parenting tested in this study, "authoritative"
families were defined as those scoring above the sample median on
acceptance/involvement, firm control, and psychological autonomy.
Any family scoring below the sample median on any of the three
dimensions was classified as "nonauthoritativc".“ The
percentages of authoritative families, so defined, across the 16
ecological groups, is presented in Table 1. In general (and
consistent with previous research), authoritativeness is more
common among middle-class than among working-class families; more
common among Anglo-American than among minority familles; and
more common among intact than among nonintact families. The
highest proportion ot authoritative families (25%) is found in
the Anglo-American, intact, middle-class group, whereas the
lowest (6%) is found in the Asian-American, nonintact, working-

Class group.

12




Authoritative Parenting and Adolescent Adjustment 12

Aggl.;ggn;_ggiu.;ngn;. Four dependent variables were

selected based on previous work linking these aspects ot
adolescent adjustment to auchoritative parenting in Anglo-
American, middle-class, intact two-parent households (see Maccoby
& Martin, 1983; Stainberg, in press). Our index of school
performance was students' self-reported grade-point-averaga
(GPA), scored on & four-point-scale. Dornbusch et al. (1987)
have rsported & correlation of .75 between self-reported grades
and actual grades taken from officia?! school records. We indexed
psychosocial maturity v.a the self-reliance subscale of the
Psvchosocial Maturity Inventory (Form D: Greenberger, Josselson,
Knerr, & Kaerr, 1974: Greenberger & Bond, 1986; alpha=.81). Our
index -f psychological distress comes from a series of items from
ths Center for Epidemiologic Studies Depression Scale (CES-D;
Radloff, 1977), which were used to form an index of paychological
digtress (anxiety, depre.sion, tension, fatigue, insomnia, etc.)
(alpha=.88). To examine behavior problems, adolescents' reports
on their irequency of involvement in such delinquent activities
as theft, carrying a weapon, vandalism, and using a phony I.D.
were used to form an index of delincauancy, alpha=.82) (Golqd,
1980).

Means and standard deviatiors for four outcome variables are

presented separately for each of the sixteen ecological niches in

13
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Table 2.

Table 2 About Here

In order to examine the relation betveen authoritative
parenting and the outcome measures of interest, a series of
planned t-tests vere conducted within each ecological niche. In
each contrast, the scores of adolescents from authoritative
households were compared with the scores of adolescents from
nonauthoritative households. In addition, an estimaticn of the
effect size (r) for each contrast was computed, following Rosnow
and Rosenthal (1988). Because the sample size varies
considerably across ecolcgical groups (and, consequently, the
power to discern differences between adolescents from
authoritative and nonauthoritative fanilies varies as vell),
examining effect sizes in addition to the significance levels of
the various contrasts provides a more complete picture ot the
extent to which authoritative parenting is advantageous in
different family ecologies.

Results

The results of the 64 contrasts (4 outcone variables across
16 ecological groups) are presented in Table 3. Forty of the 64
con._rasts are statist’stically signiticant, each favoring
adolescents from authoritative homes. compared with their

coﬁntcrpartl from nonauthoritative homes, authoritatively-reared
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sdolescents earn higher grades in school, are more self-reliant,
report less psyciiological distress and are less involved in
delinquent activity. Of the 24 contrasts not reaching
significance, e ir . Most
of the elfects in Table 3 are between r=.1 and r=.2 -- what most
experts would consider to be "small" effects (Rosenthal & Rosnow,
1984).

Are the benefits of authoritative parenting greater in
white, middle-class, intact households? Table 3 suggests that
this Jquestion is difficult to answer. Significant differences
between youngsters from authoritative and nonauthoritative homes
are most consistently observed among Anglo-American youngsters,

middle-class youngsters, and youngsters from intact households,

as hypothesized. An inspection of magnitude of the effect sizes,
however, indicates that this pattern of differential significance
may be due mainly to differences in our ability to detect
comparable effects in subsamples of different sizes. (For
example, we have three times the power to detect an effect of .20
in the subsample o” Anglo-American, middle-class youngsters from
intact homes (with an approximate N of 2,600) than we do to
detect an effect of the same size within the subsample of
African-American, working-class youngsters from nonintact homes
(with an approximate N of 200) (see Cohen, 1977, pp. 92-93)). We
are especially hampered by the fact that in this case the effect

we are trying to detect is quite small, because the detection of

small effects requires relatively more statistical power.
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Indeed, three of the groups in which it appears at first glance
that authoritativeness is not especially advantageous (African-
American, working-class, intact: Asian-American, working-class,
nonintact: and Asian-American, middle-class, nonintact) have
subsazples in the present study whose size may preclude the
detection of the effect we are attempting to detect.

In order to examine this issue further, we carried out post-
hoc analyses of the heterogeneity of effect sizes across the
ecological niches (Rosenthal & Rosnow, 1984). These analyses
indicate that the effect sizes are homogensous for self-reliance,
psychological distress, and delinquency (for all three ¥’s,
p>.10), but not for grade-point--averagse (x2(15)-28.76, p<.01).
Further post-hoc contrasts indicate that this heterogeneity in
the case of grade-point-averzge is due to the moderating effect
of uthnicity: The effect of parental authoritativeness o:. grade-
point-average is greater among Anglo-American adolescents tkan
among African-American ur Asian-American adolescents (z=1.88,

p<.05 and z=2.59, p<.005).

-------------—---------------

Discussion
The results of the present study provide evidence that the
widely reported positive correlation between parental
authoritativeness and adolescent adjustment appears to transcend

ethnicity, socioeconomic status, and family structure. Virtually
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regardless of their family background, adolescents whose parents

are warm, firm, and democratic enjoy psychological and behavioral
advantages over their peers. Compared to their
nonauthoritatively-reared counterparts, adolescents from
authoritative homes generally do better in school, are more self-
reliant, report less psychological distress, and engage in less
delinquent activity. Although further research is obviously
needed, the notion that parental authoritativeness is linked with
healthy adolescent development may have what Weisz (1978) has
called "transcontextual validity" -- at least within the
contemporary United States.

Although one of the strengths of this study is its large and

heterogeneous sample, the conclusions one can draw from the

o

research are limited by its cross-sectional design and reliance
v, self-veport data. Because the data are cross-sectional, it is
impossible to say with any certainty that the parenting practices
examined have in fact caused or even preceded the outcomes
assessed. It could well be the case, for example, that well-
adjusted adolescents elicit authoritativeness from their parents,
or that less well-adjusted youth provoke parental neglect or
hostility (see Lewis, 1981). Although reverse causality can not
be ruled out, other research employing similar measures has
indicated that parental authoritativeness actually promotes
competence amony white, middle- and working-class young people

(Steinberg et al., 1989). The correlational findings reported in

this study indicate that longitudinal work on other populations
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is indeed warranted.

Our reliance on self-report data is also a limiting factor.
Because the data all derive from youngsters' reports, we can only
say that youngsters who characterize theis parencs in certain
ways show particular patterns of behavior and psychological
functioning. What this may indicate is that youngsters'
subjective experience of parental behavior is an important
influence on their own development and well-baing. It is
important to know, for methodological as well as theoretical
reasons, whether parents' actual behavior toward their children
is associated in s‘ailar ways with the outcomes assessed, and
whether the association between parents' behavior and children's
reports of parents' behavior varies as a function of ethnicity,
class, or family structure.

Although we acknowledge the important contribution that
observational work on families has made to the study of
adolescent development, we do not subscribe te the view that 4
objective (i.e., independent) assessnments of parenting behavior
are the only valid indicators of what takes place in the family
(see also Jessor & Jessor, 1977, for a similar argument) .
Indeed, one might very reasonably argue that if a child
experiences his parents as authoritative (regardless of how
parents may characterize themsalves, or how they may appear to
outside observers), then this is what they in fact are, at least
as far as the child's psychological development is concerned.

Ultimately, one can only say that subjective and objective

18
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assessments of parental behavior each provide an important window
on the child's experience in the family, and that no one approach
to the study of socialization is inherently superior to the
other.

The comparability of our results to findings reported by
investigators using observational measures of parenting (e.g.,
Baumrind, in press) lends additional support to the contention
that the self-report data used in this study have not resulted in
unusual biases in the findings. Among other advantages, self-
report measures enable investigators to include substantially
larger samples 1n.thoir research than is typically the case in
observational studies, and, as we discuss below, larger samples
permit the detection of theoretically important findings that may
go unn ticed in smaller-scale research.

Our findings indicate that the effects of authoritativeness,
while statistically significant, are small in magnitude -- at
least according to statistical convention. Before dismissing
these effects as too small to be of practical significance,
however, a number of considerations must be raised. First, the
nypothesis that adolescents raised in authoritative homes would
score higher than their peers on the measures of adjustment was
tested in an exceedingly conservative manner, since all families
who did not meet the criteria for the authoritative
classification were grouped together in the "nonauthoritative”
group. This heterogeneous group contained families who scored

ab&vo the sanple median on two of the three parenting dimensions,

19
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for example, and who therefore may be considered relatively well-
functioning. Had we contrasted adolescents raised in
authoritative homes with their counterparts from families scoring
below the median on all three dimensions (or two of the three
dimensions), the observed effect sizes would likely have been
larger.

Second, whether we consider the observed effects -- however
modest -- to be of practical significance is, after all, a
subjective matter. One way to gauge their real-world
significance is to generate a Binomial Effect Size Display (BESD)
(Rosenthal & Rubin, 1982). This procedure allows one to better
estimate whether an observed difference between two groups is
likely to have real-world significance.

In the case of grade-point-average, for example, suppose ve
assume that a cut-off is used by educational practitioners to
distinguish between students whose grades are "adegquate" versus
ninadequate". (In practice, such a threshold might be used to
make decisions about a student's track placement, or about

whether a given student is admissable to a given university.)

Knowing the effect size () permits us to estimate the percentage

of students in each of the groups we are interested in (e.g.,

those from authoritative homes versus those from nonauthoritative

homes) falling above or below an estaklished threshold.’ 1In the
case of Anglo-American, middle-class youngsters from intact
homes, the BESD indicates that 61% of youngsters from

authoritative homes, but only 39% of youngsters from
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nonauthoritative homes, would be axpected to exceed an
established cut-off. In contrast, in the case of Asian-American
middle-class youngsters from nonintact homes the percentages of
adolescents above the cut-off from authoritative versus
nonauthoritative homes are virtually jdentical (%%% versus 48%).
Parallel computations can be made in order to est.mate the
practical signiticance of the effect sizes observed in the
analyses of self-reliance (where a cut-off might determine which
youngsters were selected for a job opportunity), psychological

distress (wh~re & cut-off might be used %o determine which

adolescents were referred for treatment), and delinquency (where

a cut-off might determine how an adolescent was treated within

%
i
!

the juvenile justice system).

Beyond these practical considerations, however, the

o, ats ko

v

consistently small effect sizes reported here suggest important
methodological implications. Unfortunately, the news is not good
for researchers interested in contrasting socialization
conseJuences across demographic groups, since the analyses
indicate that relatively large samples may be needed to uncover
what appear to ba fairly modest, albeit consistent, effects.
Future research on parenting practices and adolescent outconmes
should anticipate this problem and select sample sizes
accordingly.

Thus far, our discussion has focused on the transcontextual
validity of authoritative parenting as a predictor of adolescent

adjustment. We must note, however, that the relation between

21
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authoritativeness and school performance is greater among Anglo-
American and Hispanic-American adolescents than among their
African-American or Asian-American peers. This finding
replicates the Dornbusch et al. (1987) study, in which the
relation between authoritative parenting and students' grades was
less consistent among African-American and Asian-American
adolescents than among others. We do not know whether other
models of parenting would be more predictive of school
performance in these samples than was the model tested hers. In
the present study, however, this differential pattern did not
emerge in the prediction of the other outcome variables (i.e.,
authoritatively-reared African-American and Asian-American
adolescents appear to enjoy advantages in the domains of
psychosocial maturity, psychological distress, and behavior
problems), which suggests that the diminished predictive
significance of parental authoritativenesa among African-American
and Asian-American youngsters may be limited to the doma.n of
school performance. Further research, employing other outcomes

in the cognitive and achievement domairs, is needed.
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rootnotes

1. Authoritarianism vas negatively related to grades among
Hispanic-American females, but not among Hispanic-American males.

2. Unfortunately, it was not possible to look at single-
parent homes and stepfamilies separately, because of small cell
sizes within certain ethnic/socioeconomic groups. Given previous
£indings suggesting that the psychclogical functioning of
adolescents from single-parent homes is similar to that of
adolescents from stepfamilies, with both groups difiering from
adolescents from two-parent, intact households (Furstenberg, in
press), we grouped all adolescents from nonintact homes together
for purposes of this paper.

3. There were insufficient numbers of students in the
American Indian, Middle Eastern; and Pacific Islander groups .0
conduct analyses; these students vere drepped form the sample in
the present investigation.

4. This paper specifically examines disferences between
authoritative and nonauthoritative homes. We recognize that the
nonauthoritative group includes a variety of family types,
including authoritarian, indulgent, and neglectful families.

5. Adding one-half of the effect size coefficient to .50
gives us the percentage of the higher-scoring group who would be
expected to exceed the threshold; subtracting one-half of tha
coefficient from .50 estimates the percentage of the lower-

scoring group who would be expected to exceed the threshold.

23
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Ecological Niche
WORKING-CLASS, INTACT
WORKING=CLASS, NONINTACT
MIDDLE-CLASS, INTACT
MIDDLE=CLASS, NONINTACT
WORKING-CIASS, INTACT
WORKING-CLASS, NONINTACT
MIDDLE-CLASS, INTACT
MIDDLE-CLASS, NONINTACT

HISPANIC, WORKING-CLASS, INTACT
HISPANIC, WORKING-CLASS, NONINTACT
HISPANIC, MIDDLE-CLASS, INTACT
HISPANIC, MIDDLE-CLASS, NONINTACT

WORKING-CLASS, INTACT
WORKING-CLASS, NONINTACT
MIDDLE-CLASS, INTACT
MIDDLE-CLASS, NONINTACT

Percent
_N____Authoritative
559 17.2
436 11.8

2609 25.0
1267 17.6
82 13.4
208 12.2
178 14.1
313 16.0
336 10.7
254 9.8
202 15.8
171 12.9
159 7.5
66 6.1
597 15.6
166 10.8

Internal

Consistency

.69 .76 .71
.68 .78 .69
71 .74 .74
.72 .78 .73
.7% .61 .65
.73 .77 .60

.71 .78 .62
.67 .76 .72
.68 .82 .71
.64 .74 .64
.63 .73 .62
.78 .70 .66
.55 .67 .66
73 .77 .71

.70 .75 .73

;
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Ecolugical Niche

WHITE, WORKING-CLASS, INTACT
WHITE, WORKING-CLASS , NONINTACT
WHITE, MIDDLE-CLASS, INTACT
WHITE,MIDDLE-CLASS, NONINTACT
BLACK, WORKING=CLASS, INTACT
BLACK, WORKING-CLASS , NONINTACT
BLACK, MIDDLE=-CLASS , INTACT
BLACK, MIDDLE~CLASS , NONINTACT
HISPANIC,WORKING-CLASS, INTACT
HISPAN]‘ .WORKING-CLASS, NONINTACT
HISPANIC,MIDDLE~CLASS, INTACT
HISPANIC,MIDDLE-CLASS ,NONINTACT
ASIAN, WORKXING-CLASS, INTACT
ASIAN, WORKING=-CLASS , NONINTACT
ASIAN,MIDDLE-CLASS, INTACT
ASIAN,MIDDLE=-CLASS ,NONINTACT

GPA Self-
R
2.61(.79) 3.01(.51)
2.51(.83) 3.03(.52)
3.07(.71) 3.15(.48)
2.80(.80) 3.16(.50)
2.59(.77) 3.18(.61)
2.47(.78)  3.15(.60)
2.57(.72) 3.10(.56)
2.48(.72) 3.12(.61)
2.47(.80) 2.95(.55)
2.28(.84) 2.96(.59)
2.62(.83) 3.00(.53)
2.50(.77) 3.00(.55)
3.06(.78) 2.82(.50)
3.02(.69) 2.81(.51)
3.35(.68) 3.02(.48)
3.12(.72) 3.00(.48)

Authoritative Parer:iing and Adolescent Adjustment

28
Psychol. Delinquency
2.61(.83) 1.22(.40)
2.67(.84) 1.24(.38)
2.57(.77) 1.16(.34)
2.68(.75) 1.18(.33)
2.13(.86) 1.12(.28)
2.41(.82) 1.16(.32)
2.38(.82) 1.19(.46)
2.44(.83) 1.19(.33)
2.42(.83) 1.25(.45)
2.44(.86) 1.20(.40)
2.32(.80) 1.20(.43)
2.57(.85) 1.26(.44)
2.49(.83) 1.10(.19)
2.39(.88) 1.10(.24)
2.54(.76) 1.10(.27)
2.51(.79) 1.12(.25)
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" 4
G.P.A.
_(N) Ecological Niche
¥hite
Horkirg Class
Intact
{96) AUTHORITATIVE 2.79%*
(463) NONAUTHORITATIVE 2.57
Effect Size (X) .11
Nonintact
( 50) AUTHORITATIVE 2.82*%
(386) NONAUTHORITATIVE 2.47
Effect Size (X) .14
Middle Class
Intact
(652) AUTHORITATIVE 3.34%n%
(1957) NONAUTHORITATIVE 2.98
Effect Size (IX) .22

30

Self-
eli

3.12
3.02

.12

3. 270w

3.10

xt o
¢ St
Psychol. Delinquency

2.43* 1.11%%%
2.65 1.24
.10 <12
2.5% 1.149
2.68 1.2%
005 009
2.3700n 1 QTh%
2.64 1.18
.15 .15
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Table 3 (continued)

Nonintact
(224) AUTHORITATIVE 3.14%%% 3 34w 2.50%%% 1,084+
(1045) NONAUTHORITATIVE 2.73 3.11 2.72 1.20
Effect Size () .20 .18 .11 .15
Black
Working Class
Intact
( 11) AUTHORITATIVE 2,50 3.36 1.80 1.07
( 71) NOFAUTHORITATIVE 2.60 3.18 2.18 1.13
Effect Size (I) -.04 .12 .14 .07
Nonintact
( 25) AUTHORITATIVE 2.78% 3.588%% 2.26 1.05%*
{180) NONAUTHORITATIVE 2.42 3.07 2.43 1.79
Effect Size (X) .15 .32 .07 .18
Middle Class
Intact
( 25) AUTHORITATIVE 2.84* 3.35 2.23 1.07%#
(153) NONAUTHORITATIVE 2.52 3.06 2.40 1.21
Effect S8ize (X) .15 .19 .07 .11
31
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Nonintact
' %0) AUTHORITATIVE
(263) NONAUTHORITATIVE

Effect Size ()

Hispanic
¥orking Class
Intact
( 36) AUTHORITATIVE
(306) NONAUTHORITATIVE
Effect Size (L)
Nonintact
( 25) AUTHORITATIVE
(229) NONAUTHORITATIVE

Effect Size ()

Middle Class

Intact
( 32) AUTHORITATIVE
(170) NONAUTHORITATIVE

Effect Size ()

Table 3 (continued)

2.61 3.35% 2.26*
2.45 3.08 2.48
.08 .16 .10
2.83%% 3.26%% 2.41
2.43 2.91 2.42
.16 .20 .00
2.50 3.19% 1.95%%
2.25 2.93 2.50
.09 .15 .20
2.88% 3.03 2.01%
2.57 2.98 2.39
.13 .04 .18

Authoritative Parenting and Adolescent Adjustment

1.17
1.97

.03

1.15%
1.26
.06

1.13
1.21

.06

1.17
1.21

.03
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Table 3 (continued)

Nonintact
( 22) AUTHORITATIVE 2.75* 3.20% 2.34
(149) NONAUTHORITATIVE 2.46 2.95 2.60
Effect Size (X) .13 .17 .10
Asian
Horking Class
Intact
( 12) AUTHORITATIVE 3.21 3.02 2.09*
(147) NONAUTHORITATIVE 3.05 2.80 2.52
Effect Size (X) .08 .12 .14
Nonintact
( 4) AUTHORITATIVE 3.00 3.13 2.28
( 62) NONAUTHORITATIVE 3.02 2.79 2.39
Effect Size (X) -.01 .16 .03
Middle Class
Intact
( 93) AUTHORITATIVE 3.51%» 3.23%%% 2,350
(504) NONAUTHORITATIVE 3.33 2.98 2.57
Effect Size (X) .10 .20 .10
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1.14*
1.28

.12

1.00%%%
1.10
.13

1.00%%%
1.11
.11

1.0400%
1.11

.09
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Table 3 (continued)

Noplntact
( 18) AUTHORITATIVE 3.22 2.92 2.30 1.01%%*
(148) NONAUTHORITATIVE 3.10 2.97 2.53 1.13
Effect Size (X) .05 -.03 .09 .16

#p<.0S, one-tailed
#4p<.01, one-tailed

a#4p<.001, one-tailed

X
'%
.
{
N
L
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