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INTRODUCTION

The influence exerted by early parental handling on
the child's developing personality has been regarded as sub-
stantial by psychological investigators, Specialists in a vari-
ety of disciplines have carried on research yielding insights into
the parent-child relationship, Symond's recent book (33) contrib-
utes materially to an understanding of this relationship, and it
contains an extensive, annotated bibliography which summarizes re-

search studies in this field of human experience,

1. Historiczl Review,

A survey“of research efforts having both a direct and an
indirect bearing on the parental role as a factor in personality de-
velopment would, in itself, be moderately lengthy, For the purposes
of this investigation, a brief resume will suffice to indicate the
studies which have added materially to an understanding of human
development, Some of these studies represent individual initiative;
others represent the collaboration of a number of investigators,

Gestalt theory took cognizance of the interaction existing
between the individual and environmental forces, The Gestaltists
developed methods to evaluate the direction of social pressures and

their effects on the individual in quantitative terms, Lewin (20,21)



carried on the work in experimental group situations and expanded
his concepts in "field theory", Subsequently, the well-known Iowa
Studies in Child Welfare were conducted under the initial impetus
of his stimulating guidance. Of importance in this series, is the
study of Meyers, in which he reported on the relationship between
the child's conduct in an experimental situation and parental atti-
tudes, as part of the larger problem: <the effects of conflicting
authority on the child (21), -

~ Psychoanalysis focused considerable attention on the indi-
vidual, stressing the importance of familial influences, particu-
larly maternal, on the development of the child's personality, The
insights afforded by psychéanalytic theory received early recogni-
tion from those inter;asted in human personality, particularly in
c_hild development, Admittedly, the techniques employed have varied
dependent in part, on whether the study was one conducted by psychia-
trist, psychologist or a member of any other discipline, The accom-
plishments have been noteworthy, The work of David Levy (19) on ma-
ternal overprotectiqn and sibling rivalry stands on its own merits,
Anna Freud, (15), Susan Isaacs (17), and Melanie Klein have made con-
tributions bearing on child development, as revealed in the analytic
situation and as observed under conditions of normal play and under
major stressful condifions.

The application of analytic ’chepry can enrich research

efforts which have as their aim a broader framework of reference,
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Granted that the parental influgnce is of signal importance in
the evolution of a healthy, mature adult, there are also other
influences which should be included in an all-round research

program, Lois B, ¥urphy (27) who has made a critical analysis

of research in child development presents the objectives in this
1
way:

"The basic point of view which emerges from a con-
sideration of contemporary work on the development
of the child is as follows: personality development
during the childhood period can be understood com-
pletely only when we consider the basic experiences
of the child in relation not only to his particular
parents, and to universal discoveries of sex diff-
erences, but to his individual pattern of physical
and mental growth, the specific range of consti-
tutional tendencies (abilities and affective re-
sponses), and to the total field (family and neigh-
borhood in a given subculture) in which he is grow-
ing up."

~ The interest in coordinated research effort which in-
volves inter-disciplinary combinations and permits the application
of a variety of techniques, and thereby, enriches the interpretation
of experimental results, should be mentioned as one of the major de-
velopments in all areas of research in personality, One such combi-

nation, which embraces the psychology of learning, social anthropol-

ogy and psychoanalysis, is discussed by Mowrer and Kluckhohn (2L),

1, Pp.65h
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They state their position and its basic assumptions clearly, as
1
follows:

"Each of these disciplines has evolved its own special-
ized terminology and methods of research, and each has
achieved distinctive resultsSe o ¢ o o o

But psychoanalysis, anthropology, and learning theory

do not merely complement each other in respect to their
contributions to present scientific knowledge and out-
look: they also possess certain inherent affinities

and a potential unity. The possibility of converging
these three disciplines into a single comprehensive sys-
tem of personality - which currently holds the attention
of a number of workers in each of these fields - arises
chiefly from the circumstance that they all embrace the
following basic assumption?

(a) The behavior of all living organisms is functional,

(b) Behavior always involves conflict, or ambivalence,

(c) Behavior can be understood only in relation to the
field, or context, in which it occurs,

(d) A1l 1iving organisms tend to preserve a state of
maximal integration, or internal consistency,"2

A vital approach in the study of the development of human

beings is that designated as longitudinal, Macfarlane (23),has

utilized this inclusive method in the extensive studies being carried

3
on at Berkeley. Another such study, more closely connected with

the writer's investigation, is that in operation at the Fels Re-

search Institute for the Study of Human Development ,

1. Ppo 690
2, It might be pertinent to point out that the Center for Research

in Child Health and Development at Harvard is, in effect, applying
this approach in its research program,
3, Institute of Child Welfare at Berkeley, University of California,
b, Maintained at Antioch College, Yellow Springs, Ohio
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The principles underlying longitudinal evaluation have been clear-
1y formulated by Sontag (32):

"Longitudinal study involves observation and testing
of the same individuals at repeated intervals, year
after year, so that the various processes of growth,
maturation, personality elaboration and social adjust-
ment from infancy to adult life may be measured and
integrated, It is only by such life-cycle study, by
the measurement of the progressive changes in struc-
ture, function and environment of an individual, that
valid conclusions may be reached as to the reasons
for many of his unique characteristics as an adult®,

The multi-discipline approach and the longitudinal prin-
ciple are combined in the operation of the Fels research organiza-
tion, One research objective in the psychological program has been
the study of parental personality and behavior and its effect upon
the developing personality of the child,

2+ The Evaluation of Parental Behavior,

, The task of evaluating parental behavior in objective
terms was undertaken by Champney in cooperation with the staff of
the Fels Research Institute (6,7,8,). He devised the Fels Parent-
Behavior Rating Scales consisting of thirty variables, each of which
is descriptive of some aspect of observable parent behavior towards
an individual child ;i.n 'Bhé home setting, The rater, therefore, ex-
presses his judgments on thirty individual scales, The total number

1
of ratings is entered on a parent behavior profile chart,

1, A sample of this chart is shown in Appendix A,



Provision was made for a rating program which would make
it possible to secure highly discriminative, refined judgments.

The graphic design was chosen so as to permit the rater to express
his judgment at a point on parallel-vertical lines, The variables
were defined in precise terms, Care was exercised in the writing
and scaling of cues so as to guide the rater in expressing his
judgment as'decisivgly as possible, It was recognized too that the
raters should be highly skilled persons who were thoroughly familiar
with the scales before they attempted to use them,

The battery of scales has been used routinely in the Fels
Institute's home visit program since 1942, The visitor observes
each child and his parent, usually the mother, twice a year at six
month intervals, Each visit, which is scheduled in advance, lasts
for two hours. Following her visit, the rater expresses her judg-
ment by placing a point along the ninety millimeter line provided on
each scale, The cues serve as guideposts in determining the place-
ment of the point, which is ultimately transformed into a standard
score suitable for statistical handling,

Subsequent research on the scales has demonstrated that
they yleld reliable measures of parental behavior. Inter-rater and
intra-rater reliabilities for the individual scales were found to
be consistently'high“(B)._‘Baldwin, Kalhorn and Breese were able to

show that the resultant ratings give quantitative scores which differ-
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entiate parents into distinctive categories (2,3).

The validity of the scales is empirically established,

3. The Rorschach Test.

The Rorschach test purports to give a personality evalua-
tion of the individual in terms of the underlying personality struc-
ture, It is a projective test, as distinguished from objective tests,
in that it presents unstructured visual stimuli to the subject, in
this case ink-blots, to which the subject gives spontaneous associa-
tions, When the person is given the first of the ten plates, which
constitute the standardized set, he is asked: "What does it look
like? What could it be?" )

Rorschach (31) assumed that an individual expresses his
whole personality in any performance, the more so if that performance
is of an unusual nature, In telling what he sees on ink-blots, a
person reveals large outlines of his personality, mainly those inter-
related intellectual and emotional components which give direction
and purpose to his behavior, The Rorschach situation provides him
with an opportunity to express some of his personality characteris-
tics. The atmqsphere igvgenerally relaxed, He is not limited as to
the amount of time he takes nor as to the number of responses he gives,

There is considerable controversy as to what aspect of per-
sonality the test measures, and whether what it measures represents

a true sample of what constitutes an individual's personality. Ques-



tions pertaining to the test'!s reliability and validity have been
raised, The number of studies investigating this aspect of the test
are few, but there are reports that current studies are under way,
This is an encouraging sign for those who believe from the empirical
standpoint that the test gives substantially valid information about
the individual personality, A good deal of work remains to be done,
for as one reviewer states: "It is not unduly difficult to make up
a personality test, but it is a gigantic undertaking to find out
what it is worth."1

Tpe test has been widely used in Europe, the United States
and Canada since Rorschach published the results of his experimental
work of ten years duration in 1922, Its usefulness in clinical sit-
uations, in which it provides a descriptive evaluation of the person-
ality and often furnishes diagnostic information about‘the individual
is established beyond question, The number of published studies
which use the Rorschach test alone or in conjunction with other tests
has increased markedly in the last twenty years.2 The trend in the
direction of using the test as a research tool is notable,

There are objective features in the test which yield quan-
titative scores and allow for statistical handling in research projects.
It is recggnized, however, that there are shortcomings in applying
conventional statistical methods of analysis to data obtained from
1. Robert W, White in Hunt (3L), pp. 227.

2, A recent publication lists almost eight hundred references on the
- Rorschach test, (5),
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projective tests, Nevertheless, the totality of scores obtained by

analyzing each of the responses to the plates furnishes useful ma-

terial for research purposes,

Each response

cation of the response,

is scored with reference to: (a) the lo-

(b) the determinants of the response, and

(p) the content of the response, The conventional scoring symbols

vary slightly from one school of thought to another, but the follow-

ing symbols as given by Klopfer (18) were used in this study.

The responses
W
D

s .
The responses

M

Fe

with reference to location are as follows:
reaction to the blot as a whole

reaction to a large detail which is fre-
quently selected

reaction to a tiny, infrequently selected
detail

reaction to the white space

with reference to determinants are as follows:

reaction involving a sense of kinaesthesia or
movement in the human-like portions of the
plates

reaction involving animal action in animal
responses

reaction expressing inanimate activity in ob-
Jects (non-human and non-animal)

reaction to the form or shape alone of the
blots or portions thereof

reaction to both the form and shading, in-
volving the shape of the blot and the texture
or coloring as well
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¢ reaction to the shading alone, with no re-
gard for form

Fe' reaction to the form and black quality of
the blots together

¢! reaction to the black or dark gray coloring
with no regard for form

FC reaction to the form and bright color, in
those blots where distinet hues appear

CF reaction to the color and form with color
predominating in the response given

C reaction to the color alone
In responses with reference to content, Beck's (L) system
was used.1 A few of the categories will be mentioned since the list
as a whole is lengthy,

H a whole human figure is seen

H@ part of a human figure is seen, as a person's
head

A a whole animal is seen
Ad part of an animal is seen, as a dog's head
Miscellaneous scores of:value may be mentioned here,

F+ The accuracy with which a form response is
delineated

F~ The failure to perceive form accurately

F+% The ratio of accurately perceived forms to
the total number of forms
2
P Popular responses

< 1le Appendix B contains the complete list of content categories,
2. Beck's (L) twenty popular responses were used in this study,
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R Total number of resporises

Sum C The value of the color scores, as: FC=1/2,
plus CF=1l, plus C=1 1/2

M:C The ratio of total M responses to the Sum C,

A response may be assigned two or even three scores with
i*eference to determinants, if during the inquiry following the admin-
istration proper, the person indicates that more than one factor in-
fluenced his response, For example, the response, "this loc;ks like
a red butterfly", would be scored FC (form and color), The response,
"this just looks like a blob of green paint" would be scored CF
(t_:ol_or and form), Afﬂ;er all the responses in a protocol have been
score_d, the scores are recorded on a summary sheet or psychogram.l
The quantitative features, together with the qualitative aspects,
are then ready for assessment,

Each of the Rorschach scores has interpretative signifi-
cance in itself, For example, form (F) responses indicate intellec-
tuality-the capacity of the individual to direct his thinking, When
the individual consciously directs his attention and seeks to exer-
cise discriminative Judgment, the extent to which his thinking re-
flects these charact_eristics is ascertained by the form level of
his Rorschach responses, as F+ or "good" form, High mental endow-
ment and emotional stability are characteristic of those whose F+

percentage is high, According to the norms which Beck has established,

— 1. A sample psychogram, developed for use in this study and in the
Fels program, is shown in Appendix C,



healthy adults should have an F+ percent above the eritical minimum
of 60%, A consideration of the human movement (M) responses, indi-
cates the extent to which the in@ividual exercises imagination_and
ingenuity in dealing with his world, M is an index of inner_creativ—
itye Two or three M characteristically appear in the records of
healthy adults possessed of average intelligence, When the number of
M exceeds three in the records of healthy adults, superior mental
capacity is indicated,

These illustrations afford some idea of the Rorschach
factors upon which interpretation of the personality is established
in individual instances, However, it should be pointed out that the
interpretation of individual scores is modified by the frequency and

characteristics of all the other scores in the psychogram,
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II THE PROBLEM

1. Purpose of the Study

This study was undertaken as a preliminary investigation
in determining what the Rorschach test can contribute to our under-
standing of the impact of maternal behavior on a child‘'s developing
personality., It is based on the individual Rorschach records of
fiftyksevén children who form part of the population of the children
under study at the Fels Research Institute,

The following questions are considered in this study:

1, To what extent do the Rorschach records of
the children reflect different patterns of maternal be-
havior?

2, Which Rorschach scores or combinations of

scores differentiate between the groups?

2, Definition of Terms

Maternal behavior, as used here, conveys the concept that

in the mother-child contact, the mother is motivated by unconscious

as well as conscious attitudes and feelings in her relationship with
the child, It is assumed that these attitudes influence the mother's
behavior towards the child and that they impinge on the child as psy-
chological pressures, which have a distinct bearing on the chi1d's
developing personality, It is further assumed that certain character-
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istics of the interaction between mother and child can be eval-
uated in quantitative terms by the rating method,.

Patterns of maternal behavior have reference to char-

acteristic profiles on those psychological variables by which
maternal attitudes are rated in the Fels Parent Behavior Rating

Scales,

3¢ The Experimental Population

For the problem under investigation, it appeared desir-
able to select children aged six and seven years, Two considera-
tions dictated this choice, First, this age group might reflect
more clearly the impact of maternal handling before too much soc-
jalizing had modified the child's»persqnality. Secondly, the first
of a series of Rorschachs is administered in the Fels program at
this time,

The sample comprises fifty-seven children, aged six or
seven years, who form part of the population of the childrén under
study at the Fels Research Institute, Included in the sample are
eleven sets of siblings, The mean age of the children is 6 years
11 months, The children were divided into four groups, designated
I, I, III, IV on the basis of differing patterns of maternal be-
havior as determined by "cluster analysis" of the battery of parent

rating scales, described below,
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Thirty-eight individual mothers were rated for the total
child population, Six of them are "overlaps" in the sense they pro-
vide a distinctly different pattern of ratings with respect to diff-
erent children, The total number of maternal ratings, therefore, is
£orty-£our. The mean age of the mothers is 3)4.6 years, The data

are summarized in Table I,

Table I
DISTRIBUTION OF THE MOTHER-CHILD GROUPS

mm e m— —— —
I 11 IIT Iv Total

Children 15 13 16 13 S7

Mothers¥® 12 12 15 11 Lk

Mothers x 11 7 13 7 38

*Includes six "overlap" mothers,
xMothers with a single rating,

_ The Rorschach tests were individually administered by mem-
bers of the Fels Staff,  For the most part, the dates of the ratings
on the mother and of the administration of the child's Rorschach were
within si:; months of each other.‘ The writer, who has had no direct
contact with the children, scored the children's Rorschachs and wrote

individual interpretations for each,
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IIT THE MEASUREMENT OF PARENTAL BEHAVIOR

1, The Fels Parent Behavior Rating Scales

A detailed description of the Fels Parent Behavior
Rating Scales can be found in Baldwin, Kalhorn and Breese (3).

They showed that the ratings on certain scales were closely rela-
ted as determined by "cluster analysis", This is a statistical
method whereby related variables can be determined from a table
9£U§gtercorrelations.1 In the analysis of the thirty variables
which comprise the Fels battery of scales, Baldwin (2) selected
all variableg whose intercorrelation was .60 or higher, In the
sets or "clusters" which emerged, those variables which did not
seem tq be related were studied, If they correlated between ,LO
and ,60, they were combined into "clusters", Ultimately, three
major dimensions of parental behavior emerged,

These central areas of parental behavior concerns (1) the
emotional tone pervading the parent-child relationship; (2) the in-
tellectual objectivity of parental attitudes; and (3) the measures
of control utilized by the parent,

The dimension of parental behavior which embraces the
emotional tone pervading the parent-child contact is designated
as warmth, Baldwin, et al., (3), defines the concept in these
terms:

<« le The method is similar to that devised by Sanford et al., in the

Harvard growth study, Physique, personality and scholarship.
Monograph of the Society for Research in Child Development, 1943,
’N0.1. -
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"A warm home is one in which the parent genuinely likes
and enjoys the child, finds contact with him rewarding

and pleasant, is appreciative and approving of the child's
personality -~ in short, is "acceptant" in the conventional
sense of the term, The position of a home on the warmth
continuum varying from excessive devotion through casual
enjoyment and cool detachment to vigorous hostility, sets
the emotional climate, Warmth is the central character-
istic coloring all other aspects of the parent'!s behavior,®

There are five rating scales which tend to show consistent-
1y high, moderate or low ratings on the warmth factof. Consequently,
these five scales form a "cluster" of variables which will be listed
and defined in brief terms, The numbers preceding each scale are
those used in the Fels program, The scales are listed in the order of

their importance in the "ciuster“.

7.2 Acceptance of the Child (Devotion - Rejection): This

first scale defines the degree to which the parent's emotional life
includes or excludes the child, The rater has these major questions
to gﬁide him: Does the parent act in such a way as to indicate that
the child is considered an intimate and inseparable partner? Or does
the parent act as though he resents the child's intrusion and rejects
the child's bid for a place in his primary area of devotion?

Earlier in the study, the writer mentioned the cues which
guide the rater in expressing her judgment as carefully as possible,
The value of the cues will be apparent on inspection of the six cues
which appear on the scale of accegtance.l For illustrative purposes,
1. The interested reader may consult Appendix D, if he wishes to read

the cues on the other scales, The entire battery of scales in the
Fels Parent Behavior rating program appears here,
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they are listed as they appear on the scales:

- Parent's behavior toward the child connotes utter de-
votion and acceptance into his innermost self, without
stint or suggestion of holding back in any phase of his
life, :

- Parent clearly accepts child, Includes child in family
councils, trips, affection, even when it is difficult or
represents considerable sacrifice,

- A "Charter member" of the family, but "kept in his place",
Parent accepts child in general, but excludes him from
certain phases of parent's life,

- Tacit acceptance, Excludes child so frequently that to
the child the rejection attitude may seem to predominate
even though parent takes acceptance for granted,

- Parent's predominant tendency is to avoid, repulse, and
exclude the child, but without open rejection,

= Child openly resented and rejected by parent, Never ad-
mitted to inner circle, Made to feel unwanted, ostracized,

The second of the five scales in the warmth area is:

5¢2 Direction of Criticism (Approval --Disapproval):

This scale rates the direction of the parent's critical reactions to
the child's behavior, The rater is guided by these questions: When
the parent reacts does it tend to take the form of praise, approval,
acclaim? Or does blame, disapproval predominate?

The third of the warmth scales is:

8.3 Affectionateness (Affectionate - Hostile): In this scale

the parent's expressioﬁ of affection to the child is rated, These ques-
tions are pertinent for the rater: Does the parent manifest a warm,

~ personal affection to the child? Or a matter-of-fact, unemotional atti-
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tude? Or definite antagonism?
The next scale is defined as:

8.L Rapport between Parent and Child (Close rapport ~Iso-

lation): Here an attempt is made to determine the closeness of the
psychological relationship between parent and child, It includes such
factors as mutual understanding, confidence, the sharing of aspirations,
intimate thoughts and feelings, The rater seeks to answer the questions:
Do they show a high degree of rapport? Or are they distant and out of
touch with each other "spiritually", tending to be inhibited in each
other's presence? o ‘

The fifth and last scale is:

1,91 Child-centeredness of the Home (Child-centered —-Child-

sﬁbordingting): ‘This scale tries to rate the organization of the house-
hold according to the degree to nhicﬁ it centers around the child's wel-
fare, The concept of selt-aacrifice on the part of the parent is intro-
duceds The appropriate questions for the rater are: Does the child get
more than his proportionate share of consideration; or is his welfare
subordinated to that of other members of the household?

These;scgles comprise the first dimension of behavior, and
they estimate the nature of the emotional contacts between parent and
child, The second dimension of parental behavior has to do with the
intellectual objectivity of parental attitudes, Two sub-groupings of
the scales convey this concept, The one is termed democracy and the

other intellectuality,
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The first of the two democratic scales is appropriately
termed:

3.15 Democracy of Policy (Democratic --Dictatorial): This

scale rates the parent's tendency to share wiﬁh the child the formu-
lation of policies regulating the child's conduct, The rater includes
in her decision evidence based on both overt consultation with the
child and consideration of the child's expressed wishes, Does the
parent give the child a voice in determining what the policy shall be?
Or does the parent hand down the established policy from above?

The second democratic scale is:

3.1h Justification of Disciplinary Policy as Presented to the

Child: (Rational --Arbitrary): Here, the way in which requirements or
penalties are conveyed to the child is of importance, It measures the
parent's dispoeition to explain the reasons for disciplinary measures,
The guiding questions are: Does the parent attempt to put all discipline
on a logical basis? Or are his policies presented in purely arbitrary
fashion to the child?

The intellectuality cluster consists of three scales, of which

the first is:

3.3 Accelerational Attempt (Acceleratory -Retardaﬁory): In

this case, the parent!'s striving to increase the rate at which the child's
behavior is maturing is evaluated, Does the parent deliberately train

the child in various mental and motor skills which are not yet essential?
Is the child left to "grow naturally"? 1Is the child shielded from accel-

erational influences?
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A closely allied scale is:
6.1 Readiness of Explanation (Satisfied curiosity - Thwarts

curiosity): This scale rates the parent's tendency to satisfy the
child's intellectual curiosity irrespective of whether the answers are
accurate or honest, Does the parent readily respond to the child's
"Why"? and "How"? questions? Or is the child thwarted in attempts to
get information and explanation from the parent?

In the light of these two scales, the measure yielded by

the third scale in the intellectuality cluster is important, This is

called:
8.1 Understanding (Keen --Obtuse): The scale involves the

pérentfs ability to meet the child on his own level, to show insight
and empathy in regard to his needs, capacities and limitations, Ad-
mittedly, the process includes an emotional component as well as the
primary intellectual one, These questions are helpful to the rater,
Does the parent's behavior indicate a thorough and intelligent under-
standing of the child? Does it indicate a failure to appreciate the
child's capacities and limitations?

The measures of control used by the parent, which consti-
tute the third dimension of parental behavior, comprise two scales,
of which the first is termed:

3.)1 Restrictiveness of Regulations (Restrictiveness -

Freedom): In this case, the rater considers the restrictiveness of

the regulations set up by the parent as standards to which the child
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is expected to conforms The parental expectations can be implied
as well as overtly expressed, The guiding questions are: Are the
requirements numerous and severe; or few and mild? In meeting
these standards would the child be highly limited in his behavior,
or would he still have a large measure of freedom?

It can be readily seen how closely the following scale
is related‘to the one just described,

3422 Coerciveness of Suggestion (Mandatory --Optional):

This evaluates the quality of the parentt!s suggestions in dealing
with the child's immediate behavior, These are the pertinent ques-
tions: Does the parent attempt to control a situation by issuing
orders or commands, to be obeyed? Or does the parent make her

suggestions optional, or discretionary, with the child?

In summary: the preceding individual scales define the
major dimensions of parental behavior as revealed by cluster analysis
of related variables, The scales which form clusters have been re-

ferred to in terms of: warmth, democracy and intellectuality, and

restrictiveness, It has been found in further study of the scales,

however, that another cluster of scales applies in a selective man-
ner to some parents, This cluster, which includes three scéles, has
been called indulgence,

The first of the scales in this category is:

L.l General Babying (Over-helps —-Refuses to help): On

this scale, the effort is made to rate the parent's tendency to help
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the child through the ordinary difficulties of every-day life. It
applies only to tasks the child is attempting on his own, These ques-
tions are useful: Does the parent insist on helping in situations
where the child is quite capable? Or does the parent withhold aid .
even in major difficulties?

The second of the related scales is referred to as:

i.2 General Protectiveness (Sheltering ——Exposing): In

this case, the parent's reaction to threats to the child's well-being
is noted, Hagards arising from physical, social, mental or other
sources are p:operly Qongide:edmin the‘rater's Jjudgment., Does the
parent tend to keep the child unnecessarily sheltered? Does she
prevent difficulties from reaching the child? Or does the parent
tend to expose the child to dangers and difficulties?

The last of the indulgence scales is understandably linked
with the other two, The title of this scale is:

7ol Solicitousness for Child's Welfare (Anxious - Nonchalant):

The parent's tendency to display over-concern for the child's well-
being 1s rated in this instance, It includes any and all factors re-~
lated to the child's comfort. The following questions help to deter-
mine the parental rating, Is the parent readily excited to overt
amxiety out of all proportion to the importance of the situation? Or
is thg parent markedly calm, cool and nonchalant, even in the face of
critical danger to the child?
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A1l of these scales provide a frame of reference for an
understanding of the patterns of maternal behavior to be discussed,
The remaining scales have an important bearing in any evéluation of
parental behavior, particularly so, when an individual home is under
study from the clinical standpoint, However, the purposes of this

study do not warrant a description of all the scales in the battery,

Summary of the Scales,

The clusters of scales, which define the three major di-
mensions of parental behavior have been individually presented and
described, The warmth factor includes these five scales:

T+2 Acceptance of the Child

52 Direction of Criticism

8.3 Affectionateness

8.)i Rapport between Parent and Child

1,91 Child-centeredness of the Home
Another dimension of parental behavior involves the concept

of democracy, as measured by two scales:

3.15 Democracy of Policy
3.1k Justification of Policy

and that of intellectuality,as determined by three scales:

343 Accelerational Attempt

6.). Readiness of Explanation -

8.1 Understanding

The third dimension of parental behavior pertains to re-

strictiveness, as estimated by two scales:

3,11 Restrictiveness of Regulations
3422 Coerciveness of Suggestions
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In addition, a behavioral cluster, called indulgence, con-
tains the following three scales:
L1 General Babying

Lis2 General Protectiveness
Tel Solicitousness for Child!s Welfare

2, Description of the Patterns of Maternal Behavior

The selection of four groups of mothers was made on the
basis of the mothers' ratings on the clusters of variables, That is,
the mothers who showed similarities of ratings on specific clusters
were placed in similar groups, It was stated earlier in the study
that the ratings are spandard scores, The mean is established at 50,
High scores are those above the mean; low scores those below it, Con-
sequgntly.rthe scores on related variables were examined to determine
the patternings of‘high and low scores, A mother would be rated as
being high on a cluster if all, or all but one of the variables in

that cluster were high,

Group I: "Ideologically Democratic®

The pattern of maternal ratings characteristic of the mothers

in group I is graphically representéd in Figure I,
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The highest ratings are those on democracy, indicating that ad-

herence to democratic policy is valued, Low ratings on restrictive-
ness suggest that the child is given considerable freedom of movement,
The ratings on warmth tend to be low, showing that the mother is casual
in her emotional attadhment.to the child, The low ratings on indul-
gence suggest_that the child is encouraged to be self-reliant,

*Ideological Democracy" is a convenient caption to use in

referring to this pattern of maternal behavior, To facilitate clarity
of presentation, this term will be used in future discussion to identi-
fy the mothers showing this constellation of ratings,

The mother-child relationship characterized as "ideologically
democratic" presents these features, The mother adheres to a conscious-
ly planned method of handling the child; in this instance, control pol-
icies derive from democratic interchange with the child, Such parental
behavior demandg a degree of intellectuality and emotional distance which
markedly reduces the amount of warmth and affection shown towards the

child, whatever the parent's true sentiments may be,

Group II: "Restrictively Cold"
~ The mothers in group II show an entirely different pattern
of ratings, A study of the ratings as shown in Figure 2 reveals the

differences,
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It is immediately apparent that all the ratings are low except
those on restrictiveness, The underlying emotional attitude is
one of rejectance, The mother who rates low on all the warmth
variables usually does not find satisfaction in dealing with her
children as individuals. She tends to limit the number of occa-
sions when she is in direct contact with the child or to be obliv-
ious of him whén he is present, When she is in contact with him,
she controls his behavior in a highly authoritative manner, The
low ratings on indulgence indicate that the child is obliged to
deal with difficulties on his own, | |

It is convenient to refer to these mothers as "restric-
tively cold" in terms of the pattern of ratings just described,
The mother-child relationship is summed up as follows: her be-
| havioriis overtly rejecting towards the child, whether consciously
or unconsciously’mqtivated. Hostility and resentment are usually
accompanying factors, Control measures are highly_restrictivevand

arbitrary, often running counter to the child's realistic needs,

Group IITI: "Spontaneously Democratic"

The-mpthers in group III reveal a pattern of ratings high-
1y contrasting with that of the mothers in group II, A glance at
Figure 3 shows that the ratings are above the mean, except for re-

strictiveness,



-30 -

€ °3td

Axoyspusy ° Teuotqdo *33ng UoT4sa33ns JO SSOUBATOI80) 22°€
UOTIOTIISSY ¢ wop3axy SuotjeTndal JO SSOULATIOTIISSY TI°C

) . SSEANIATIOTHISEM
snotxuy . quUBeTBYOUON aIBJ[3M JOF SSOUSNO3TOTIOS T°.
3utaeyTeus * Butsodxy ssousaTqoajoad Texsush  2°7
sdTay~I940 . dray -SpTOYUITA Sutiqeq Texsusp T°f

: o SYOLOVA FONIDTNANT
usa) * | ©sn3qo PTIYO Jo 3utpueisispuy (°g
£3TS0TINO SSTISTIES e °SOTaNO sqxemy] uopqeueTdxe Jo sssurpeey 19
£1038187020Y ¢ Axojspaeqay _._qdwe3je TBUOTJEIATEIOY €°C
oTqeIOOWRQ s TeTI07810TQ  fotTed Jo Aoradomaq ST°¢
TBuoT}®Y I* AL18I3TqTY £Lotrod JO UOTFBOTITISNP I°C

L AITTVALOFTTEINT % XOVEDORET
SNOXO03TA qxeuy | JaYjOW YJTM 30BqUOD JO KqIsusqul 2T
PaI8USO-PTTUD ’ pIOqnS=-pTTUD oWOY JO SSaUPAISIUO-PTIUY T6*C
qxoddex 8soT) : UoT}eTosI .. PTTUD yya qxoddey _i°g
93BUOT3O9FFY _ oTT380H PITUD PIBMO] SSOUa1BUOTIOOFIY  t°Q
Teaoxddy Teaoxddestq WSTOTFTIO JO UOTIOIFA  2°S
uotqoasq| ¢ . uotqoalay _ PTTY® Jo ooue3deddy  g°*L

. HUISNTD HIRYVM
08 OL 09 05 Of of .02 8JI00G [ 9TqeTIBp  *ON

ydtH . e3ereay .. MoO] ) .

*dNOND wOIILVIOOWAA ATSNOINVINOASw THI NT UTHION V JO FITJONd TIIRVS



-31 -

The restrictive cluster is negatively correlated with the other
clusters, as is true of the maternal pattern in group II, The high
ratings on warmth characterize the mother as accepting of the child
and devoted to his interests, The low ratings on restrictiveness
indicate that she is casually permissive and makes little effort to
restrict his freedom unless it threatens his welfare, The latter
implication follows from the?mother}s fatings on~the indulgence
variables, She has a realistic evaluation of thé child's needs as’a'
developing individual and she provides adequate intellectual stimu-
lation for him, as is indigatgd by the}ratings on.intellectuality.
Thé democratic ratings are higﬁ,and help to distinguish
thislgroup'of mothers who adhere to democratic methods because of
a cqnviction that the child will ben;fit from such handling, It is
convenient to identify this pattern of maternal behavior as "spontan-

eously democratic", This type of democratic mother is fundamentally

-accepting of the child, She is motivated'to treat him as a unique in-
dividual because of her warmth and sense of enjoyment in being with
him, Her democratic techniques stem from appreciation of the child
rather Fhan from intellectual approval of the methods as is tfue of

the mother in group I,

Group IVs "Restrictively Warm"

The pattern of maternal behavior found in the mothers in

group IV can be seen by referring to the ratings in Figure L,
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These mothers have high ratings on ihdulgence, warmth and restric-
tiveness, "mixed" ratings on intellectuality and low ones on democ-
racy. The relatively low ratings on democracy and high ones on re-
strictiveness are in contrast to the ratings shown by the "spontan-
eously democratic" mothers, Here, the mother tends to lavish her
attention on the child, as indicated by the indulgence ratings,
thus hampering his efforts to be as resourceful as he can be, On
the other hand, she may well "push him" in some areas of develop-
ment beyond his capacity, as is suggested by ratings on the intell=-
ectuality cluster, since she tends to show a limited understanding

of his needs (the scale on understanding of the child has the lowest

rating in this cluster), In the area of restriction, she tends to
limit the scope of hié operations in accordance with maternal con-
victions. In_the high ratings on warmth, the mother refleets her
identification with her child and a sense of self-satisfaction,

The mother in this group will be arbitrarily alluded to as

"restrictively warm", Her concept of the mother-child relationship

derives from traditional values, Her behavior is designed to "guide
anq mold" the child, therefore resulting in restrictive policies,
Warmth accompanies the mother-child contact when the child is depend-
ent and immature, but it tends to decline as the child matures, and

by his developing independence, comes into conflict with maternal goals,

Summary

Four patterns of maternal behavior have been described in
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terms of the varying ratings of the mothers on the following clus-

ters of variables: wammth, democragy, intellectuality, restrictive-
ness and indulgence, The four groups of mothers hitherto labelled I,

II, ITT and IV will in future discussion be referred to respectively

as:

The "Ideologically Democratic" group
The "Restrictively Cold" group
The "Spontaneously Democratic" group
The "Restrictively Warm" group
Although this study is limited to these four patterns of
maternal behavior, it should be pointed out that an undetermined
number of patterns can exist, and that there are individual varia-

tions in the patterns that have been described,
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IV PROCEDURES IN THE ANALYSIS OF THE DATA

1. The Rorschach Scoring Method Used

The research demands of the study determined the scoring
system which was used, The following test factors were scored accord-
ing to Beck's (L) system: Location areas, popular responses, z scores
and the form quality, In the determinant area, these scores were used:
M, FC, CF and C, The FM and m scores, as advocated by Klopfer and

. Kelley (18) were included since the use of these scores is desirable
in children's Rorschach records, The shading scores, Fc, c, Fe! and

c', are used here as they are defined by Piotrowski (28),

2 Statistical Considerations

The futility of making indiscriminate statistical tests on
Rorschach data with little regard for their applicability in terms of
the assumptions basic to those procedures has been pointed out in a |
recant publication by Cronbach (10), Widespread interest in the de-
velopment of techniques which can be appropriately utilized in analyz-
ing projective tests is currently manifest in the literature, However,
these procedures are still in a developmental stage, In this investi-
gation, the statistical test chosen was one which makes no assumptions
about normality of distrihution, equality of measuring units, or sample
size,

Two major approaches were used, First, tests were made to

_determine the significance of the inter-group differences for various
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quantitative Rorschach scores, The scores of the groups on specific
Rorschach factors were ranked, dichotomized at the median of the two
groups being compared, and the data cast into a two by two table,

Probabilities were then computed using the exact treatment as out-

lined by Fisher (13). The following Rorschach scores were tested by
" this method: total number of responses, number of color responses,
F+%, F%, A%, % R VIII - X and z scores,

Secondly, the individual protocols were evaluated by the
Munroe checklist, otherwise referred to as the Inspection Technique,
This method, to be described, gives quantitative weight'to devi;tiéns
on various Rorschach séores from clinically and empirically derived
norms, The significance of the differences between groups on check-
list items was likewise tested by the exact method,

The difficulties which arise in attempts to handle ratio
scores by the use of conventional statistics are mentioned by Cronbach
(10). Although he has devised a "pattern tabulation" procedure which
is highly promising, it could not be used in this study because the

method requires larger samples(9)., The experience type is the only

ratio considered in this study,

3+ Description of the Munroe Checklist

The Inspection Technique method, otherwise referred to as the
checklist was devised by Munroe, who has carried on extensive research
using the Rorschach test in connection with the testing program at Sarah

Lawrence College, Since 1940, she has applied the Inspection Technique
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routinely in the analysis of the Rorschach records of the students

as a measure of their adjustment level, The revised checklist was

published in 1945 as a monograph (25),

The objectives of the checklist can best be presented in
1
the author's own words, as follows:

"The checklist was designed to cover in a bal-
anced manner, all of the major possibilities of
variation in perceptual response as summarized

in the scoring, and important qualitative nota-
tions, As a corollary of the basic assumption

of the Rorschach method, therefore, the check-

list affords a very comprehensive survey of per-
sonality function as expressed in the perceptual
patterns observed, ZEntries on the checklist are
derived from inter-individual comparison in respect
to each item, and register the important points at
which the functioning of the subject deviates from
the normal range in a manner found to be clinically
unfavorable, The practice of making multiple en-
tries for each item in cases of extreme deviation
in quantity or quality of a particular type of re-
sponse provides for a weighting according to de-
gree of malfunction,"

2
The checkllist contains twenty-seven items, each of which

is accorded one or more of the following marks: plus, minus, letter
or check, The numerical sum of all the entries is the adjustment
score of the individual, The entries apply to six areas of Rorschach

analysis, as follows: location, content, form, shading, movement and

color, The plus sign indicates excessive emphasis of the item in ques-

tion, The minus sign indicates insufficient emphasis, The check is

l. Op. Cite, DPpe 72

2, Twenty-four items were used in this study, Two of them (Time and K,k,),
were not applicable to our data, The item, Color + Movement, was '
eliminated because of Munroe'!s comments as to its dubious value (26),

-~ A sample of the checklist appears in Appendix E,
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used where features other than degree of emphasis prevail, The
letter indicates qualitative variations, Extreme deviations on any
item can be notged by doub;e or even triple entries, and the letters
can be used in combination with the plus or minus entries,
An explanation of the checklist items follows, The items
or signs are listed in the order in which they appear on the blank.l
1. Refusal (v), Failure to find any response to one or
more of the cards, One to three checks can be entered as specified,
2, Time per response, A plus entry if mean time per re-
sponse exceeds 60"; a minus entry if it is less than 30",
4 3¢ W (+,-,V,B), 'Percent.'age of responses using the blot
as a whole, A plus‘ entry is made if the % is over 60; a2 minug entry
if the % is under 15, A vague or a bad whole response is marked V or
B.
h, D4 (+). Applies to responses using small or rare details,
One to three plus entries are inc_lica‘bed according to specified norms,
Ce s (+), Excessive use of white space, i.e., reversal of
figure and éround, as evaluated by qualitative criteria,
6. Suc (r,1)s Succession of responses according to their
location, noting whether the order in which responses are given (wholes,
details, rare details and / or spaces) is rigid (r) or loose (1) or

disorganized (11),

1s See Appendix E,
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7« P, Com (-). One to three minus entries are made if
there is a failure to see a specified number of popular or common
responses,

8+ O (+,B). One to three plus entries are made if there
is an excess of original responses, i.e,, over 50%,

9« At, Sex (+)s Numerical excess of anatomy and sex re-
sponses as well as consideration of qualitative features dictate
assigning ohe to three plus entries,

10, Range (+,-). Range of content categories, A plus
entry is given if the content is excessively wide and scattered,
One to three minus entries are given for limited content (restriction),.
11, F¢ (+,-)s Percentage of responses using the form of the
blots, One to three plus entries are given for percentages in excess
of 503 a.minus entry for a very low percentage,
| 12, F (V,B,E), Vague, bad or overexact forms are indicated
by the appropriate letters, alone or in combination, This applies to
the form quality of all responses and is expressed by a percentage,
13 - 17. These items apply to responses in the shading area,

Shading shock, which is a phenomenon shown by an interruption or inter-

ference in the flow of responses on the darkly shaded cards, qualita-
tively determined, receives one to three checks., The other types of
shading responses are accorded minus or plus signs as indicated by

1l
Munroe,
1, Plus or minus checks can be assigned to shading shock, but the check

alone was used in this study. No entries were made in connection
with FK, K or k items,
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18 - 21, These signs appear in the movement area, An
excessive percent or number of human movement responses (M) is given
one to three plus entries; their absence or under-emphasis is given
one or two minus entriés.

Excessive animal movement (FM) and inanimate movement (m)
are similarly accorded plus entries; underemphasis by minus entries,

The sum of all types of movement responses is scored plus
or minus when it is excessively large or small.:L

22 - 26, Responses in the color area are checked here,

One to three minus entries are given when form color (FC) responses
are low or absent, Excessive use of color form (CF) responses is
accorded one to three plus entries, More than one pure color response
(C) is given a plus entry, Total color is accorded plus or minus en-
tries for excessive use (over 30% of total responses) and for little
use (less than 10%),

These checklist items, as indicators of maladjustment, or
conversely, as indicators of the degree of healthy adjustment, furnish
a quantitative estimate of "the amount of psychological trouble the in-

2
dividual is experiencing,

1, The specific percentages which apply to plus and minus entries will
be found recorded in tables which accompany the presentation of re-
sults, '

2, Gardner Murphy in Personality, ppe. 678,
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The research usefulness of the Inspection Technique, which
is essentially an adaptation of the "neurotic signs" approach well-
known to Rorschach analysts, has been pointed out by Cronbach (10).
The reports of research using the method are those of: Roe (29,30),

Anderson and Munroe (1), and Munroe (26).

L. Use of the Munroe Checklist with Children

To the writer's knowledge, the Munroe checklist has not
been used in the analysis of children's Rorschach records, At the
time she published her monograph, Munroe mentioned that preliminary
studies were under way to apply the inspection technique to girls,
aged twelve to seventeen years, No published report has appeared,

The signs approach has been used by several investigators
in the analysis of children's Rorschach records. Davidson (11)
used a list of seventeen signs in her study of 102 superior children,
aged nine to thirteen years, Gair (16) used the same list of signs
with a group of superior seven year olds, In a current report,
Davidson (12) reviews the studies in which the signs of adjustment
have been used in research on children's Rorschach tests, Several
pf these reports have not been published, Davidson indicates that
the ages of the children are from nine to twelve years,

Although the Inspection Technique was designed primarily
for young adults, the variability on individual items appears suffic-

iently wide to be inclusive of children's norms, The experience of
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the investigators quoted above suggests that the sign approach can
be applied to children's Rorschach records, The checklist was chosen
for use in this study because Munroe's presentation of the items, the
underlying concepts and the experimental results are fundamentally

sound in the writer's judgnment,
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V. RESULTS OBTAINED IN THE ANALYSIS OF THE CHILDREN'S RECORDS

l, The Rorschach Factors

The probability levels secured by analyzing group differ-
ences in the children's records on specific Rorschach factors fall
short of the five percent confidence level with one exception, These

results are reporf.ed in Table 2,

Table 2,
INTERGROUP PROBABILITY LEVELS ON RORSCHACH SCORES

I&II T&III T&IV II&TII II&IV III &IV

Scores

Total R 26l x x x . x x
F+9 x x .26 x x .208
No. of C.R. x x 1100 .15] .115 x
AZ x x «110 .182 x 078
F% x .10k x x x .036%
%R VIII-X X 0372 X 0182 237 > 9

7 scores x x x .095 x <095

R means Responses; CR means color responses.

x means P level was not calculated since by inspection, the result fell
far short of the 5% level,

¥ Significant beyond the 5% level,

Intergroup comparisons were made on the following Rorschach factors:

total number of responses, number of color responses, F+%, FZ%, A%,

#R VIII-X and z scores. The probability level for F% for groups III

and IV is beyond the five percent level, In the light of the number
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of significance tests which were made, this single result cannot be
regarded as significant,

The experience type, defined as the ratio of movement scores

to weighted color scores, is an'indication of the affective stability
of the individual, Rorschach stated that since color responses repre-
sent lability of affect, the more that color responses predominate over
kinaesthgtic responses, the more unstable is the affectivity of the in-
dividual; the more predominant the kinaesthetic responses, the more
stable the affectivity, He called the experience types lacking both
movement and color responses coartated, and he indicated that depression
or fixity of attention narrowed the experience potential of the indi-
vidual, Rorschach's comment that education and the development of dis-
ciplined thinking coartate the experience type of children is of interest
in the light of the age groups under study, He states, "Learning to read
plays an important role in this coartation due to the fact that it
teaches clear form perception.f'l

In an effort to evaluate the relative degree of affective
stability found in the children in this study, using Rorschach's form-
ulation as a guiding principle, the ratio of movement to weighted color

scores was analyzed, We define as affectively stable those children in

whose records there is a balance of movement and weighted color scores
or in which there is a predominance of movement over color, The affec-

tively unstable children include those in whose records the predominance

1, Psychodiagnostics, p. 118,
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of color responses in the M to sum C ratio is one or more, The
coartated records, implying emotionally dull or flat affect, are
accordingly eliminated from this aspect of the study, Table 3 shows

the distribution of the experience types in the children's records,

Table 3.
DISTRIBUTION OF CHILDREN'S EXPERIENCE TYPE PATTERNS

: GROUPS
Experience type I I1 IIT v
Coartated 2 1 L 1
Affectively stable 6 L 10 7
Affectively unstable 7 8 2 5
Totals 15 13 16 13

The result obtained on affective stability by the application
of the exact method indicates thét a significant difference between
groups II and III is present, (P=,036) with group IIT showing the emo-
tionally stable pattern. In an exploratory study such as this, a re-
sult beyond the 5% confidence level is acceptable as indicating varia-
bility possibly due to other than chance factors., However, again in
view of the number of significant results, this single result cannot
be regarded as established,

We must conclude, therefore, that as a result of the applica-
tion of»statistical tests to the analysis of the Rorschach scores, no

differences have been conclusively demonstrated,
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-2¢ The Munroe Checklist Scores

1l
The adjustment scores on the Munroe checklist range from

3 to 23 with the group mean being 12,8h, standard deviation 4.38.

The data for the individual groups are summarized in Table L,

Table L
MEAN CHECKLIST SCORES ON THE CHILDREN'S RECORDS

I IT III Iv
Means 12,8 13,16 13.5 11,46
Standard Deviation L.08 5.77 3.1 L,06

The standard deviations for groups II and III were subjected to fur-
ther analysis, The "F" test, as described by Lindquist (22), makes
it possible to test the difference between standard deviations of

two small samples, By gpplyingvthe F test tp groups II and III, the
obtained value of F is 3,31, An F value of 3.67 would be expected

at the 1% level: an F value ofv2.h8 at the 5% level, It may be
concluded, therefore, that groups II and III are not drawn from
equally variable populations. The variability of the checklist scores

is wider for group II than it is for group III. Although the mean ad-

1., The adjustment score is the numerical total of all the entries made
on the individual checklist sheets,
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1
Justment level of these two groups, as evaluated by the ITS is
comparable, there is a wider fluctuation from that level among the
children of "restrictively cold" mothers than is true of the fluctua-
tion among the children of "spontaneously democratic" mothers,
The remaining five inter-group differences were tested and

found to be non-significant,

3« Checklist Scores in the Rorschach Categories

The results obtained by analysis of specific checklist

2 , :
items will be presented as they refer systematically to items in

the following Rorschach categories: 1location, content, form, shading,

movement and color.
A, Location,

The pertinent data relevant to the location items are pre-

sented in Table 5,

1. The abbreviation, ITS, is a éonvenient designation for Inspection

Technique Scores,
2, The individual checklist entries for each child in the study appear

in Chart I,
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Table 5

INCIDENCE OF CHECKLIST ITEMS ON LOCATION IN CHILDREN'S RORSCHACHS

I I 111 v P
Items N ¢ N g N % N %
W (Rwnl) 93 9 70 9 56 11 85
=) 1 7 2 15 &5 31 1 8
(- =) 0 1 8 2 13 17
(+) 0 1 7 0O 0
W Form (Rwnl) 5 3. 9 170 13 81 6 L6
TB,5V,V) 10 67 ) 30 3 19% 7 sk P=,018

N refers to frequency of children in each group.
Rwnl means that the response occurs within normal limits,
*probability is calculated on these two groups,

¥ (-) W& is less than 15%, (- =) W entirely absent, or not more than
Popular or vague W, (+) W ¢ over 60%,

W Form, (B) Over 25% of all W are definitely poor form (F-). (BV) if
sum of vague responses plus twice the number of B responses is
over 50% of all W, (V) Over 50% of the W are vague,

The frequency with which the children give whole (W) responses is con-

sistent for groups I, II and IV, In group III, there is a trend in the

direction of producing fewer W responses, When consideration is given
to form accuracy of whole responses, (W, B, BV, V), there is a differ-
ence, significant beyond the 2% level, between groups I and III on this
item, The children influenced By "ideologically democratic" mothers
are less accurate in perceiving whole responses on the Rorschach than

are the children influenced by "spontaneously democratic" mothers,
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b, Content,
The data concerning checklist entries in the content area

are shown in Table 6, The results on the range item are consistent

Table 6
INCIDENCE OF CHECKLIST ITEMS ON CONTENT IN CHILDREN'S RORSCHACHS

I - II 111 v
Items N % N Z N y4 N y4
Popular (Rwnl) 7 L7 5 38 11 69 7 Sk
- 7 L7 5 38 5 31 3 23
(- =) 1 6 1 8 0 2 15
(- - =) 0] 2 15 0] 1 8
Range (Rwnl) 7 L7 5 38 7 Wb 5 38
- 7 L7 8 62 8 50 6 L6
(- =) 1 6 0 1 6 1 8
(- - =) 0 0 0 1 8

N refers to frequency of children in each group,
Rwnl means that the response occurs within normal limits,

Popular (-)3populars or less. (-~ =) Only one P, (- - =) No P,
Range (-) A% is 60 to 80% of R; A*H % is 75 to 90% of R; Ad and Hd %
is 25 to 50% of R. (- -) A% is 80 to 90% of R; and HZ are
90 to 95% of R; Ad and Hd% is 50 to 75% of R, (= = =) AZ
over 90%; A and H responses exclusively; Ad and Hd over 75%,
for all groups, The obtained result appears to be higher than the cri-
terion on A% for children's records, implying that these groups are more
stereotyped in their thinking and have a narrower range of interests
than is}expected, There is less interhgroup consistency in the findings

regarding the popular item, but the discrepancy between groups II and

_ III is not significant,
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ce Form
The results which apply to form entries can be seen in
Table 7,

Table 7
INCIDENCE OF CHECKLIST ITEMS ON FORM IN CHILDREN'S RORSCHACHS

I II III v
Items N ¢ N % N % N ¢
F% (Rwnl) 5 33 2 18 3 19 2 18
™) 7 L7 7 5k L 25 9 70
(++) 2 13 3 23 6 37 2 15
(+++) 1 7 1 8 3 19 0
F (Rwnl) b 2 15 1 6 2 15
B)(VB) (V) 9 60 7 5k 1 88 8 62
(BB) 6 Lo L 31 1 6 3 23

N refers to frequency of children in each group,
Rwnl means that the response occurs within normal limits,

F % (+) 50 to 75% of total responses use form. (++) 75 to 90% use form,
(+++) over 90% use form,

F (B) Form quality of all responses where form is primary is between
60 and 80%, or 3 very poor forms, (BB) Form quality is below 60%,
or more than )y very poor forms, (VB) Sum of V plus twice that of B
responses is between 60 and 70%. iL$ 3 explosive or evasive re-
sponses in significant places,

The incidence of form responses is unusually high for all groups if the

F% above 50 is accepted as the normative criterion for children, Groups

I, II and IV shoyf consistent results reg_arding the accuracy of all per-

cepts in which form is a primary determinant (Rwnl + B,VB, V), For
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Group III, accuracy of percepts is marked, but the discrepancy bhetween
Group IIT and each of the other groups is not significant, There is a
consistency, then, in the tendency seen here and in the findings already
reported for group III, accuracy of form level in whole fesponses.
de Shading

The checklist items which involve the shading component are

reported in Table 8, The occurrence of shading shock is comparably high

Table 8
INCIDENCE OF CHECKLIST ITEMS ON SHADING IN CHILDREN'S RORSCHACHS

I IT I1I v P
Ttems N 4 N % N % N %
Absence of Shock L 27 3 23 4 25 8 62
Shading Shock 11 73 10 77 12 75 5 38
Fc (Rwnl) 5 33 6 L6, 1 6 5 38
™) 10 67 7 55U 15 9 8 62  p=,037

N refers to frequency of children in each group,
Rwnl means that the response occurs within normal limits,
*Probability is calculated on these two groups,

Shading Shock Overt reaction to the dark nuances of the cards evaluated
by customary Rorschach standards.

F¢ (=) Not more than 1 Fc is present (exception: 1 good Fec if R is less
than 15) *

in groups I, ITI and IIT indicating that there is overt reaction to the

anxiety-provoking nuances of the dark cards, The difference shown on

this item by group IV is not significant, but it may represent a ten-

dency implying that thiks group is less sensitive to the threatening
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aspects of the dark shading,

The difference between groups II and III regarding the occurr-
ence of the Fc response is significant beyond the 54 level, Where thg
maternal attitudes, characterized as "restrictively cold" prevail, the
children reflect a type of emotional sensitivity to the environment,
which demands peripheral adaptation on the part of the individual, For
the children influenced by maternal attitudes characterized as "spon-
taneously democratic", this type of response occurs so infrequently as
to be almost non-existent.,

e, Movement

_ The analysis of checklisﬁ items in the movement area is pre-
sented in Table 9, The frequencies reported in the production of human
movement (M) responses are‘comparable for groups I, II and ITII, Similar
results are noted in the occurrence of animal movement (FM) responses,
Both of these findings are below the criteria expected in children's
records and imply a limited development of the capacity to be iﬁagina-
tive and creative in intellectual pursuits., Group IV shows a different
trend, Here, the incidence of M and FM responses corresponds more
closely to expected criteria, The difference between this group and
group II is significant beyond the 5% level, (M,- -)o The children
dominated by "restrictively warm" mothers produce more human movement
responses than do the children dominated by "restrictively cold" mothers.

A similar trend between these groups is noted on the total movement item,




Table 9

INCIDENCE OF CHECKLIST ITEMS ON MOVEMENT IN CHILDREN'S RORSCHACHS

I 11 IIT Iv P
Items N % N ¢ N % N %
M (Rwnl) 5 33 3 23 7 L 8 61
™) 0 0 1 6 1 8
(<) L 27 2 15 2 13 0
(--) 6 Lk 8 62 6 37 L4 31* pa,o047
FM (Rwnl) 7 k7 4y 312 L 25 9 69
™) 1 6 1 8 1 6 0
(<) 7T L7 8 61 11 69 L4 3
Total Movement (Rwnl) 9 60 6 L6 8 50 9 170
(+) 1 7 0 0 1 8
(<) 2 13 2 15 § 31 1 8
(= =) 1 7 1 8 1 6 2 1h
(= =-=) 2 13 L 33 2 13 o0

N refers to frequency of children in each group.
Rwnl means that the response occurs within normal limits,
¥Probability is calculated on these two groups,

M (+) 30 to 4OZ M responses, (5 or 6 M if R is less than 15; 8 to 10 M
if R is more than 50).

M (=) 2 l§ responses (1L M if R is less than 15; 2 or 3 M if R is more than

M (-~ =) 1MornoM(noMif R is less than 15),

FM (+) FM 3 or L4 with M (- =), FM:M equal to 2:1,
™M Not more than one common FM or 2 additional FM responses,

Total Movement (+) M,FM and m responses between LO to 60%,

Total Movement (=) M,FM and m responses between 5 to 10%, (2 responses if R
is less than 15),

Total Movement (- =) M, FM and m responses between 1 to 5%, (1 response if
R is lessthan 15),

Total Movement (- - =) Total Absence of movement,
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f. Golor

The data relevant to checklist items on color are summarized
in Table 10, Color shock occurs at a comparably high level in groups
I, IT and IV, The appearance of color in the Rorschach cards can be a
disturbing factor which alters the individual's intellectual performance
in some observable manner, The Rorschach analyst, recognizing that emo-
tional attitudes have been stimulated in the individual, refers to this
phenomenon as color shock, and he estimates its effects as a constructive
or destructive force in the individual's functioning.

A study of the results on color items reveals consistent trends,
Group III displays the lowest percentages on all color items, Groups I,
IT and IV show a similarity in the reactive pattern on all color items
except total color,

The discrepancy between groups II and IIT on color form re-

sponses (CF,=-) is significant beyond the 5% level, Children whose ma-
ternal influence is "“restrictively cold" produce more responses of the
" impulsive, immature type than do the children of mothers characterized
as "spontaneously democrat ic',

The inter-group differences in color reactivity are more strik-
ing when the item total color is under scrutiny, The difference between
groups II and III is significant beyond the 1% level, The respective diff-
erences between groups II and I, and between II and IV, are significant be-
yond the 5% level, The children in group II may be said} to be color con-
scious by contrast with the children in any of the other groups, These

children, raised in a maternal climate designated as "restrictively cold",
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Table 10

INCIDENCE OF CHECKLIST ITEMS ON COLOR IN CHILDREN'S RORSCHACHS

I II III v P
Items N ¢ N ¢ N % N ¢
Color Shock 12 80 12 92 11 62 11 85
FC (Rwnl) 8 53 8 62 6 37 7 54
) L 27 3 23 L 25 1 8
(= =) 3 20 2 15 6 37 5 38
CF,CF:FC (Rwnl) 6 Lo 7 5k L 25 7 54
= 17 2 15 0 0
(<) 8 53 b 31" 12 75% 6 6 p=,0l3
C more than 1 6 Lo L 31 1 6 L 31
Total Color (Rwml) 6 L0 11 8L 6 37 6 L6
¥y 2 13 1 8, 0 0
(=s= =) 7 L7 1 8 10 63 7 5 P=,009
3 * P=,040
¥* 3* P=.Oh0

N refers to frequency of children in each group,

Rwnl means that the response occurs within normal limits,
"Probability is calculated on these two groups,

FC (~) One main FC response, (FC (- -) Definitely no main FC response,

CF:FC (+) 2 or 3 strong CF or whole CF responses with FC (-), or CF:FC
as 2:1 but less than 3:1 if Fc is more than 1,

CF:FC (-) No main CF whether FC is present or not.

C more than 1 One pure color, or two differentiated color responses,

Total Color (+) 30 to L4OZ of total responses, (-) 2 responses using color,
or not more than 10% of total responses except in a very
short protocol, (- -) Not more than 1 response using color,
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produce more color responses than do the children of either "ideo-
logically democratic" mothers or "restrictively warm" mothers, and

far more than do children of "spontaneously democratic® mothers,

Summary of the Results

The results obtained by statistical analysis of the child-
ren's Rorschach records may be summarized as follows:
Inter-group comparisons were made on the following Ror-

schach factors: +total number of responses, number of color responses,

F+%, F%, A%, %R VIII-X, z scores and the experience type, The major-
ity of inter-group comparisons were not significant, The inter-group
difference on F% was significant beyond the 5% level, indicating that
the incidence of form percepts was higher for group III than for group
IV, When the patterns of affective stability, as determined by the
ratio of movement to weighted color scores were compared, group II
showed the emotionally unstable pattern, group III, the more stable
one,

The adjustment scores, derived from the Munroe checklist,

were found to be comparable for all groups, The "F" test was applied
to the adjustment means of groups II and IIT; it was found that the
variability between the means was significant beyond the 2% level, with
group II demonstrating the wider variability,

The analysis of inter-group differences on specific checklist

items revealed that there were seven differences, six of them significant
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beyond the 5% level, one beyond the 1% level, The significant diff-

erences, found in the location, shading, movement and color categories

are as follows:

Wholé responses were perceived more accurately by group
IIT than by group I,

The shading score, Fc, showed a higher frequency for group
II than for group III,

Human movement responses occurred more frequently in group
IV than in group II.

The color form responses of group II exceeded those of group
11T,

The analysis on total color indicated that group II produced
more color responses than did each of the other groups., The inter-
group difference between groups II and III is beyond the 1% level,

It should be noted, however, that although two differences
were noted on Rorschach factors and seven differences were noted on
the checklist items out of the total number of inter-group compari-
sons made, none of the differences discussed above can be accepted
with confidence. At best, they serve as suggested hypotheses for

independent study on a completely new sample,



VI DISCUSSION OF THE RESULTS

The results obtained by the application of statistical
tests to the group differences are largely negative as regards the
quantitative Rorschach scores and the Munroe checklist items, There
are positive features in the data to be discussed in a subsequent

section,

1. Interpretation of Statistical Results,

The 5% confidence level is acceptable in determining the sig-
nificance of intergroup differences in an exploratory study of this type.
At this level of confidence, two significant differences were found in
the analysis of the Rorschach scores, Cronbach (10) has pointed out
the necessity of interpreting the differences obtained by the applica-
tion of statistical tests in the light of the total number of signifi-
cance tests which are made, In consideration of the total number of
tests which were made on the Rorschach scores, these two results can
not be regarded as established.,

The number of differences, significant beyond the 5% level,
which were detected by an analysis of the checklist items was six,

One difference was reported beyond the 1% level., These differences,
and in addition, those differences which failed to reach the estab-
lished level of confidence are summarized in Table 11, The number of
significant differences found on checklist items can also not be re-

garded as demonstrated,
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Table 11

INTERGROUP PROBABILITY LEVELS ON CHECKLIST ITEMS

e — e———

e

— ——

Checklist Items Groups Probability
Location x
~ W (B,BV,V) IIT & I «018"
Form
FG (++,+++) III & IV 4057
FR (++,+++) III & I 2086
F (BB ) IIT& I +065
Shading
Fc (=) II & III .037%
Shading Shock III & IV 107
Movement
T M (- =) IT & IV SOLT*
FM (=) IIT & IV «095
Color *
cF (=) II & III #0lU3”
C more than 1 IIT & I <065
Total color (—=,- -) IT & IIT »009%¥*
Total color (-,- -) IT &I .ohq:

*Significant beyond the 5% level,
**5ignificant beyond the 1% level,

The data do not show whether the particular differences found

also represent chance phenomena,

rection,

Assumptions can be made in either di-

It is entirely possible that there are positive features in

these reported differences, the implications of which will be consider-

ed subsequently,
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1
The results obtained on the adjustment scores indicate that

the groups are essentially comparable in their adjustment levels, The
group mean for this sample of children is 12,8l,standard deviation
.38, The individual group means correspond rather closely, as can be
seen in Table L, The difference in the deviations of mean adjustment
level for groups II and III was tested and found significant beyond

the 2% level, The mean adjustment level of children who have "spontan-
eously democratic" mothers is more truly representativé of them as in-
dividuals than it is of children who have "restrictively cold" mothers,
although‘their adjustment levels as groups may be simiiar.

In the absence of reports on the use of adjustment scores
with children, the evaluative significance of the obtained results is
nof clear, In her experience using the adjustment scores with a young
college population, Munroe states that "a tally of entfies above 10
suggests rather serious maladjustment; above 15, possible psychopath-
ology."™ The trend in the direction of evaluating the'adjustment of
children by means of a sign approach is apparent from Davidson's re-
cent review (12), She uses a sefvof seventeen adjustment signs de-
vised by herself in an earlier investigation (11). The Davidson set
of signs and the Munroe checklist seem to be comparable, Davidson
éeported the mean adjustment score of 102 bright children, aged nine
to twelve years, to be 10,31, standard deviation 2,99, Unfortunately,
1, Munroe refers to these scores as Inspection Rorschach adjustment

ratings,
2., Munroe (25), pp.80,
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Gair's (16) study on a group of bright seven year olds does not
furnish comparative data,

The results of the findings with the group under study
may be interpreted rather tentatively as indicating a moderatgly.
healthy degree of adjustment, as evaluated by the Munroe adjustment

scores,

2. & Considération‘gg Group Trends

If it is assumed that the particular differences, found
significant on analysis of thevchecklist items, are due tq fagtors
other than chance, an inspection of these differences is‘of interest.
Of the seven inter-group differences, six of them refer to group II
(Table 11), If the characteristics of the Rorschach factors involved
in these differences are studied, it is segnvthat five of them relate
to scores which have an emotional connotation in Rorschach interpre-
tation (color and shading). The sixth (movement) combines both emo-
tional and intellectual characteristics, This "clustering? of the
differences, since it singles out group II and emphasizes a specific
type of Rorschach score, suggests that a positive trend exists in the
data, v |

The implications of this trend for the children of mothers
described as "restrictively cold" may now be interpreted, These chil-
dren are likely to be acutely sensitive to emotiongl pressures, In
social interaction, they are inclined to be emotionally immature and

impulsive, perhaps selfish and demanding, Restlessness ahd physical



exertion may characterize them as individuals. They are insistent
on exploiting and examining the environment upon which they depend
for inspiration and direction. They develop‘techniques for_making
superficial adaptations in situations_where a measure of cooperative
effort is demanded, This kind of behavior may reflect the effects
of maternal influence in which rejectance is a salient feature,

It might be asked: since therchildren in the study may be
considered fairly well adjusted,‘what are the adjustive_techniques
they utilize? The data furnish clues, For the children already de-

scribed the adaptation is primarily through emotional channels of

expression, A different trend is suggested for the children in
group IV, Here the mother is "restrictively'warm?. She pampers
the child, loves him warmly, but she is highly restriétive like the
mother already disfussed, The child of such a mother is likely to
turn to fantasy and to find in imaginative pursuits an outlet for
rebellion against maternal dictates, He does not appear to be un-
duly anxious, possibly because anxieties are absorbed in fantasy
lifes A qualitative analysis of the movement responses of the chil-
dren in this group implies that assertive characteristics are prom-
inent,

The adjustive pattern of the child whose mother is "spon-

taneously democratic™ implies that he utilizes intellectual channels,

This mother provides for her child intellectual stimulation accom-

panied by warmth, At the same time, she does not hamper him in his
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learning efforts., The data furnish clues that this child tends to
exercise intellect and reason in his interaction with the environ-
ment, He may become anxious at times, but he is not likely to be- .
come emotionally upsetwor_seriqusly thrgatepgd,v

The trends in the Rorschach data on checklist items, which
suggest positive aspects in thevdata, have been discussed for three
groups of children, For the group of children whose motherg were
termed "ideologically democratic", no clear-cut implications are

drawn,

3. Implications

-

- What are the implications of therpegative findings_in this
study? There are several aspects of the question which may be con-
sidered, The major-vantage points from which to discuss it are those
relevant to the experimental population, the research tools employed
and an evaluation of the importance of the maternal influence itself,

What can be said of the Fels group studied as an experimen-
tal sample? The children are representative of a population ranging
from average to superior mental ability, and of a mid—western culture
drawn from urban as well as rural centers, The group was not random-
ly selecteds It constitutes a moderately homogeneous sample, conse-
quently, extreme variations of the phenoménon studied are not likely
to be represented, Under these conditions, it is more difficult to

demonstrate inter-group differences, In addition, there is the question
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of the numbers in each group., It is possible that if a larger sample
had been available, the results might have been less negatively direc-
ted,

Another question in connection with the sample concerns the
age of the children studied, qu thirds of this group are seven year
olds, At this age, the child has had the“bengfit of stimulation from
other social areas, To what extent the maternal influence has been ren-
dered less effective in competition with the other social pressures
which impinge on the child, would certainly be difficult to predict.
The diminishing effects of the maternal influence at this stage in the
child's development were probably not fully_appreciated, The de-
gree to which maternal behavior is a force in shaping the child's per-
sonality might be studied more favorably in children, aged fou? to
five years, who may be regarded as having reached the maximal limits
of maternal control before other influences set in as compensatory
factors,

The research tools which were used in this study can be
analyzed in critical terms to see if they might have had any bearing
on the negative findings, The Rorschach test, as has been indicated,
is clinically useful in the assessment of individual personalities,
Difficulties present themselves in using the test in research mainly
because the interrelationship ofvscores, assumed to have significance
in individual interpretation, cannot be adequately handled by existing

statistical techniques, The problem is one that has been recognized
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and is the subject of current collaborative study between statis-
ticians and clinicians,

In addition, there are specific problems which apply to the
use of the Rorschach test wiph children, Normative studies are needed
at practically all age levels below adolescence to satisfy scientific
requirements, From the research point_of view,vinvestigators_will be
able to interpret their results with greater assurance when additional
studies are reported regarding the test's reliability with children,
The Rorschach test may not yield information as subtle as the phenomenon
under stud& would have required. On the other hand, with the develop-
ment of procedures adapted for the analysis of the Rorschach test, it
may be possible to test out this premise, Whether the Rorschach tech-
nique, as a research tool, contributed to the negative findings is a
question that cannot be answered with assurance at this times

The writer is essentially in agreement with the point of

view expressed by Bell regarding the usefulness of the Rorschach test,
1
He makes the following statements:

"While the criticism has been leveled at Rorschach workers
that they disregard scientific method and use a sort of
magic to gain the results they report, the quality of the
literature is evidence that the approaches of science have
not been dlsregarded even though traditional methods have
been modified and new methods have been applied, The dis-
tinct impression is gained that the best critics of the
Rorschach technique are found among its exponents, It is
regarded generally, by those who use it, as a method which
still needs much development and must, even in its present
state, be used with caution as well as with enthusiasm ,

e o o Its current usefulness is the product of
the quantity and quallty of research which has been carried
on over the 26 years since the publlcation of Psychodiag-
nostiks,"

l. Op. cite. ppe 151,
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A consideration of the other ;esearch tool used in this
study, namely, the Munroe checklist, is desirable, The method is
still in the experimental stage as is recqgnized by its author
whose results are reported with scientific caution, Cronbach recom-
mends the method as suitably adapted to the anélysis of Rorschach
protocols, It is hoped that the data herein presented may help to
answer the question of its applicability to children's Rorschach
records, The influence which the checklist method may have had on
the negative findings, cannotvbe evaluated by the data, Judgment
must be reserved until further reports.arerpublished. The‘Fels
longitudinal program offers an excellent opportunity for applying
the method in future studies on children,

The emphasis in this study has been focused onvmaternal
behavior as the significant factor in the child's developing per-
sonality, However, influences such as paternal attitudes, sibling
rivalry, social and cultural experiences, may be considered as possib-
ly contributing to the negative findings,

The paternal role has been studied less than has the maternal,
The psychoanalysts have pointed out that in the process of identifica-
tion, the child assimilates values derived from.both»parents. The pro-
cess has positive as well as negative implications as the child ma-
tures into adulthood, Perhaps, the paternal influence has been under-
emphasized and the maternal over-exaggerated in our culturel One has

the impression that fathers have assumed an increasingly active role
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in the rearing of their young children,hat least in some of_our Am-
erican sub-cultures, There are individual instances in which the
paternal attitudes may be regarded as equal to those of the mother,

It is certainly within the experience of clinical workers that fathers
have often had the ™mothering™ role because circumstance, often econom-
ically dictated, has been a guiding factor in those situations, In this
study, paternal attitudes were not ipcluded in the evaluation o£ paren-
tal behavior because there were few ratings on the fathers of the chil-
dren in this sample, It is entirely admissible, nonetheless, that the
influence of paternal patterns of behavior may be a factor contributing
to the negative findings,

Parental influences constitute the beginnings of social in-
fluences in the child's ultimate development as a social being. The
family as a unit is a complex totality providing the child with value
systems which help to determine his adult pattern of behavior, The
interplay of sibling relationships is a factor of paramount importance
in the child's social development as has been pointed out in David
Levy's work, The effects parents have on different children have al-
so been noted by various investigators. Itvwould be scientific negli-
gence to overlook these influences bearing on the development of the
child's personality, The children in our‘group include siblings for
whom these intra-familial pressures exist and are probably interwoven
in the patterns of perceptual behavior appearing in their Rorschach
responses, These pressures too may have added weight to the negative

findings,
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In the light of the number of factors which may have con-
tributed to the negative results, it is encouraging that some trends

having positive implications, emerged,
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VII CONCLUSIONS

The results obtained by the statisticél analysis Qf the
Rorschach records of four groups of children do not discriminate
personality differences which might bé related to differing patterns
of maternal behavior as evaluated by the Fels Parent Behavior rating
scales, Tﬁis interpretation of the results does not mean that person-
ality differences may not-exist in the four groups of children,

The implications of the negative findings were discussed in
terms of the characteristics of the sample, the tools of research and
an evaluation of the maternal influence itself,

Although the results are reportedly negative, those Ror-
schach factors which discriminated between groups were regarded as
having positive implications. The trends for three gréups of children
were discussed in connection with the patterns of maternal behavior,
It was implied that:

(1) The children of "restrictively cold" mothers use emo-
tional avenues of expression as adjustive techniques,

(2) The children of "restrictively warm" mothers resort
to fantasy as a means of adjustment.

(3) The children of "spontaneously democratic" mothers

utilize intellectual channels of expression as their adjustive pattern,
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The result obtained on the Munroe adjustment scores was
tentatively interpreted as indicating a moderately healthy adjust-
ment level for this sample of children., The evaluative signifi-
cance of the Munroe adjustment scores for children constitutes a

subject for further research,
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VIII SUMMARY

1, The individual Rorschach records of a sample of 57
children from the Fels population, aged 6 and 7 years, were eval-
uated to determine what personality factors might be related to
varying methods of parental handling,

2. The patterns of maternal behavior as evaluated by the
Fels Parent Behavior rating scales on 38 mothers differentiated the
four groups of children,

3+ The Rorschach scores and the Munroe_check}ist items
were independently analyzed by the exact method to determine the
inter-group differences, o _ o

he The results obtained by statistical analysis do not
discriminate personality differences which might be related to differ-
ing patterné of maternal behavior,

5 It was recognized that influences other than maternal
might have a bearing on the negative findings,

6. The implications of positive trends in the data were

discussed,
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Wame Date ratec Age in mos.
las+ first

No. | Variable | Sigma index PRESS gac . aRYOHAES 7 A

l.1 |Adjustment of home: Maladjusted Well-adjusted
1.2 |Activeness of home: Inactive Active

l.5 |Discord in home: Harmony Conflict

l.6a |Sociability of family: Reclusve Expansive

l.7 |Coordination of household: Chaotic Coordinated
1.91 |Child-centeredness of home: Child-subord Child=centered
211 |Duration of contact with mother: Brief con Extensive con
2.12 |Intensity of contact with mother: Inert Vigorous

3¢11 |Restrictiveness of regulations: Freedom Restriction
3¢12 [Readiness of enforcement: Lax Vigilant

3.13 |Severity of actual penalties: lild Severe

3414 |Justification of policy: Arbitrary Rational

3015 |Democracy of policys: Dictatorial Democratic
3.16 |Clarity of policy: Vague Clear

3.17 |Effectiveness of policy: Unsuccessful Successful
3.18 |Disciplinary friction Concordant Contentious
3.21 |Quantity of suggestion: Non=suggesting Suggesting
3.22 |Coerciveness of suggestion: Sugg. optional Mandatory
33 |Accelerational attempt: Retardatory Acceleratory
4.1 |General babying: Withholds help Over~helps
4.2 |General protectiveness: Exposing Sheltering
5.1 |Readiness of criticism: Uncritical Critical
502 |Direction of criticism: Disapproval pproval

6.1 |Readiness of explanation: Thwarts curios atisfies cur
7«1 |Solicitousness for welfare: Nonchalant xious

2 |Acceptance of child: Rejection evotion

el |Understanding: Obtuse een

8+2 |Emotionality toward child: Objective Emotional

8+3 |Affectionateness toward child: Hostile Affectionate
8¢4 |Rapport with child: Isolation Close rapport
Plotted by Sigma score A TR S URET e

Checked by L_.GS%

Form PBR 2.1; 10-38. Fels Research Institute JF_—-'-'Q&%§:3£_"1

—

!
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Appendix B

A LISTING OF BECK'S CONTENT CATEGORY

Abbreviations

A
Ab
Ad
Al
An
Aq
Ar
Art
As,
Bt.
Cg
Cl
Dh
Fi
Fd

Category

Animal
Abstraction
Animal detail
Alphabet
Anatomy
Antiquity
Architecture
Art
Astronomy
Botany
Clothing
Clouds
Death

Fire

Food
Geography
Human
Human detail
Household
Implement
Landscape
Mineral
Music
Mythology
Nature
Personal
Recreation
Religion
Rural
Science
Sex

Travel
Vocation
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FELS PARENT BEHAVIOR RATING SCALE NO.,1l.l
Serial Sheet No.

Adjustment of home
(Well-adjusted--Maladjusted)

1/2|3]/4]5]6]7]8] 9]1] Number Rate the general internal adjustment of the
family as a whole in its day=by-day relation-
Pg;::g-of ships. Is the home atmosphere characterized
bl by satisfaction, stability, achisvement, and
happy adjustment; or by thwarting, unpleasant-
Ratee [Iness, repression, and insecurity?
Age in
Months at] This is a broad variable, including conflicts
End of Jamong persons, among motives, or with obstacles.
Period lconflicts may be emotional, social, economic, or
physical; and btoth overt and covert. Reate the
total configuration-~the quality of the child's
Child home atmospheres
B

Exceedingly well=-adjusted. Characterized by plsaszant
co-operation, security, and full satisfactions throughoute.

Fundamentally sound adjustment, but with minor sanflicts
here and there.

Fairly smooth on surface, but suggests undercurrent of
repression or insecurity.

= Definite evidence of mild maladjustment throughout.

Dominated by maladjustment, coloring most family
® activities

Extreme malad justment; torn with conflict, repression,
and insecurity.

Consistency: How variable is the ratee from one situ-
ation to another? 1mter rating at left:

Ve Very gredicte.ble b4 $-2 Very irregular

Saliency: How ortant is this trait in the total
mAcieny tt:lg of the ratoo? Enter rat ag left:

n_ glg charaoteristio 5 - |

Certain: Do you feel tha.t our rat is based on
Cortainty: adegua evidence¥ Enteri%ting at left:
Very adequate 5 4 3 2 1 e
Score Rater B:ttngf
Tolerance g e Date
core
e Checked by Date
112|3|4|6|6]|7]|8] 9 |10|Number Tabulatedb! Date

Rater's Remarks: (continue on back of sheet)

Form PBR-1.1312-37;2M Fels Research Institute



FELS PARENT BEHAVIOR RATING SCALE NO.1l

Serial Sheet No.
1|2 (3]4]5]|6

Number

Period of
Obser-
vation

Ratee
Age in
Months at

End of
Period

718190

Child

T L Er T T Y

.2"82

Activeness of the Hone
{Loetive-=Inactive)

Rate the gemeral activity level of the home,
taking the housshold as a whole. 1Ig the home
atmosphere active, quick, and alsrt; or is it
inactive, slow, and inert?

This is a broad, general varlable, including
amount and quickness of activity, alertness,
decisivensss, and tension, insofar as they are
manifest overtly as part of the child's
environment.

Home extremely bustling, busy, excited, tense.

People in home move quickly, talk rapidly, work with
dispatch. Home alert, wide-awake, moving, decisive.

People move, talk, and work without haste, but with
some dispatch. Home alert, but not hypertense.

People move, talk, and walk with leisurely deliberate-
ness. Home relaxed, but not lackadaisical.

People move slowly, talk slowly, work slowly. Home

passive, relaxed, easy-going, indecisive.

Home poky, lackadaisaical, lazy, slow=-moving, pro=

crastinating.
N ~L - ok - ke b J_ > X
Consistency: How variable is the ratee from one situ-
ation to another? Enter rating at left:
Very predictable 5 4 3 2 1 Very irregular
Saliency: How important is this trait in the total
pattern of the ratee? Enter rating at left:
Hi gglx charaoteristio b4 S 2 n§
rtain Do ou feel that your rati is based on
Cortainty: ade{ﬁa evidenoe¥ Enter gﬁting at lett:
Vory adequate 5 4 3 2 1 Pure guessing
£
Soore Rater R:ting
ek i PRSI Date
co
e Checked by Date
1{2|3|4|5|6]7]8]9]10|Number Tabulated q’ Date
Rater's Remarks: (continue on back of sheet)

Form PBR-1.1312-37;2M Fels Research Institute



FELS PARENT BEHAVIOR RATING SCALE NO. 1.5

Serial Sheet No,.

Pl o

3

N

5

6

10

Number

Period
of obser-
vation

Ratee

Age in

Months at
End of
Period

Child

Sea b T 5T

Liscord in the Home
(Conflict--Harmony)

Rate the extent to which the home surrounds
the child with an atmosphere of overt conflict,
discord, unpleasant argument, recrimination,
quarreling, complaining. Is the home atmosphere
marked by unpleasant discord among individuals?
Or are the inter-personal relations of the house-
hold typically harmonious, friendly, and agreeable?

Disregard canflict between the object-child
and other individuals. Include discord among
siblings, domestics, parents, etc. Disregard
other types of maladjustment, as worry, insecurity,
grief, illness, cynicism. Include discord only
insofar as it impinges more or less directly
upon the child,

Household flies into vindictive recriminations, bitter

disputes, on slightest provocation.

Underlying discords often break through the general sur-

face harmony as’ sharp arguments, or ill-natured sarcasm.

Frequent unpleasant wrangling, complaining, squabbling.

Harmonious basic relationships, overlaid with a good

deal of surface contention, bickering, and teasing.

Tolerant, friendly. Arguments tend to be good-natured.

Teasing occasional.

Quarrels rare.

Peaceful, harmonious, agreeable atmosphere reigns,

Household harmony disturbed only under rare and

extreme circumstances.

e WG RO R Seredi Bl WCHia R IR
Score Rater: g:tgnzf
e ng Scored by: Date:
Range Checked by: Date:
I,l 2[3[L]s|6]7]8]9/10 Numver Tabulated by: Date:

Rater's Remarks: (continue on back of sheet)

Form PBR-1.5; 7-L7; Fels Research Institute



FELS PARENT BEHAVIOR RATING SCALE NO.l.6a

Serial Sheet No.

Sociability of Family
(Aggressive--Reclusive)

1]12|3|415|6|7

8

9

10| Number

Rate the fanmily as & whole according to the

Period of
Obser-
vation

degres to which its energles are directsd cute
ward from the home toward scociety. Is the

family constantly initiating contacts and par=-
ticipation with neighbors, friends, relatives,

Ratee

and in the church, lodge, P.T.A., oteo; or is it

in

reclusive and inwardly orlented, taking little

Age
Months at

interest in and avoiding contacts with the
End of [ community?

Period

Include all social contacts outside the iae
mediate household, excepting necesaary business
routine. Include both breadth and depth of
sociabllity. Include interest, activity,
initiative, hospitality.

Chilad

e S -r = e o e T

"‘F

Family constantly active socially; always seoking new
contacts; eager and uninhibited mixers.

Actively interested in what is going on outsids the
household; mix readily, without being over-ageressive.

Accept contacts with enthusiasm, but hesitate to intruds
into the lives of others.

Neither avoid nor initiate social activities; accept
contacts passively.

Tend to avoid direct social intercourse; seldom go
out; rarely entertain.

Family resents social advances from outside the house-
hold; never mixes sociallye.

Consistency: How variable is the ratee from one situ-

ation to another? Enter rating at left:

Very predictable 5 4 3 2 1 Ve

Saliency: How important is this trait in the total
ety pattern of the ratee? Egter ratinf at left:

Eiégll characteristic 5 4 3 55

Certain Do you feel that your rating is based on
Cortainty: adegﬁate evidence? Enter ggting at left:

Vory adequate 5 4 3 2 1 Pure guessing

Score Paclion R:tgng

Tolerance

of
Date
Date

Scored by

RANEY Checked by

1/2|3|4|5|6|7

8

9

10

Number Date

Tabulated q!

Rater's Remarks: (continue on back of sheet)

Form PBR-1.1312-37;2M Fels Research Institute
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1.7 Co~ordination of Household
(Co=ordins ted=-~Chaotic)

FELS PARENT BEHAVIOR RATING SCALE NO.
Serial Sheet No.

1/2)13/4/5[/6]7[8]9]10] Number Rate the routine functioning cf the household
Period of] 25 to its smoothness of organization. Is it
Obser- | effectively plamed and executed? Or is it
vation unco-ordinated and chaotic?
Ratee Rate on basis of effectiveness in operation
Age in rather than tendency %o systematize every detail.
Months at§ Include care of belongings, co-ordination of
gggigg schedule, planning, meeting of responsbilitites,
and general efficiency of organization as it
works in practice. Disregard variations in
Child aesthetic standards, style, form, socio-economic
status, etc.

Model of efficiency.
Ccnfusion unknowne.

Extremely effective management.
Long=-range planning, flexibly executsd.

Smooth-running and efficient on the whole. House kept
= in order and on schedule most of time. Menls, finances,
education planned ahead. Some superficial disorder.

Considerable disorder, but can
Buying inefficient, but meals
Sometimes off scheduls,

Fair co-ordination.

- usually find things.
fairly adequately planned.
but never miss trains.

Poor co-ordination; essential rudiments of organization
= are there, but inefficiency and confusion are common.
Often late; off schedule half the time. House disorderly.

Chaotic, disorganized.
- No planning. Equipment in tengled scramble.
reigns even in essentialse.

Nothing happens on schedule.
Confusion

|Consistency: How variable is the ratee from one situ-
ation to another? Enter rating at left:

Very predictable 5 4 3 2 1 Very irregular

Salien How important is this trait in the total
SAsSonoy pattern of the ratee? Enter rating at left:

q Eélx characterxstio 64§ . 2.1 ! §é Eiblg

Certain: Do you feel that your rat1 is based on
Cortainty: adegua ovidence¥  Euter ?Eting at left:
Very adequate 5 4 3 I W
Score PR B:to of
Tolerance s 1 Bite
core
. _|Range |} checked by Date

112{3|4]|65|6]|7|8]9 |10|Number Tabulated EZ Date .

Rater's Remarks: (continue on back of sheet)

Form PBR-1.1312-373;2M Fels Research Institute



FELS PARENT BEHAVIOR RATING SCALE NO.

Serial>»Sheet No.

1

2

S

4

5

6

7

S

10

Number

Period of
Obser-
vation

o

-+

lL |

-

- 86 -

Child-centeredness of Home
(Child-centered--Child-subordinating)

Rate the orgenization of the housshold
according to the degree to which it is built
around the child's needs and welfare. Does the
child get more than his proportionate share of
consideration; or is his welfare subordinated
to that of other members of the household?

1.91

Rate for the specific child, as against the
entire remaining household including siblings.
Behavior is "child-centered" to the extent
that it involves sacrifice of pleasure, con-
venience, opportunity, etc., in attempting to

. benefit the child.

Whole househcld revolves around child; many ma jor

sacrifices for child's trivial comfortse.

Consideration for child clearly predominates, but not

“ to the

exclusion of other interestse.

Child's welfare gets slightly more attention than

the welfare of others.

Child gets proportional consideration; is as often
disregarded as sacrificed for.

Although given attention in critical matters, on the

whole,

child gets neglected in favor of other interests.

Household orgenized around interests of other members.
T Child definitely neglected even in essential matters.

Consistency:

How variable is the ratee from one situ-

Cortain

Score

Very predicteble 5 4 3 2 1
Saliency:

Eééglg characteristio 5 4 3 2 1 jegligible

lm_gAe_o.\.x.n;t.g
Scequa e

Tolerance

ation to another? Enter rating at left:

Vegz irresglar
ortant is this trait in the total

at left:

How imp
pattern of the ratee? Enter raci

Do you feel that ¥our rating is based on
adequate evidence? Enter rating at left:

5§ 4 3 2 1 Pure pguessing

Date of
Rating

Rater

Range

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

Number

Date
Date
Date

Scorsd by
Checked by
Tabulated by

Rater's Remarks: (continue on back of sheet)



o [
FELS PARENT BEHAVIOR RATING SCALE NO. 2.11 Duration of Contact (Extensive--Brief)

Serial Sheet No. Bt th t in terms of the number of

e the parent in term
1]21514/516]71819[30] Number hours (for an average day) of actual contact
Period of] with the child.

Obser-
vation "Contact" is here defined as a situation in
Tatee ]which parent and child are sufficiently alert
and close together to make social intercourse
]l:x‘r:hluat possible--amount of opportunity for parent-
End of child stimulation.
Period

Base rating on total impression, from obser-
vation and conversation. Avoid direct quiz~
zing as basis for rating. Judge in terms of
average for a typical week. (To correct week-
day figure, add 1/7 of week-end excess contact.)

Child

- Entire waking day together.

Eight houfs per day together.
= Four hours per day together.
= Two hours per day together.

= One hour per day together.

Half hour per day together.

= Quarter hour per day together

Consistenocy: How variable is the ratee from one situ-
ation to another? Enter rating at left:

Veg grediotablo 5§ 4 3 2 1 Very irregular
Saliency: How important is this trait in the total

pattern of the ratee? Enter rat at left:
Highly oharacteristio 5 ¢ 3 2 1 |
Do you feel that your rat is based
Cortalnty: adequate evidence !ntor%ting at 10%:

Yory adequate 5 4 3

5 3
Score I Rater kmf

o ISoorod by Date
Range | cyocked by Date
1]2]3]4]5]|6]7]8]9[10[Number | Tabulated by Date

Rater's Remarks: (continue on back of sheet)

Form PBR-1.1312.37;2M Fels Research Institute
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FELS PARENT BEHAVIOR RATING SCALE NO.
Serial Sheet No.

1j2 1|3

4

5

6

3

10

Number

Period of
Obser-
vation

Ratee

Age in
Months at

End of
Period

Child

P S

e

2.12 1Intensity of contact

(Vigorous=-Inert)

Rate the reactivity of the parent during
contacts with the childe Does the parent
react readily and vigorously; or does the
parent tend to disregard the child during
contact situations?

"Reactivity"includes both initiating social
intercourse with the child and responding to
the child's initiative. It includes attention,
suggestion, affection, coercion, help, conver=-
sation, criticism, informetion, play, scold-
ing, threatening, feeding, explaining, etce.

Rate only on situations where there is op-
portunity for stimulation--independent of
duration of contact,

- Intensively vigorous, over-stimulating, excited.

- Active, readily attentive, vigorous.

- Fairly active, responsive, alert.

- Accessible, interested, half-hearted, reserved.

=Perfunctory, passive, retiring, taciturn, bored, busy.

-Oblivious, absorbed, inaccessible, preoccupied.

{Consistency:
5! gredictable =& S =2

a.lieng:

Certainty:

Score

aigglx oharaoteristio o4 =3 -2 "1 Eegl Eiblg

Yery sdequate

How variable is the ratee from one situ-
ation to another? Enter rating at left:

1 Very irregular
How important is this trait in the total ‘

pattern of the ratee? Enter rating at left:

rtainty: Do you feel you feel that ¥our rating is based on
adequate dence? Enter rating at left:

5 4 3 2 1 Pure guessing
t
e B

Rater

Tolerance

Range

1/2]3

&

5

6

7

8

9

10

Number

Date
Date
Date

Scored by
Checked by
Tabulated ‘qy

Rater's Remarks: (continue on back of sheet)



FELS PARENT 3EHAVIOR RATING SCALE NO.

Serial Sheet No.

112 3]415

6

7

9

10

Number

-89-

3s11 Restrictiveness of Regulations

(Restrictiveness--Freedom)

Rate the restrictiveness of the regulations

Period of
Obser-
vation

set up or implied by the parent as standards
to which the child is expscted to conform.
Are the requirements numerous and severe; or
few and mild? In meeting these standards

Ratee

would the child be highly circumscribed in

Age in
Months at

his behavior, or would he still have a

large measure of freedom?
End of

L Disregard whether requirements are sharply

codified rules, or merely implied in the

disciplinary policy. Disregard the parent's
motives, and methods of enforcement. Include
both prohibitions and positive requirements.

Chilad

Consider the standards expected regardless of

i 8 D e o me g o

—

how well they are enforced. Rate relative to

child's age.
Parents standards for child's conduct are minutely

= restrictive beyond all reasonable interpretation of
either child's welfare or family convenience.

Requirements are unnecessarily abundant and exact-

ing, but usually aimed at practical ends rather

than "pure discipline".

Restrictions are moderate and practical, but parent

shows little concern for child's freedom as an

end, slapping on requirements whenever they seem

expedient.

Stendards and regulations are somewhat liberal.

~ Freedom is allowed in a few matters commonly
subject to regimentation.

Child is expected to conform to a few basic stan=-
dards, but parent will endure considerable annoy-
ance rather than unduly restrict child's freedom.

Standards are both scarce and mild, limiting
child's freedom barely enough to avoid the police
and the hospital.

Consistency: How variable is the ratee from one situ-
ation to another? Enter rating at left:

(Salioncy:

Ve ery gredlctable TR e Pl s | Ve;g irresglar
How important is this trait in the total
pattern of the ratee? Enter rati at left:

glgglx charaoteristio b- 4§ -2 1 ! 5% Eible

Do you feel that your rating is based on
Certalnty: ade{uato evidence?! Enter rating at left:

Very adequate 5 4 3 2 1 Pure guessing
. e e e P T S T T T YRS

Score R:%ingf

Rater
Tolerance
Date

Scored by

Range Checked by

Date

1/2]3}4]5

6

7

8

9

10

Number Tabulated qr Date

Rater's Remarks: (continue on back of sheet)



FELS PAR:NT BEHAVIOR RATING SCALE NO. 3,12

Serial Sheet No.

- -

Readiness of &nforcement
(Vigilant-~Lax)

2

3

L

6

7

10

Number

Rate the parent's tendency to enforce the

Period
pf cobser-
vation

standards of conduct set up for the child,
Does the parent follow up to see that the
child conforms, or sustains a penalty? Or
are lapses in compliance disregarded?

ratee

This variable applies only to situations

Age in

Months aq
End of
Period

where there is an opportunity for the parent
to enforce an accepted standard which has
been, or is being, or is about to be violated
by the child. Disregard the methods of en-

Child

forcement and the severity of penalties. Dis-
regard effectiveness of enforcement, and clar-
ity to the child of standards involved. Do not

confuse with the non-regulational type -of par-

ok tek i J ot

Eternally vigilant.
= and discipline misconduct.

ental domination covered by the "suggestion" scales.

Goes out of way to discover
Often pounces before

lapse occurs.,

Seldom lets child "get away with anything."

Enforces

- rules strictly whenever violations came to attention,
but seldom deliberately hunts for misbehavior.

Moderately firm. Strict about important requirements

and prohibitions; but rather lax with minor violations,

especially when they are not an issue at the moment.

Reluctant to enforce standards.

Tends to overlook

- Violations unless they are flagrant, cumulative,
or threaten serious consequences.

Extremely lax,
knforces regulations only when pressed by the

Disregards obvious misbehavior,

strongest motives or the severest circumstances.

bl O en o B S R G K
.
lﬁ Score Rater: g:€§n§€
I To}erance Scored by: Date:
Range |]Checked by: Date:
123 [ulsT6 71819 ho | numer Tabulated by: Dates

Form PBR-3.12; 7-L7; Fels Research

Rater's Remarks: (continue on back of sheet)

Institute



Serial Sheet No.

-
FELS PARENT BEHAVIOR RATING SCALE NO. 3.13 Severity of Actual Penalties

1{2|35[4]5[/6{7]8]9]10

Number

Period of
Obser-
vation

Ratee

Age in
Months at
End of
Period

Child

(Potent--Weak)

Rate the severity of penalties imposed
when parent takes official note of misconducte.
Are penalties acutely severe, or light and
inconsequential 7

Do not consider situations where parent
entirely disregards misconduct, invoking
no penalties. Include all censorial reactions
from mild verbal reproof to severe corporal
punishment and removal of privileges. Con=-
sider only such situations as come under ex-
press or implied regulations and standards.
Try to judge the penalties in terms of their

. negative motivating power for the particular

child.

Severe penalties, frequently stimulating child to

dread, terror, or deep personal resentment.

Rather

severe on the whole, but inclined to be

lenient in extenuating circumstances.

Moderate penalties.
motivating power for the child; but not so severe

Severe enough to have definite

that the child is over-inhibited, severely
frightened, or deeply resentful.

Mild penalties predominate.
cal situations; but penalties often seem too mild

May be severe in criti-

to have much motivating powere.

Most flagrant misbehavior provokes no penalty more

severe than weak verbal remonstrance.

Penalties are

so light that their potency for the child is negligible.

Consistency:

How variable is the ratee from one situ-

Saliency:

Very predictable 5§ 4 3 2 1 Very irregular

Highly characteristic 6§ 4 3 2 ; !egl Eiblo

ation to another? Enter rating at left:

How important is this trait in the total
pattern of the ratee? Enter rating at left:

rtain Do you feel that your rating is based on
co adegﬁate evidence¥ Enter ?Eting at left:
Very adequate 5 4 3 2 1 Pure guessing
—
: e of
Score | pater fating
Tolerance S 3 by Tats
cored
s Checked by Date
1/2({3|4!6|6|7]8]9}|10]|Number Tabulated by Dats

Rater's Remarks: (continue on back of sheet)

Form PBR-1.1:12-37:2M Fels Research Institute
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FELS PARENT BEHAVIOR RATING SCALE NO. 3.14 Justification of Disciplinary Policy as
Serial Sheet No. Presented to the Child (Rational--Arbitrary)

112 /5/4[1516/718] 910} Number Rate the parent's tendency to explain to the
Period off child the reasons for requirements and penalties.
Obser- | Does the parent attempt to put all discipline on
vation |J & logical basis? Or are his policies presented

in purely arbitrary fashion to the child?

Ratee
in Disregard restrictiveness of regulations, and
Months at] cadiness and severity of enforcement. Disregard
g:gigg the clarity with which regulations are codified,
and the extent to which they are democratically
set up. Include all control measures, whether
Child pertaining to established policies or merely in-
volving immecdiate suggestion.

i R e, R e G e e
Goes out of way_to show child practical reasons behing

- requirements and suggestions, even in emergencies or
where explaining is difficulte.

Attempts to explain policies to child, as a general
rule, but frequently arbitrary where the issue is
very critical or complex.

No apparent tendency favoring either the peremptory
or the rational approach to child control.

Arbitrary in most matters. Does not justify policies
- unless pressed. Often avoids the issue, or invokes
moral precepts as reasons.

Never explains policies to child. Handles discipline
in very arbitrary fashion, expecting child never to
question "why."

Consistency: How variable is the ratee from one situ-
ation to another? Enter rating at left:

Very predictable 5 4 3 2 1 Very irregular

Saliency: How important is this trait in the total
B pattern of the ratee? Enter rating at left:

Highly characteristic 6§ 4 3 2 1 !eg; Eible

Certain Do you feel that your rating is based on
Cortainty: adeguate evidence? Enter ?&ting at left:

Very adequate 5§ 4 3 2 1 Pure guessing

Score Rator 3§n2f
Tolerance g g it
core
Range Checked by Date
1{2|3|4|65]6]|7|8]9 }10|Number Tabulated by Date

Rater's Remarks: (continue on back of sheet)

Form PBR-1.1312-37;2M Fels Research Institute



FELS PARENT BEHAVIOR RATING SCALE NO, 3.15

Serial Sheet No.

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

10

Number

Period of
Obser-
vation

Ratee

Age in
Months at

End of
Period

Child

e

 Eigs P I

-.93 =

Democracy of Regulation and Enforcement
Policy (DPemocratic--lVictatorial)

Rate the parent's tendency to share with the
child the formilation of regulations for the
child's conduct. Does the parent give the child
a voice in determining what the policy shall be?

Or does the parent hand down the established

policy from above?

Disregard immediate issues not covered by policy
(See Coerciveness of Suggestion). Rate independent
of justification of policy to child, and independent
of restrictiveness of regulations. Include both
overt consulting with child and considering child's
expressed wishes. Dictatorial policies may be

wise or foolish, benevolent or selfish.

Endures much inconvenience and some risk to child's wel-

fare
sults

in giving child large share in policy forming. Con-
with child in formulating policies whenever possible.

Attempts to adjust policies to child's wishes wherever
practicable. Often consults child.

Deliberately democratic in certain safe or trivial mat-
ters, but dictates when there is a sharp conflict be-
tween child's wishes and other essential requirements.

Neither democratic nor dictatorial, deliberately. Fol=-
lows

Tends

benevolent consideration to child's desires.

consu

Dicta
wishe

most practical or easiest course in most cases.

to be rather dictatorial, but usually gives
Seldom
lts child.

torial in most matters, but accedesto child's
s occasimally when they do not conflict with

own convenience or standardse.

Dicta
Never

tes policies without regard to child's wishes.
consults child when setting up regulations.

Consistency:
Very predictable 5 4 3 2 1 Very irregular

Saliency:

nigglx cheracteristic 5§ 4 3 2 1 gegl Eible

How variable is the ratee from one situ-
ation to another? Enter rating at left:

How important is this trait in the total
pattern of the ratee? Enter rating at left:

Certainty:
Very adeguate

Do you feel that ¥our rating is based on
adequate evidence? Enter rating at left:

5 4 3 2 1 Pure guessing

Score

Rating

Rater

Tolerance

Range

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

Number

Scored by
Checked by
Tabulated g!

Date
Date
Date

Rater's Remarks: (continue on back of sheet)
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FELS PARENT BEHAVIOR RATING SCALE NO., 3.16 Clarity of Policy of Regulations and
Serial Sheet No. Enforoement (Clear--Vague)

1121351416516/ 7)8] 9|10 Number Rate the clearness with which the parent's
standards of child conduct are manifested to

Period of
Obser- the child. Are regulations and requirements
vation clearly formulated and consistently executed,

so that the ehild should be able to know what

Ratee is expected of him and what will happen if he
Age in fails to conform? Or are the parent's stan-
Months at] dards and policies so vague or fluctuating

End of
Period that the child has little chance of adjusting?

Child

Schedule and other standards are precisely formulated
~ and adhered to meticulously. Parent goes out of way
to maintain clear, consistent policy regardless of
special circumstances.
Policies are sometimes adjusted to meet unusual circum=-
stances, but on the whole they are clear-cut and consistent.

There is a core of reasonable consistency about parent's
= policy, which serves as a stable basis for adjustment
despite numerous minor fluctuations and vagueness about
detailse’
- Standards are usually formulated, but exceptions and
modifications are frequent enough to keep child read-
justing. Schedule of ten upset.

- Regulations vaguely formulated. Enforeement uncertain
and inconsistent. Child's basis far adjustment is
slight, even in some major matters.

Policies of parent in dealing with child are so erratic,
4 I | L L unformlated, and inconsistent that child can never
R L i o e O e know what to expect. Schedule chaotic.

Conslstenoy: How variable is the ratee from one situ-
ation to another? Enter rating at left:

Very predictable 5 4 3 2 1 Very irregular

Saliency: How important is this trait in the total
e pattern of the ratee? Enter rating at left:
Highly characteristic ghly charaoteristio 5 4 3 2 1 HNegligible
Certain Do you feel that your rati is based on
Cortainty: adegua. ence¥ ter géting at left:
Very adequate 5 4 3 e =5 ﬂg'__gt_x_e_s_sggg
Score s %ggngf
Tolerance p a by e
core
Snge Checked by Dete
1/2|3|4|5(6]|7]8]9|10|Number Tabulatqugy Date

Rater's Remarks: (continue on back of sheet)

Form PBR-1.13;12-37;2M Fels Research Institute
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FELS PARENT BEHAVIOR RATING SCALE NO. 3.17 Effectiveness of Policy of Regulations
Serial Sheet No.

112 |3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

Number

Period of
Obser-
vation

Ratee

Age in

Months at

End of
Period

and Enforcemen'_l: (Successful--Unsuccessful)

Rate the degree to which the child's conduct
meets the standards set by the paremnt. In the
eyes of the parent, is the child well-behaved?
Or does the child fail to meet’' the requirements
implied in the parent's control policy?

Rate in terms of the child's net overt be-
havior, disregarding the amount of coercion,
threats, penalties, etc., employed in producing
the behavior. Disregard child's inner conflicts

in conforming.

Child

Rk
i

b

B

e

-

Child oonducts himself in accord with the parent's
- standarde in every respect. Parent's poliocy
achieves its goal.

Parent attains goal in all major respects and most
minor ones.

Policy predominently successful, although it fails
in many instances and respects.

]

Successfulness very questionable. Parent's regula-
tions and enforcement fail to produce the desired
results about as often as they succeed.

Parent's policy fails to elicit the desired behavior
in most of the important aspects of control.

Child's overt behavior is entirely at odds with
- standards implied in policies of parent. Polioy
completely unsuccessful.

Consistency: How variable is the ratee from one situ-
ation to another?

{Saliency:

Enter rat at left:
g3 VE nmmr
How important is this trait in the total

Veg grodic‘ba.ble 6 4 3
pattern of the ratee? Enter utﬁ at left:

dteristic 6§ 4 3 2 1
Do you feel that your rat is based
adequate evidence?! Enter rating at left:

Yorv edoquate © ¢ 3 2 1 Rure puossing
‘“

e
Rater R:&ngt

Scored by
Checked by

Date

Range Date

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

Number Date

Tabulated by

Rater's Remarks: (qontiﬁe on back df sheet)
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FELS PARENT BEHAVIOR RATING SCALE NO. 3.18 Disciplinary Friction
Serial Sheet Nc. (Contentious--Concordant)

112 [3]4|5|86

7{8] 9i10f Number

Period of
Obser-
vation

Ratee

Age in
Months at
End of

Rate the amount of overt parent-child conflict
over the enforcement of regulations and requests.
Is the relationship between parent and child
characterized by continuous wrangling, resistance,
and rebellion in regard to child conduct? Or is
discipline characterized by harmonious co=-ordi-
nation, without bickering, threats, refusals,
and penalties?

Period

Disregard whether child's conduct meets parental
standard. The question is, how much disharmony
occurs as part of the parent's attempt to control
the child's conduct, both in enforcing routine
standards and in making immediate suggestions.,

Child

Situations to which regulatims or standards apply are
always characterized by overt parent-child conflict.
Parental demands resisted. Friction continuous and
acute.

When child is supposed to do (or not to do) something,
there is usually an argument, struggle, threat, or
penalty. Friction frequent and marked.

Parent invokes penaltises, child resists, etc., rather
frequently, but harmonious adjustment in disciplinary
situations is somewhat more usual. Friction moderate.

Parent-child clashes occur now and then, but they are
exceptional, superficial, or mild.

Disciplinary conflicts are exceedingly rare. LEither the
child conforms docilely, or the parent tranquilly per-
mits lapses. Friction extremely mild or absent.

Consvistenox: How variable is the ratee from one situ-
ation to another? Enter rating at left:
Very predictable 5 4 3 2 1 Very irregular

Salie : How important is this trait in the total
mesonay pattern of the ratee? Enter rating at left:

Highly charaoterlstio b % .5 2 1 !egl §iblo

rtain Do you feel that vour rati is based on
Cortalnby: adegua evidenoo¥ Enter xxig’vsing at left:

ggeouate $ 4 3 2 1 Pure ure guessing

Score S bet Eg ngf
Date
Date
Date

Tolerance

Reange
Number

Scored by
Checked by
Tabulated Ey

112|345 819]1

Rater's Remarks: (continue on back of sheet)

617
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FELS PARENT BEHAVIOR RATING SCALE NO.3.21 Quantity of Suggestion

Serial Sheet No.

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

Number

Period of
Obser-
vation

Ratee

in
Mgg:?:ha at

End of
Period

Child

. e e e A A

- |5

(Suggesting--Non-suggesting)

Rate the parent's tendency to make suggestions
to the childe 1Is the parent constantly offering
requests, commands, hints, or other attempts to
direct the child's immedia te behavicer? Or does
the parent withhold suggestims, giving the
child's initiative full sway?

This does not apply to routine reguletions and
their enforcement. Rate only where there is
opportunity for suggestion. Note that "sugges=
tion" is defined broadly, including direct and
indirect, positive and negative, verbal and ncn=-
verbal, mandatory and optional.

Parent continually attempting to direct the minute

details of the child's routine functioning, and

"free" play as well.

Occasionally withholds suggestions, but more often

indicates what to do next or how to do it.

Parent's tendency to allow child's initiative full

scope is about equal to tendency to interfere by

making suggestions.

Makes general suggestions now and then, but allows child
= large measure of freedom to do things own way.

Parent

not only consistently avoids volunteering sug-

= gestions, but tends to withhold them when they are
requested, or when they are the obvious reaction to
the immediate situation.

Consistency:
Very predictable 5 4 3 2 1 Ve

Saliency:

Certainty:

Very adequate 5§ 4 3 2

E_ glx characteristic 5 % 1

Score

How variable is the ratee from one situ-
ation to another? Enter r:ting ;t left:
rregular

How important is this trait in the total
pattern of the ratcc? Enter rat a: left:

Do you feel that ¥our rating is based on
a equate evidence?! Enter rating at loﬁn

Pure guessing

B

Rater

Tolerance

Range

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

Number

Date
Date
Date

Scored by
Checked by
Tabulated 13!

Rater's Remarks: (continue on back of sheet)

Form PBR-1.13;12-37;2M Fels Research Institute
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FELS PARENT BEHAVIOR RATING SCALE NO. 3.22 Coerciveness of Suggestion
Serial Sheet No. (Mandatory--Optional)
112 [3]4(5|6]7|8] 9]10] Number Rate as to their dictatorial quality the

Period of parent's suggestions in dealing with the child's
Doers immediate behavior. Does the parent attempt
vation to control a situation by issuing orders or

commands, to be obeyed? Or does the parent

Ratee make his suggestions optional, or discretionary,
Age in } with the child?
Months at

End of Apply only where parent is trying to influence

Period childs Try to see through the verbal form to
the significant content for the child--does the
suggestion demand obediance, or is it a ™mere
suggestion2"

Child

o 1— T- - 1- b ol 7- T- - +*r

Efforts to catrol child take form of peremptory orders,
~ to be obeyed at once, even in trivial me tters.

Suggestions not quite absolute in coerciveness, but
= immediate compliance is expected in matters of any
importance.

Parent coercive in major affairs, but uses optional
suggestions where there is no important issue.

Definite tendency to avuid coercion where possible,
“ but uses it when exasperated or persistently unsuc- :
cessful with non-coercive suggestion.

Commands resorted to only in life-and-death emergencies.
" Parent goes out of way to avoid coercion in his sug-
T 1 _L g3 gestions to child.

Consistency: How variable is the ratee from one situ-
ation to another? Enter rating at left:

2 gredlctable 5 4 -3 2 T-Ve irregular

Saliency: How ortant is this trait in the total
: ttixg of the ratee? Enter rating at left:

n_égg_; 4 characteristic 6§ 4 3 2 1 !5; Eéb )

rtain Do you feel that your rat based on
Certalnty: ad eym - egoe¥ Enterigéting at loﬁ::

Ig;x ggeguate 5 4 S 2=l ggg gues gégé :

Score | it R:tzng
Tolerance
- Scored by Date
Rangs | Checked by Date
112(3(4|5|6]| 7|8 |9 |10 |Number Tabulated qr Date

Rater's Remarks: (continue on back of sheet)



FELS PARENT BEHAVIOR RATING SCALE NO. 3.3
Serial Sheet Noo.

1]2 |3

4

5

6

7

9

10

Number

Period of
Obser-
vation

Ratee

Age in
Months at
End of
Period

Child

T

by

.

oy 1

Accelerational attempt
(Acceleratory--Retardatory)

Rate the parent's striving to increase the
rate at which the child's behavior is maturing.
Does the parent deliberately train the child
in various mental and motor skills which are
not yet essential; or is the child left to
"grow naturally"”; or even shielded from accel=-
erational influences?

This variable is restricted to purposeful
teaching and training. It includes mental,
motor, social, language, and personal skillse.
Disregard the effectiveness of the training.
Consider the energy the parent exerts in striv-
ing to accelerate the child's behavior develop-
mente

Subjects child to regular and vigorous training to

develop both essential and special skills.

Cont inually uses deliberate teaching to accelerate
= child in various skills, but with less than
maximal vigor or regularity.

Frequently teaches and trains, but with restraint, and
in limited number of skills,

Accelerational attempt is restrained and
= occasional only.

Almost

entirely lacking in any deliberate training.

"y

Child left tc grow "like Topsy."

Protects child from accelerating influences.

Attempt

s tohold back rate of growing upe.

Saliency:

Certainty:

Consistency:
Very predictable 5 4 3 2 1 Ve

Highly characteristic

Very adequate

How variable is the ratee from one situ-
ation to another? Enter rgting gt left:
rregular

How important is this trait in the total
pattern of the ratee? Enter rating at left:

5 4 3 2 1 BHegligible

Do you feel that your rating is based on
adequate evidence! Enter rating at left:

S 4 3 2 1 Pure guessing

Score

Date of

Rater Rating

Tolerance

Range

112]3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

Number

‘f Tabulated q?

Date
Date
Date

Scored by
Checked by

Rater's Remarks: (continue on back of sheet)
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FELS PARENT BEHAVIOR RATING SCALE NO. 4.1 General Babying (Over-helps--Refuses to help)

Serial Sheet No.
1|2 |{3]415]6

718] 9]10f Number

Period of
Obser-
vation

Ratee
Age in
Months at

End of
Period

Child

Rate the parent's tendency to help the
child through the ordinary difficulties of
every-day life. Does the parent insist on
helping in situations where the child is
quite capable; or does the parent withhold
aid even in major difficulties?

Rate relative to the child's ability.
Disregard deliberate drill and training.
This is a general variable including motor,
mental, emotional, and social behavior,

It applies only to tasks the child is at-
tempting, not to parent-inposed requirements
resisted by the childe

Continually helping child, even when child is fully

- : = capable and willing

Usually helps more than needed.

Seldom lets child

» = struggle unsuccessfully.

alones.

Leaves

A b

i
LA

Helps when needed, but not when child can get by

Tends to withhold aid, letting child solve own minor
~ problems.
in emergency.

Offers help after prolonged failure or

child alone to solve even major problems, often

~ refusing aid when requested.

Consistency:

How variable is the ratee from one situ-

Saliency:

Certainty:

Score

Eg gredlctable b4 3 21 Ve

E;gglx characteristic

Eggg_ggpguate

ation to another? Enter rating at left:
irregular

How important is this trait in the total
pattern of the ratee? Enter rating at left:

5 4 3 2 1 HNegligible

Do you feel that ¥our rating is based on
adequate evidence? Enter rating at left:

5 4 3 2 1 Pure guessing

Date of
Rating

Rater

Tolerance

Range

1/2]3]416[(6}7]8]9]10jNumber

Scored by
Checked by
Tabulated by

Date
Date
Date

Rater's Remarks: (continue on back of

sheet)



FELS PARENT BEHAVIOR RATING SCALE NO. 4.2

Serial Sheet No..

- 101 -

General Protectiveness
(Sheltering=--Exposing)

1|2 |3|4}5{6!7]|8] 9]0} Number Rate the parent's reaction to threats and
Period of hazards to the child's well-being. Does the
b parent tend to keep the child unnecessarily
Saties sheltered, and prevent difficulties from
reaching the child? Or does the parent tend
Ratee to expose the child to dangers, perplexities,
Age in and difficulties?
Months at
End of This is a broad variatle, including protection
Period | from physical, bacterial, emotional, mental,
and social hazards. Rate relative to the child's
maturity. Disregard whether child is aware of
Child protection. How much does the protective
attitude of the parent tend to protect the child
’ ‘ from experiencing difficulties?

Tends to shelter child from every imaginable slight
discomfort or difficulty.

Not given to imnventing imaginary hazards, but does
‘protect from many trivial difficulties which child
could handle. :

Allows child to be exposed to many minor difficulties,
but shelters from serious upsets even if purely
temporarye.

Lets chilcd face own obstacles when there is no
danger of lasting harm.

Exposes child to rather tough situations, unless
danger is quite serious or situation acute.

Allows child to be exposed to major hazards, danrers,
= problems, suffering. Oblivious to hazards, or
deliberately refrains from protecting child.

catbn

Consistency: How variable is the ratee from one situ-
ation to another? Enter rating at left:

Very predictable 5 4 3 2 1 Very irregular

Saliency: How important is this trait in the total
Peeetoal pattern of the ratee? Enter rating at left:

Hi gglx characterutio o k-5 2 % !951 §ible

rtain Do you feel that your re.tl is based on
Cortaintys adegua evidence¥ ter nr§t1ng at left:
Very adequate 5 4 3 2 1 Eu__z_; guessing
Score B ker E:%g ngf
Tolerance S gty S
core
Range Checked by Date
1/2|314(5!6} 7|89 |10fNumber Tabulated by Date

Rater's Remarks: (continue on back of sheet)
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Readiness of Criticism
(Critical=-=Uncritical)

PELS PARENT BEHAVIOR RATING SCALE NO.
Serial Sheet No

5.1

1/218({4]5{6]7]|8]| 9|10 Number Rate the parent's tendency to express an
Period of apgr?Yal--disgpproval attitude toward t?e
Daei. child's behavior. Does the parent readily and
ation vigorously express a reaction to things the
child does; or is the parent non-committal,
Ratee repressed, uninterested or stoical toward the
Age in child's actions?
Months at
End of Rate the tendency to express criticism
Period regardless of whether it is approval or dis-
approval. Criticism may be verbal, gestural,
or by facial expression or tone of voice--any
Child signal to the child 1ndlcat1ng ap proval or re-
Jection of his behavior in a specific situation.
T -1 FIF BT Alert to react to child's every move, regardless of
= = how trivial.

Quick and free in expressing approval--disapproval.
Criticism may be mild, or withheld, if the matter
is obviously trivial.

Reacts freely when attention is called, but not
alert for chance to criticize.

Tends to refrein from reacting critically in un-
important matters. Usually responds when pressed.

Withholds criticism unless greatly aroused. Tends

to be poker-faced, noncommittal.

Gives no indication of either approval or rejection
of child's acts, regardless of importance.

B e _AL B J-

Consistency: How variable is the ratee from one situ-

ation to another? Enter rating at left:
Very predictable 5 4 3 2 1 Very irregular

Salienoy: How is this trait in the total

pattern of the n‘beo? Enter rating at left:
Eigl;_c chamcteriatéo b o i ﬁm_

rtain Do you feel tha.t our rating is based on
Lereaingy: degus cvidenoe¥ Enter xxfa.sf;i.ng at leﬁ::
Yory adequate 5 4 3 2 1
Score | pater Rabtng’
e Biorad 1y Date
6o
Range | Checked by Dete
1{2(3|4]5|6| 7|8 |9 |10}Number Tabulated by Date

Rater's Remarks: (continue on back of

sheet)
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FELS PARENT BEHAVIOR RATING SCALE NO. 5«2 Direction of Criticism

Serial Sheet No.

(Approval=--Disapproval)

1/2|8|4]516]7]8)] 9]10] Number Rate the direction of the parent's critical
reaction to the child's behavior. When the
P;;::g_qf parent reacts does it tend to take the form of
vition praise, approval, acclaim? Or does bleame,
disapproval predominate?
Ratee
Age in Rate only situations where a aritical reac-
Months et tion occurs--a reaction to behavior, rather
End of § than general affectionateness or hostility.
Period Criticism may be verbal, gestural, or by
facial expression or tone of voice. It may
Child b? expressed either directly to the child or
with the child as a witness. Rate relative
to the merits of the behavior eriticised.
| N

Warm, unambiguous praise and commendation toward
- “even rather ordinary behavior. Shortcomings
overlooked or excused.

Emphasis on approval. Most disapporval is sugar-coated
with simultaneous acclaime.

Balanced criticism. Praise, or disapprobation, predomi-
nates only as merited by child's behavior.

Tends to disapprove more readily than to approve.
most praise is tempered with faultfinding. Unduly
critical of details.

Parent always finding fault. Ignores or belittles
praiseworthy behavior, picking out minor details

to criticise disproportionately.

AL 5 & Jb— & s S e ¥ Bl .“. =
Consistency: How variable is the ratee from one slitu-
ation to enother? Enter rating at left:

Very grediotable 5§ 4 3 2 1 VYery irregular
Saliency: How importent is this tralit in the total

pattern of the ratese? Enter utﬁ at leoft:

Bighly characterietio 5 4 3 2 1

D feel that your rating is based on
Sertel oy agemto"cridonoo¥ Enter gtsting at left:

Yory sdequete 6 4 S 2 1 [Pure guessing
ore | suter. Rt

Date
Date
Dats

wd

Scored by
Checked by
1/{2|3/1416(6[7|8]|9]10 Ttbulatodb!

Rater's Remarks: (continue on back of sheet)
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FELS PARENT BEHAVIOR RATING SCALE NO. 6.1 Readiness of Explanation
Serial Sheet No.

(satisfies ouriosity--Thwarts curiosity)

1]2

S

4

5

6|7

9

10

Number Rate the parent's tendency to satisfy the

Period off chilc's intellectual curiosity. Does the parent

Obser-

vation JQuestions; or is the child thwarted in attempts

Ratee ent ?

Age in

Months at] Disregard accuracy,depth, and honesty of

ggigtfl answers. Note that explanations which are too
ambitious, or too forced, may rate low; and

the furnishing of specific referernces may
ate high. Do not confuse with mental baby=-

Child Eng--a parent may refuse to do the child's

imple thinking, and yet go out of his way to
elp with difficult explanations.

TT

- T

- Never too busy to answer child as adequately as possible,.

Anticipates questions. Encourages curiosity with
willing explanation.

_ Goes out of way to a nswer fairly involved questions,
out sometimes postpones till child is older. May
evade when very busy, or very tired.

Usually tries to satisfy child's curiosity. OSome-
times loses patience with persistent "thy?"s.

Answers simple questions when in good humor and not
~ preoccupied, but seldom goes beyond minimum needed
to shut child up.
L
- Explanations are grudging and reluctant where any
mental effort is recuired. Parent often evades
the issue.

_ Thwarts child's curiosity. Actively discourages
~ questions with "Too busy", "You're too young to
know". "Just because". etce.

Consistency: How variable is the ratee from one situ-
ation to another? Enter rating at left:

Very predictable 5 4 3 2 1 Yory irregular

Saliency: How important is this trait in the total

pattern of the utoo? Enter rat at left:
Highly characteristic 6 2 1

rtain Do you feel that our rat based on
SenesLLE degmto cvidonool Enter tin; at lofbs

Very adequate 5 4 3

Score Rater k&u

Tolerance
Scored by Date

12

S

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

Range Checked by Date

Number Tabulated 1;’ Date

Rater's Remarks: (continue on back of sheet)

Form PBR-1.13;12-37;2M Fels Researoch Institute

readily respond to the child's "thy?" and "How?"

to get information and explanation from the par-



FELS PARENT BEHAVIOR RATING SCALE NO.

Serial Sheet No.

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

10

Number

Period of
Obser-
vation

Ratee

Age in
Months at

fnd of
Period

Child

I R S

- 105 -
7.1 Solicitousness for Child's

lonchalant)
over-
being. Is the
anxiety all out
of the situation?
cool, and
critical danger

Rate the parent's tendeacy to display
concern for the child's well-
parent readily excited to- overt
of proportion to the importance
Or is the parent markedly calm,
nonchalant, even in the face of

to the child?

Consider the parent's net behavior, regardless
of the motives behind it. Include only behavior
which is a potential stimulus to the child,
impinging more or less directly upon his
.awareness. Include concern for both physical
and mental health and comfort.

Given to severe, irrational anxiety on largely imaginary

grounds. Readily panicked.

Chronic anxious tension over child, but more "jittery™

than panicky. Given to "hunting for trouble."

Shows considerable anxiety when child is in any danger,
but seldom loses rational control.

Somewhat solicitous, but minimizes hazards. Frequently
shows concern, but without losing perspective.

Rarely worried or solicitous beyond needs of situation
- eand responsibility as parent. Attitude more like that
of teacher or nurse.

Nonchalant and seemingly unconcerned even in major matters.
So unsolicitous as to appear neglectful or irresponsible.

{Consistency:

How variable is the ratee from one situ-
ation to another? Enter rating at left:

g gredlctable 5 4 3 2 1 Very irregular

Seliency: How important is this trait in the total

pattern of the ratee? Enter rati atllefb:
gzgség -]

E%Qg %oterést;c 5 4 - o
Certainty Do ou fael our rating is based on
; y cvi.danu; Enter rating at left:

Y.?I.L!ﬂ&g}&_ 5 4 3 1 ZPure guessing

Score ket ktznf

Tolerance

Scored by
Checked by

Date

Jange Date

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

Number

Tabulated lg Date

Rater's Remarks: (continue on back of

sheet)
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FELS PARENT BEHAVIOR RATING SCALE NO. 7.2 Acceptence of Child (Devotion--Rejection)
Serial Sheet No.
R 2.7

1]/2[5]415(6]7]8]9[10] Number Rate the parent's acceptance of the child into
Period of] 1is own inner circle of loyalty and devotion.
Obser- Does the parent act in such a way as to indicate

Tatior that the child is considered an intimate and
inseparable partner? Or does the parent act as
Ratee though he resents the child's intrusion and

in } rejects the child's bid for a place in his primary

ng:‘gh:f‘t area of devotion?

Period

Consider all evidence which in eny way may
impinge upon the child as acceptance-rejection,
Child however subtle, vague, or indirect. It is not

the parent's true feeling, but his attitude, as
. a functioning wnit in the child's environment,

which we are ratinge.
TR TS T T I Parent's behavior toward child connotes utter devotion
and acceptance into his innermost self, without stint
or suggestion of holding back in any phase of his life.

Parent clearly accepts child. Includes child in family
councils, trips, affection, even when it is difficult
or represents considerable sacrifice.

- ; _ A "Charter member" of the family, but "kept in his place".
Parent accepts child in general, but excludes him from
certain phases of parent's life.

Tacit acceptance. Excludes child so frequently that to

the child the rejection attitude may seem to predominate
even though parent takes acceptance for granted.

- Parent's predominant tendency is to avoid, repulse, and
exclude the child, but without open rejection.

Child openly resented and rejected by parent. Never

3 L L admitted to inner circle. Made to feel unwanted,
-~ <+ 4+ 4 1L 411 L L ostracized.
o
Consistency: How variable is the rates from one situ-
ation to another? Enter rating at left:
Vory predictsble 5§ 4 5 2 1 Very irregular
Sali s+ How important is this trait in the total
B pattern of the ratee? Enter rat at left:
Highly characteristio 5 4 3 2 1
o Do feel that your rating is based on
Cervalmiy: adogt‘:bo o'ridenoe¥ Enter ﬁting at left:
Tl Yory adequate & 4 3 2 1 Rure guessing
Scors IR..th kmr
Toleramo' vy et
Range | Cnecked by Date
1]2[sfa[5/6]7]8]9]|10|Number | Tabulated by Date o

Rater's Remarks: (continue on back of sheet)
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FELS PARENT BEHAVIOR RATING SCALE NO. 8.1 Understanding (Keen==Obtuse)

Serial Sheet Noe.

1/2[3]4]65[6]7]|8] 9] Number Rate the parent's understanding of the child's
abilities, needs, point of view, etc. Does the
Baeiod ok parent's behavior indicate a thorough and intel-
Ob::’“ ligent understanding of the child; or does it
VASIOR § . ndicate a failurse to appreciate the child's
Ratee capacities and limitations, and an inability
in | to meet the child on the child's own level?

End of This might be called "functional parental
Period ] ijtelligence". It includes insight, foresight,
child-empathy. Always rate in terms of the
specific child.

- - - - 4= o o @ il pat B
r e i Parent always sees subtleties of child's motivation;
shows accurate appreciation of child's interests
and degree of maturity.
Usually shows thorough understanding of child. Occa~-
sionally fails to see the point.

Has good grasp of every=-day situations, but often
misses the subtle angles.

Usually shows common sense where the point is obvious,
but incapable of keen analysis.

- Entirely lacking in subtlety; often misses the obviou

Completely fails to see child's viewpoint, capacities.
limitations. Expects entirely too much or too
A b P J_ 3Ly e eea b little. Fails to meet child on child's ewn ground.

Consistency: How variable is the ratee from one situ-
N ation to another? Enter rating at left:

Very predictable 5 4 3 2 1 Very irregular
Saliency: How important is this trait in the total

pattern of the ratoor Enter ratiaz at left:
gglg cgoteristio 5 > G b

Certain Do you feel tha‘b our rat based on
Serteiati adeyua evidence¥ mtorigu‘ting at lott:

Very ggogua.te B e T Ay )
Tolerance s a by Date 4
core
Range I Cheoked by Date
1/2|3[4]|65|6| 78] 9 |10|Number Tabulated by Date

Rater's Remarks: (continue on back of sheet)

Form PBR-1.1312-37;2M Fels Research Institute
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FELS PARENT BEHAVIOR RATING SCALE NO. 8.2 Emotionality (Emotional--Objective)

Serial Sheet No.
1/2[3]4]6516]7|8] 9]10] Number Rate the emotionality of the parent's
; general behavior toward the child. 1Is the

Pg;::g il parent's reaction highly emotional; or is
vatio; it consistently cool and objective?
Ratee Rate only in situation where there is

e in sufficient cause for emotion to bring it

Months at} out if it is there. Combine frequency and

End of | intensity of emotion. Combine direct ex=

Period pression of emotion and irrational distor-
tion of policy due to emotion. "Emotion" as
used includes manifestations of rage, panic,
grief, disgust, love, mirth, or sympa thy,
where feeling predominates over reason.

Child

S T ITTTTT
- Parent constantly giving vent to unbridled emotion in
reaction to child's behavior.

- Controlled largely by emotion rather than by reason
in dealing with child.

Expression of emotion largely inhibited, but policy
= readily disorganized.

Emotion freely expressed, but actual policy seldom

much disorganized,

- Uswally maintains calm, objective behavior toward
child, even in face of strong stimuli.

- Never shows any sign of emotional disorganization
toward child, either directly or in policy.

Consistenocy: How variable is the ratee from one situ-
ation to another? Enter rating at left:

Very predictable 5 4 3 2 1 Very irregular

Saliency: How important is this trait in the total
pattern of the ratee? Enter rating at left:

n_iglg characteristic 5§ 4 3 2 1 !egl Eiblg

rtain Do you feel that your rating is based on
Certainty: adeguate evidenoo¥ Enter géting at left:

Very adequate 5 4 3 2 1 Pure pguessing

Score S g:%g ngf
Tolerance
Scored by Date
Range Checked by Date
1121314656 7|89 ]10|Number Tabulated by Date

Rater's Remarks: (continue on back of sheet)
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FELS PARENT BEHAVIOR RATING SCALE NO- 8,3

Serial Sheet No.

35

£

3

L

5

6

10

NumberJF

Period
of obser4
vation

Ratee

Age in
Months at
End of
Period

Child

- - ‘F S peige ety I o B o -F e

- 109 -

Affectionateness
(Affectionate—Hostile)

Rate the parent's expression of affection to
the child personally. oes the parent manifest
a warm, personal affection to the child; or a
matter of fact, unemotional attitude; or
definite antagonism?

Rate the attitude shown to the child, rather
than the deeper one which a ffects the child only
indirectly as through care, solicitude, or
degree of devotion to the child's welfare.

s Passionate, consuming, intense, ardent, uncontrolled.

Affectionate, warm, fondling, loving, expressive.

-~ Temperate, fond attached, forgiving, kind.

- Objective, inhibited, neutral, matter-of-fact.

- Cool, aloof, distant, forbidding.

- Avoiding, annoyed, irritated, bothered.

]

- Hostile, rejecting, disliking, blaming, icy.

i Vg o ey N CgpaE B _L = 3 SRS S B -L
Score jRater: Date of T
Rg&jng:
TOJ'era‘ncaBCOI‘ed by: Date:
I Range |Checked by: Date:
Tabulated by: D :
Lal2{3]Lfs]|6]7]8] 910 Numer 4 A

Rater's hHemarks: (continue on back of sheet)

Form PBR-8.3; 7-47; Fels Research Institute
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PELS PARENT BEHAVIOR RATING SCALE NO. g 4 g ort between parent snd child
Serial Sheet Noe. : (Close rapport--Isolation)

11215/4/65161718)9]10] Number Rate the closenéss of the psychological
Period of relationship between parent and child. Do
Obser- they show a high dezgree of rapport; or are they
. vation distant and out of touch with each other
"spiritually”, tending to be inhibited in each

Rates other's presence?
Age in : R 3 i
Months at This variable includes mutual understanding,

End of sympathy, confidence, and sharing of aspirations,
Periocd intimate thoughts, and feelings. Rate it inde-
pendently of the dominance-submission relation-
ship. Do not confuse with antagonism-harmony.

Child

Complete sharing of intimate thoughts and feelings.
e - Implicit trust and confidence in each other.

Close mutual understanding and sympathy, but with
= - occasional, temporary lapses.

i Moderate degree of rapport in most situations;
r - achieve close confidence in a good many respects,
| but fail in others.

Do not get along together any too well, but
- occasionally a close relationship is
temporarily established.

Perfunctory relationship, superficial understanding,
interest slight or forced. Tend to be inhibited
in each other's presence.,

i - Spiritually isolated. No sharing of confidence and

aspirations. No active interest in each other.

Consistency: How variable is the ratee from one situ-
ation to another? Enter rating at left:

| Very predictable 5 4 3 2 1 Very irregular
1 Seliency: How important is this trait in the total
pattern of the ratee?! Emter rating at left:

_g_iglg characteristic 5§ 4 3 2 1 !esl §iblg

rtain Do you feel that your rating is based on
Corbainty: ade%uate evidence? Enter ?Eting at left:

Very adequate 5§ 4 3 2 1 Pure guessing

Score | Rater R:&nzf
Tolerance . 2 vy fate
Ccore
Range Checked by Date
1]2[s]s]s]6[7]8]9]10|vumber |Tabulated by Date

Rater's Remarks: (continue on back of sheet)
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APPENDIX E

RORSCHACE INSPECTION RECORD
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