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. 'ABSTRACT “, I‘ _, A\' I‘ . ‘Ik FE—

S : _
' /’“‘, S ’
Viewing the foater family as . fulfilling the same -

major role of socxaiizatidn t:hat: natural familiea fill,

this study exgminea one aapect of aocxalization,

diacipline and the use of parental powm:. Definiﬂg'-
.4—*?‘?3-‘ - .
parer;;:“‘I power as the force parents use to control thei -

dﬁ(f&%én 8 behaviour. this research 1(boks at the use of
% N

- supfsg;_:t, assertlve %ntrol, and . %nduct:.ve control in foster

' —po"- 1t adequ cy scale as being more’ adequate foster parents. ‘

- and tho e con.t\idered less adequate.. Those two groups were

/-

< S AT

indiv:.d ally i terv:.ewed a.nd asked quesélﬁmegardmg*thelr :

, /—‘“u’ se o behaviours related to Support, assgtive control,

-, power:

. ‘rated less édééﬁ

'called Group I,

"c,ontrol, "and 'les

'and i ductive ontrol Twenty questiona based on 20 o "

\

) hyp01:' eses. wg're‘_developed‘and teatéd .aB measures of pafentai

' Based o

.the ‘work.of Rollin and Thonias 8! 75) -'it-LA 1

1was p oposed th € the fpster parents tated as mor' adeqpate,

}uld use more support, more - inductive

/

—_—

te, Group II.. -

- , S T ‘1
. . R L.
o b . A PN
. 4
. ' . -
, . -
s :
' R

assertiye control than the - foster parents




o ans‘hal, 1966) .

. :vdire tion predicted

This study also lookedx t .the demographic\ cgaracter_
po

[ 3

lation and found these

© e N

‘ st tistlcs were ueed to exa.mine the study esults. A com- ‘

! \ - -

- pa :I.son of mean . scores indicated that, in’ 15 of the 20 .i.tema |

meagurefl, the differences of ‘the means were in the direction

‘1

'pr':é icted. but the alfge -ences we‘rel not large.' In the five

rematining stai:emente *the direction was 'op'polsitettép the.

It is recognized that a 1arge amount of. support and

induc ive control combined with small amoxmtsvof assert::.ve

", contr 1 lead to effective child sociallzation. All the. ..

fQ _paz:antaqstudaed——eeefea‘ :elatively hig*frvu the mine

items measuting support, the six iteme meaguring‘i_dﬁcﬁXVe -

cont_rol, and relatwely low on ghe five assertive control

o

,,'state_\\Tants. S L o

—~
This stud{ therefore concludes that._even £hough

'-the aifferences of means in three-quarte.re of the J.tems were’

.L&‘\Ehe direction predlcted, the cl Beness of the’ scores

. "auggesta that (l) all foater pare.n 8 are approximately equal :

and raL:e well as effectiVe social:.zlation -agents, or (2)

© that rasponses were b:.ased by the n ed. to . give: spc;al],y :

acceptable reaponses. IS




;fﬁr;{.i’f:} i reﬁtned._ The queationnaire could then be«used by clinical
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\75;;:f <;:<=:717' Lastly. fos%er care is noted to beil difficult

;t};f procese for a child in view of his exposure to the social

"'ff power and social exchange of more‘rhan one 8 t of hocial— ??'
i“ization agents.i Supportive family programs which would
: p'ﬁ',Prevent the need for children to be placed in care are seeh,

:%ﬁ'e necesaary child welfare prlority.
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. i

f[ntroduction I _
_ : The fammly, as an ina,titutional grouping p enjuya “‘Igl J";; . ‘
o \a great deal of 'sthdy and" ettention, with phiIOSOphy, a “ -
-_" reliinn, _the arts,. and scj\ence offe;:':n.ng comment orf men' ) ’b
' ' life: in the family sett:l.ng., Social ~science a.nd social work, A T
s /E;;pite indiv1dual differenb,es ln orlentat‘iom ‘aiel emx—' “\~“"‘°'}_': C l
oy ‘laxly a.nterest\ed in the structu.fe, fu.nct:.on, and p;o'ce‘ss'.i 5. »; :
.I’\j ' L of that unit coneldered basic‘to any society (Mu::dock 1‘965)' L ‘. ;
*..‘ ..{% arious; definitJ.Ons indicate’ the family iga“ - e , s
EAN IR | 1ega11y bound . unit ~with econom:.c, rel:LgLous, and other ..Ji‘;‘ "‘\ g |
—— . rights and obllgatlons and with% ne)twork of sexual ri’ghts | II 'o';‘ ) ",
,"f‘ . .. o .. and prohlbitlons (Lev1-Strauss, 1966) R '. . i - _v
L e ' While the s:anle famly unit consiosts of a man, - K
N EEIRIe:

I his i fe, and theJ.r off5pr1ng, gmily stzuctureﬂ can, az"y .'

considera.bly (Levi-Strauss, 1966) In "North Amer;ea, for :, Ll RN ,
1 R ; example, the extende“d fam;ly, ~whose x'lousehold includedo ,} E »_
o : g_randparents and other extended hin. has glven way to a ,, 1L4:
B R smaller nuclear family unit (Nimkoff & pgburn; 1985). % . Tl
y R There has also been a recent growth in aingle parent faiuily : h

” st_ructuxes, while 1ncreased second marriagas find‘ tlge T

s evolutlon of a structnre that :|.ncludes cha.].dren froml two . ' :5._ . u
' v, - former families (Master, 1970; Scbulz, ].976) Yel;; anotzh; / sl

g




LI A AT SR A Y
.""!A': : st
' . . ® - 2
o .(:,‘I" R ) ' IA
z e ° ;
_ R S “;5 . Kadushln (1967) deflnes this. structure as -
- / . Lo e _ A',: ] .
. A T p ‘child welfare service which- provides IR S
o S SRV 'fraubstitute -family care fox a placement
> . - - . ... period for a child when his own family -
) '« «. .0 . . . canngt care for him, for a temporary or. -
oo Y L " extended period, when.adoption ie neither Sl
vt AT .3“.- desirable nox: possible (p. 355) _
. ’ .0 The foster famlly began as a Brltish boarding
E R arrangement in the Late nlneteenth century, and has con-'
'_‘A"JA R " o / ’ . '
oD Tk “*ti wed as a- form of chlld care since that time' in a number S
:ij - '.]Iiff -S thntrles, lnplndlng Brltain, the Unlted States of |
f: S _L;:Amerlca, ana tanada (Heywood 1959) 'Phe €hild Welfare -
tfi . ‘}{i; League of America sees the foster famlly as|promoting the
.; " (j d _healthy personallty develppment of the chlld\and preventing
{f E— or intervenlng W1tq problems that are personally or socially
"I..':":‘ o\’ = . .
ey e deatructxve (Dinnage & Prxngle, 1967) Foster family care . ¢
g P. \ is said to aim rat providlng for the Chlld experlence and
¢ »
ot T o \condltlone which promote normal maturatlon, whlch prevent
} 3 : . . rnjury to the éhlld, and whlch correct spec1f1c problems %
.j et _— whxch 1nterfere Wlth development. Care, protectlon, and ‘
! L o |
QT o treatment of chlldren in’ subStitute famllles have become,lz
. /i" j_"f 7":=the objectrves of foster care (Dlnnage & Pringle, b967) P
ot :f.EJ:j The questlon arises as to the extent the foster DP
T o \family structure qeets the objedtlves set’ By - the—profesj
“,i ﬂ; zf91onals respon51b1e for: the organlzatlon and managementiof
i — - I.-‘” i ) i P_.I . ’ ’
¥ SRR * -

P . .
"“ﬁ‘ FanVd SONIY M, s iR g sl 3 BT Wt ey Oy




foster hom& service.

Considering the large number of ohlldren expésed

fjto.foster care,-Dav1d Fanehelm(1966)-relateskthat there is~,:.-;

'”fsurprgelngly lrttle theory, ‘or - extensrve reaearch, regardrng
;{the ﬁoeter famlly unlt and its operation. The. 1ack of firm N
\ theoretrcal concepts regarding foster famillee per se- makes_
z_rt appear reasonable that .a- study examinlng general family
£unctions may prove ueeful in galning further knowledge -

“-of the foster family, and how foster parente erercise ‘

'gfparental power. _ A
While changing lifestyles have resulted &n a. shxft

"'of aome educational religious, and child care fUnctions to

’ .,other 1nst1tut10ns (Skolnxck, 1971 Parsons, 1974 Vanier, h
‘ }L9@§). the aoclallzation of the chzld is 5t111 considered
' the major task of today s famlly (Clausen et al., 1968)

Socializatlon of the Chlld, whether ln a natural famlly or -

' a- £ ster femlly 15 a prlmary famlly functlon (Chlld & 2

Zlgler, 1969) for, as BOClOlogiSt Robert winch (1971) puta,

Chl%dhood is roughly a perlod of twelve .
 Yyears from the time a child walks until-
- he reaches adolescence.
"for most children in North America,
y a family, and it is o
from that- famlly .that the child entera
" .the commuhity and encount
b of behaviour (p. 385).

DPuring- that time .

" is circumscribed

7rs new modes

Def:med as early as 1828 (Clausen et al., 1968) , T

soc1allzation has become knOWn as a’ procese by which an '

i_




;;_'fu rélevant behaviour and experience 3

other people. Succeaaful socializat'on is considered by

e PR

.5}; indiVidual and the\gifily, But for the o ntinued order of

4

B

Sociallzatlon is a broad topic whlch involves

1anguage skllle, coghitive content, attitudes, opinions,

al., 1968)

B
T S 2

> s /_”‘

A_.n-

rearing practiees and the use f: discipline with foster

.

7 "5‘
~

ciplinary practices ong foster parenta are explorea

Vf:?f' 5ooiety (Park & Burgess, 1921) 3}J fo,},f‘% f:.if‘{;' ,5

ﬂfﬁejiij 1nformat10n, motor ekills, self—system, personal 1dentity._:

.nj:j;/f“ﬁﬁg This study coneiders one asgect oiosoclalization f

"aﬁ among parents with foster chlldren, namely that of child-:i
children; The reasons for epe ifically focusing on dis-:h”

furtherﬂin the next aection. g -f i 1»;1 , 5=g‘3;f~:j,”:;:':

tr
«
« -
-
4 0
£

B K \' o N ‘ ‘
. . .‘ o ! . : ' RS .o I [N i‘ L . 3 ,
— ; I.. ; . . ~_} »‘ . PII.ROELm_ -Is.fT-ATEMENT '\»’ ‘A - ‘ ., - i»- .I' :
, N P T R Lo ' ,‘AI,_‘A e Lo v ‘ K --U‘./_-' ’. .
R ‘.;- Parents use various forms of dlscipline 1n order N
Z\I PR ‘ ' — NI / o
' to produce from the unsociallzed child an adult ose ..Q
1 ‘ ot xn N A -, ‘ N
igehav:l.our approximates that,whioh parents.feel to be o
: socially appropriate (Clausen et al., 1958).3 i.“f”J,_': o
F K N ) ‘ . /- . *I; e : ": ’ ._‘ RO < ey " S
‘I,:-"-/ . ” v.o; d- Sr . > oy ., L ‘.('
S . . ‘ R \ g ¢ . ' '_ : '.' 4
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L \;\\pradse, punishment, tbreats, zewards or withdrawal of

g o - Voe . e LY 4 BRIy .;;-5:’:::.-.-;;\‘,-'
e 4 Eya ?g)_.t/ ks!,;’(g). S

‘i- a child, exercises power oVer//hat child'e behaviohr._"

It can be aesumed that fostervparents similarly

qse various forms of discipline to eocialize foster children.

'1"

he foster parents' job of eocialization agent would be a.

part of their function as providers of "normal childhood

experienc_ ;;[I_} in a family life Betting (Depa;tment-I': ;
“of Sociél eryices, D976, B 229 2(1)) ?,,}‘? ?ff:-~g -glf}g**“‘
Ny ’ . N B ‘.,. . TR '\~-,‘~'
Dlscipline' as we commonly know lt, means to Wbring

7,

When Ehis definltion is applled 1n rega;d to children,-
discipliae becomes a means o§ eont”BIling a. 6hlld 8 wﬁ:!k7‘
behaviour to meet parental expectatioﬁ/ To exercisew _rﬁfﬁh,

dlSCipllnE, parents may use a variety of\methods 1nc1udlng

pzaise, or w1thdrawa1 of priV1lege (Cromwell & Olson, 1975)..

Any attempt to discipline a; child requires the use of f‘“ff‘
. -/
o control or the exercise of power over a ohild's actions.'*

A parent,twhether encouraging, cu:talling, or. redirecting

N
g 'N,;oA,,. Reaearch in the azeé:ofﬂpiightal power indioates ‘
' that ce;tain power ueed Hy parents 19 more effective in :;;i Jﬁ;t;
producing the child's effective socxallietion (Rollin &(%éllfti
'"T Thomas,,1975i ?;f%??ﬁh ”;.;Jj"ﬂf-f :“"'i-[Ti.a$n -
' It could be assumed that because foster care 15.” .
a legally sanctioned and professionally suppgffed Ohlld :
- care alternative, foster parents would be very e\fective fiﬁf?f
| ;; 3001a1ization agents,:and would exerc1se the moat effective
' w";,,f f<f SR ;;i“ﬂt-f,t,'? ,P-'v o BT ' .
N . ;{?" B .i ;

\.u“,?:;
under control or’ traln to ohedience (Oxford,,lSSl, P 341) »%.-
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. '.:oatering 19 not without problema (Kadushin, 1970). Not

'_“adulte from the children in their care (Drnnage & Pringle,

: Tiperformance of 205 young people who had just left care: or

‘2'_populatlon og§former foater children.f He found a hagh :r(ﬂ g

use Of. power in raising children. f:hﬁi Z[Hflmf‘fg'ttl_i_(xﬁé"ffﬁ
'f;fV ._-qﬂowever, we know from/foster care literature that fugu'fﬂ”ﬂ::-f

9

lall foster families are producing efﬁeotivelymeocialized

: ,1967) Thomas Ferguaon &1966), for example, studied the }fﬁf t'} . é

T .

IWere in care in the Glasgow (Scotland)‘Children B Department.

?

E:Whlle Ln care thelr school performance and social behavxour

R were poorer than average, an two years after leaving care.;r'
';bthey were not performlng as well as a comparable group of Ai?.Vj-k )

-working—claes youths from natural families.. For example,

':'i:'their recorded/delrnquencies.and illegitimate pregnancies

N
[N KR '.f'/_ .

were more frequent than average._ These devratione from T
G e PISL s, R :

”-socrety 8. moree and norms would 1nd1cate lesa effectlve ”f,”rLﬁﬁ#”fﬂ

‘or 1ne£fective socralzzatlon..-{j;';'j ;45 ’gﬁﬂ‘

(_}_ \_,',

b s researcher Meler (1965) studled an adult

»

r‘{proportion of marriage Breakdown iR males, and noted that
l?women had had 51gn1flcan€1y larger numbers of illegltimate J;xﬁﬁ:"t .
;ichlldren._ Me1Er (1965) interviewed the adult populatlon Ji_k .
: ;tha; he studled,tand determined.that the former fogter

B children, themeelves, were not satisfied thh thelr achieve-if-

ments- B :“,\\' ‘ .’ - j»."l"“ ‘ L . ‘: ~‘ :"v'*,;'.:.‘ oL “,._1_- _ \ .. -
R _-— . e N . - ‘."" _,.. " . N !

o {;Tﬂti,tf However. the foster famlly plcture rs not completely

¥'~€fbleak,l SOme foster placements are far more succeesful than

B T T T L S N
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& -*75"“\,V e
i o — e
Tl v . .
L ) vy : «
Lo K o :
, ) ‘ A - : :
~ AR S \ '
S
N




Nocins

v others (Dinnage & Prlngle, 1967) A number of wrlters, 1;fﬁ¢;¢3;fﬁg ET
| q:. including Jenkins (1966) and Fanshel (1961),'recognize al”ﬁ .} ';:l”
nfﬁfV- that there exist among llcensed foster parents those who C?\ | i
{ ;i are shcceésful"'and those who a£€ "dhsuccessful"»inﬁrﬁmwﬁn_ | ?
—p_ socially rals;ng foster children.; Because of their record :
i 2-h | '” of success" successful foster parents, it can be assumed, :
) ;T' would become kno',;as.more adequate than their "unsuocess}di""liuJﬂ
'{H or leSS adeqdate ounterparts.,,'{' ~ ;. ) o 'i ' '“/—F
' . The probl,: to bé. examaned here 15 whether or not “f'ﬁﬁ;;flﬁ
j . | there is any relallonshlp\between the use of power among l
.f.‘ those who are’ jﬁdged to be more adequate foster parents
l "and the foster parents who are Judged to be 1ess adequate.;'

j; The reason fqr explorlng thls questlon 13 contained ln the ;i/d:;_*-‘

B f; next section of thlS study. u.k.f ?F}?L ;jfilf.'df5f"f SHER

L ] Slgnlficance of the Study  3:_:;~;m@j;; . ~.“},“ -f”ffir_fﬂl;‘

? N :f : Thls study explores the use‘of oower.amohg two f’:f{e<:; 3“f151

j; ' | groups of foster parents.;_f, h' L ?l. o . |

} :,.;' | In 11ght of avallable researoh the stu Y explore;'

i ;;jfj the relatlonshlp,between the more.adeqpate* fo ter parents ‘ .

& flrf l‘ and their use of - power with foster ch;ldren, d’ the less '

} ;['j adequate foster parents and thelr use of powe w1th foster f:'

Ié SR . chxldren.:le'i'fjfffﬁ yiff;f_ _”fﬁj” N .; S
S S R A BRI
7f:f" ' *Adequacy, aS\lt applles to.this stddy, 1s‘veser1bed ln—i‘i”fttzg}ﬁf'*
IN‘;:_ deta11 1n Chapter 4:;33T_%,4.___ SIS ,'-.r,;,; ;_u,f.ﬂfle;:-?
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'. aquuate and less adequate foster ‘par

T

in understandlng one dimenslon of the soclallzatlon process

O . '\

experienced by foster chlldren.f},"jifﬂl”

ThlB study‘compares4the use q

el
¢

to the dse of parental power w1th chlldren, thls examinatlon ;
leads to addltlonal 1nformation about the relatlonshlps of

foster parents wlth foster chxldren. Vr'
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w1thdrawal positlve feedback, materlal rewards,

RELEN

adequate as parents

.

A

t an- others,_a"examinatlon of parenLal power among more

eAts becomes important

e

f dlfferent forms of

the use

i

of affection, the use of pralse, and help in problem-solving.~

.ivf In llght of the chlld development Iiterature related
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all social interaction, pOWer has been defined as "the

2t ,,.‘.

ability (potential or actgal) of an individual to change

the behaviour of other members in a: social system (Olson

1

Considered Qne of the most fundamental aspects of

..\. '.‘

i

& Cromwell 1975).- ,_ﬁml.“:f A i‘rgi R
= - A. ;,*1‘,_‘».,4(-..-‘.- D

<

Family power, a prqperty of 'a family system,‘is ﬁf:

37'the ability gpotential or actual) of indiVidual members to

change the behaViour of other family members (Olson &

Cromwell 1975) fﬂgsf;:_1“;;'j§f;5135f1;ﬁ_;

o

Similarly the/child through his reguests, tears, demands,

&

In disciplining a child a parent utilizes power.gr

PP
LI

e

: and other behaviour, attempts t exerCise contrdl~euer the

AN

.r

-
>

parents reaction to him. - m;«zi ':°ff:'5 [,.uﬂfi“

- -\_

A

utilized in such studies, and the use of “power

\ ~ . “w

child development literature since at 1east 1939 gSymonds,:
'1939); A Wide variety of‘definitions, hOWever, haVe been

as a labelkﬁ

appears only in fecent years (Cromwell & Olson, 1975)

seen through Martha Wolfenstein s work (1953)

e -

- PO \‘ . _\
- " ) . L T A S
. LN . ~ ., ; R . 3
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L L ‘ a
. - <
(o ;

‘_..

That power has been a: subject of interest can be

ReVieWing

I
et rdn Juar SURERY n;bz ":"ié‘f;.;'?’:.; IR RN

vy

.

of adVice on discipline and the““best" technigues to control

The OVerall concept °f power has 15Qen noted in the'““'"';

-~

women s magazines from 1915\to l951 she found many examples'~i

. \. \
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W{ﬂn:ﬁ' “Fyom year to year bup;_
B ‘dlolfensteln, 1952) 5
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1E¥1in1ng of chlldren there appears t° have been very 11tt1e T;L

tJ:attentlon glven the subject as 1t pertains to foster patents.

"Tf)lfnf”oindage and Prlngle (1967), for example, revrewed research ‘
'-:‘YT;}in foster‘home qare in the Unlted Statea, Western EUrope, ?i'

ﬂ”if‘;,glisrael, and Great Bribaln between 1948 and 1966 Their

/\Qgev1ew contalns no 1nvest1gatlons relatrng to the use of

" dlscipllne by foster parents in socralrzing chrldren._ﬁDj".?.‘,,
s ;. . ’ v " ' “r r ’ ‘. . .
I ;"': Fanshel's 1966 frndlngs (Fanshel 1966) are, perhaps,A‘

'f;the only/major ones whlch relate to the use'of foSter parent
'powerjaath chlldren, and hrs flndlngs re only 1nd1rectly
_related to the subject.z Fanshel (1966r examlned foster

z.parent attltndes toward chlld-rearing and found that more

. s, e
;:successful ("success was rated by cllnlcal social workers)

L o

i

- Y
.'foster parents were more perm1591Ve, 1ess restrrctrve, and

-~

lt'5As attltudes are'not the concern of th;s study Fanshel'

’

: i;work is relevant only to the extent,that attltudes may be?jf,f"

"n.-reflected 1n behaviour.v It could be argued that foster

x3

l

f7att1tudes toward éhlld-rearing. The problem w1th that

R jdlfflcult to match exactly the behavrour a parent'mlght

: el ML - A
S oo T - v PR
. 3 - ' oYL - o : T-“.
.d .' .T' 4‘," ,(.' lo.
14 -
U n el ;

.‘_

_:fless authoritarian than their less success;nl counterparts.73”"

‘:ijparents W111 dlscipline.ﬁhlldren in accordance w1th thelr“ﬁfb “

:argument 1s that in deflnlng a particular attitude it is :Qg:ﬁ;‘f**-




J | 2, I(
il M‘L x(

AR R 1 L e : : o e
e ,_%’“use;an particular attLtJde whxdh he holda.. Fa 8 el' ST
) _‘I' L » )° 'l- . ‘ : . “ - . )

thereﬁore, of no Qpecifao value ln.lookzn 'at thei RS

' 'fchild—rearlng pfa ticelof dlsclplmn;ng a’ chﬁld . =f:t'i
¥ f,Becauae'of the’lac .of eocial WOrk literat j. 'T;'ﬁ7§
“wp N ‘_‘.\ ,.pf:ﬁ"' —’L ]

- ’n435¥i%f'related to the ‘uge’ oﬁ d15c1p11ne among fDStlr parent' it -.‘fﬁ‘ﬂ‘{j :
? ' /o Jéalis necegsary tO'tbply the chxld-dévelobmentllitera; e on b t?ﬂ :
? ) i;fthe Bubject of parental power éé cur existiAg £n0W1é ge °f u;;fui{ﬁj' .

o :'Vilffu# uff he ev16ence &egardlnqathe class orTgin)sf fo ter "*:'>;p,; )
h 1”#“ﬁ'fﬂ;ffq_‘flparents ia not entirely clear.\ Although there ‘is Bt ng - 'lfq ;{Uv\ f

TR ,‘:J-f,evidence1to suggest thelr lowervclass origin, Peterso

4 "

i ;:'L:"’d. ‘ipleroe (1974) found that they come from a mlxture of
;Qiﬂ {.: Z';_:{‘ classes-‘ In Britain, however, wakeford (19&3) saw mo t 1ﬂ"/ﬁ
~/,505ter p?rents as working class‘, and Fanshel (1966[.;>;":

that foster mothers orxglnated from fami;ies of low st'iﬁl

. [P

f status thh the majorlty identlfylng themaelvea ae haVLng
T come from the working class. elass differences in. fostefﬂ:"“ ) -
:1iff:?ﬂ ﬁparents ﬁre noted in thls stu in view" of the child f ;L St
| ﬂevelopmént research £1ndings relatLd to discipline anii :f;“.' ;
i social classh- u 'j;:f:“j":ii"ﬁﬁg'pfin‘;ﬁ'ﬁgili; fy}'cjw:;-='-~ *
\) _Kohn (1963), ‘for- example, fouid. that\middle class .
parents used spanking by hand much less than worklng oaass;it'u;'
famllieB.; Mlddle class famllles were concerned that - 'f'“;iin; L
'chrldren understand why thelr behaviour was consideied Ifl R
unaccegpable, and they gave more reaSOns for us{,g dis-~:i;J?';:b;€:”

(

cipllne._ In add;tion, middle class parents tended to engess-g;;
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ffinterest in’, the motives for a child's disobedience. Kohn'

- N

'51(1963),major concern was with the value base related to

Z_fthe use of differing discipline among social classes.q_4“

'HfLHOWeVer, his findings di' show that the value bases nbt

only varied but theiact,al use of powerfambng SOClal classes

wasgggffegpnt,,i e: 4;ph_sical punishment versus explanations.

5 e
3

”ifﬁ aee“eé al (1972 found the same phenomenon, as,"

'":f results from his study, as did Sears et al (1957) [‘ﬂ;,, '

PR

Waters and Crandell (1964) found lower class

oM NN -(
(19)6) had similar findings.:“;a”.f\;:.@,ﬁ-”j_~"L,;I

-

Bandura and Waters (1959) found,that phySical |

punishment/of.children led to more aggreSSive behaViour in
J-E.&ﬂ
”vf*ﬁi Cipline method utilized at

me.,‘f . 'f -.;":,.ﬁ:',',"' - 7;. ." { A

e

”":f”ﬁ{f.:q’[f, Foster parents are\called upon to raise children

of both sexes.. Pringle and Dinnage (1967) 1n ielation to

N I

5}{ enter foster care, and that foster home breakdown is higher

,,a.
. e

for boys.i This information does not appear to have been'*

"i'examined 1n relationship to the use of dlSClPllne Wlth

N

N

)“;,' nore restrictive and coenc1ve than their middle class ‘d@ﬁ;er_
parts. Maccoby and Gibbs (1954) and Davas and HaV1gh: gti,?
\L . . . .

boys, and suggested that ag§w63310n is learned by the dis-fﬁ]_f'l

this indicate that a smaller percentage of boys than girls";
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among natural famllles differs W1th t‘e_sex of the child.\ ,d“ﬁﬂiht"

- 19 stressed more 1n boys, as 1s self-relxance.

interesting 1n terms of the follow1ng flnd1ngs,_;‘:w

‘sek - of the child. : cn '. \ e

We know from Bronfenbrenner (1961), Earry et al.”;

(1972),.and Hatfield et al. (1967) that parental discipllnef;“ffﬁ 'ﬁ

z,-

Girls, these authors maintaln, are ex
« . . RN
affectlon and less phy91ca1 punlshment, while achievement

T ¢

punlshment is used ln greater degrees w1th boys.'ﬁ;'f f;oflf ﬂgéoe
| From the foater home lrterature lndxcatlons are ‘;}ﬁ:W::. :

that foster famllles are large famllles, llmlted 1n educatlon,_'f
. [ L ~,.v| .
and{home-centered (Babcock, 1965 Wakeford, 1963) ,if-pt <

addltlon, foster famllles have been descrlbed as matriarchal

o

(Fanshel l966).- ThlS descrlptlon in- the 1iterature is I}f*fféi.“ﬁftit

Hoffman (1960) found that nursery school chlldren

whose fathers domlnated thelr mothers were more hostxle and \;“u'l ﬂ'ff

[N

51 aggressrve toward other chlldren and exerted control ovar¢ ';:: . fi

weakex ohiidra. U el e
- Rosen and d Andrade (1959) related achievement to ﬁ{}szayf_f-ﬁi
warﬂth of maternal behav;our, whlle Strodbeck (1958)'found :
' _aChleVement traiﬁlng best fogfered’in matriarchal famllles. “ i B
S From the foregOLng lt is evr?ent that parental power ARRN
1s an'lmoortant factor 1n the socxallzatlon of ch;ldren, xlif:,iﬂ;e

The 11terature 1nd1cates that the method used 1s related

ENaToaN

and that th1s power 15 exer01sed by a varlety of methods.

Phy51ca1\ ;Yﬂﬂf :fhlji ?
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o o ,"approPrLate.- The theoretlcal gap betueen thag broad 1dea

‘gtﬂ}“'“:::ff _of sociali;etien\and ‘the 3pecifics of the;:se,ef patental
l&i?;ﬂ*?}'_ power te dlse;pir;e fféter children can be Exlled by '
“T‘ﬂ.'yflifi exe;ining Bocial exchande?;nd 3oc1al power theories.:‘*};ilr:

{ gk:}ihi :3Q$f1A‘ sOcial exchange theory vieWs familial behavioux 5;
E - Vﬁf?'-l (amrngkothen Boc1a1 behaviourq)waa 1nvolv1ng}an exEﬁange of

v o -Qﬁ ' reeeurces at’; variety of costs (Backgan ; ééé;nq,‘;ge4).,3f7;

,f;}%ii&i. j | . The' theory ma;ntareg that';mong pere;;7 most lnteragtzon ‘
)Tftjliix;;'?? in any sltuation occgra beﬁween actore’occnpylng posirrehsh.. e

A withln ‘a soc1al structure and attemptlng to filI the roLe:f;g}_'

{fiiﬁ:*?ff$f{ expectarions of‘those p031tlons, Behavrour ié coﬂﬂ?ﬁbredﬁ[jﬁfk”

L, ::; purposeful end goal—orlented, anﬁ it is implied that, a_l:
. fr‘ generally; behaylour is: rewardlng and lntendeq te(av01d'r=
nonreward:ng sxtuatione (Edwards, 1969):“1‘l .;f jlg ;
Ai%-ffnlﬁ‘:;~f~‘; . The' theory contlnues thnt rulea exlat pertainin
;;I: o | to the associdtron‘between actors regarding the exch ger;:ﬂﬁlv“
.i-:' ”'?;?i;-Equivalent exchanges”ererstrzree éerlard‘;émpensetionjfor.;;“
‘”f:{ff'rt, :g coeta would be an expecterion lf the partles involved-were “
i_ : _ﬁ‘,' -:h :
SELRRUEE S N
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e - b9th adulte (Gouldner, 1960)1- Actorehare“assumed-tox

'Q"-i--.ff‘ strrve to maximum rewards and to reduce coats (Second &
e ) : ; S ad ; -

_ Backman, 1964) Varlous exchanges have various values,

RO ;1‘, dependlng on the actors involved.ir o 3_'.' é] 1\

ST ii: : f In families, it may ‘be: argued that the child has

T, - L. . St "~ A

;I\;'_‘.>gg' unequal power.' Certalnly social. exchanges are Beldom as

- - 8 s
. . .

M : - . '

contrasth‘for example, to a bureaucracy (Edwards, 1969)
. Deapite this posslble amblgumty, such sociOIOglsts as
LeV1 Strauss (1957) malntamn that soc1a1 exchange.theory

; explains the very root of. family formatlon.‘

Social power, as'a theory, helps to. clarlfy Bome

'already been deflned asathe potentlal or actual abillty

o
’

' -

‘recognlzed flve bases of aocral power, whach are.

N D2

-

separately these are v1ewed together, with reward power'

belng the type of power exerted on another person 0 by

'
]

persou (P), based on the perception by O that P has the~

L

perception that P has the ablllty to radlate Rgnlshment

_"’;l:—(
"'r =.ﬁ

R}

'A'A"‘I"I oL . l.'

o “':7"‘A 4clearcut because so much famlly behaviour 15 1nformal 1n

of the rulee“‘ as 1t were, of socmal exchange. Power has

f of Person (P) to change the behavrour of Other (0) However,

‘ 1n theorlzlng on this matter Raven and Frenéh (1959) have'

(L) Reward, and (2) coercive power Whlle numbered

abillty to medlate rewards forahlm.- Coerc1ve power is O‘

for hlm . Ina famlly study Smith’ (l§70) aqmblned the’ power |
';:. types into one, called outcome control power definlng 1t

' ,_yf as the chrld's perceptron of the parent s abillty to mediate

RS O SN R



""'=spec1a1 knowledge :Ln‘a glven srtuat:.on. g The Btrength of

attributed by 0 to. P and 13 limlted to behaviour-»t"’l:eﬁrant

rewarda and punishment. As w:l.ll be 1ater seen, this study
separates reward and coercive power but considers them both

aa possible types of power that parents use to control or

F' l/" “,‘ . -'»‘-'—.:; .

discipllne their children. S

)-A

Raven and French‘s th:.rd type of power lS that of

(3) expert power, based on o’ s erception that P has some g

v 3

this tYPe of power vara.es w:.th the degree of expertness '.

." to éuch expert knowledge. Whether or not behavrour induced

by chh means w:.ll pers:.st depends on 1ts cont:.nued aesoc-'

,

. ‘ L N

‘n,
tA

that the desn_re to be like another person 1s v1tal to the

':;, malntenance of’ power. : The attractuneness of person O to i

X

person P determines this power baee.--j In order For it to !

be effectlve P w:.ll need to 1dent1fy w1th some perceived

pOSltlve 1n 0 (Raven »& French, 1959)

-

' '1:"'- The fifth type of Power that Raven- and Fremh (1959);

have noted 1s that of 1eg1t1mate power based on):he

acceptance by O of 1nternalized norms and values which

dlctate that he accept influence from P Because of certam

. / \
characterlstics, suqh as age, sex, class, or caste, or

. .

because of hJ.s posit:n.on in some recbgnlz,ed h:n.erarchy, or .

because he has been dergz;nated by some authoraty, Ii is

perce:.ved as hav1ng a legrt:unate rlght to dlctate O'

L

J.atJ.ons with thed advrce of the expert (Raven & French, :1«959) L

Referent power, the fourth power type, malntains by

. "
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‘ power Qan vary from narrow to W1de (Raven & French 1959).:-.

Closely related to-the types of power given by , |
'Jf French and Raven (1959) 1s their concept of support or )

ff commands, and suggestions,,as well as making requests and

' 1mpos1ng rules and restrictions, would be considered asvf

1hacomponents,.
'LﬁiFrench, 1959).»

' seen to contain two variables,

cipllnlng a Chlld,_and thus ?cializing that child. R

. )
= B . ol
[ ox " : ' N i /
: . - : . - .
. : , .
! @ - B .
.t " M) ' 13 .
' . -
-3 . ' - NG .
' .
. : .
..l‘.

at least in certain areas.,‘The strength of ;f;fif ?ﬁ7_.
i ; S
legitimate power depends upon the degree of o's adherence

behaviour,
to the underlying norms and values.,

The scope of 1egitimate -f}',f

Each of Raven and French's types of power may be:*

possible 1n the use of parental power or qontrol 1n dise'-'fq';?'

However, Rollin and Thomas (1975) have reduced toﬁ.

nur tur ance .
/

such behavrours as verbalizing klndly, displaying warmth,,‘ﬂjﬂlfj};ﬁv

ThlS variable involves the use by parents oqu

showing 1ove and affection. Thelr second variable is that
‘\ N l
of "parental control" (Rollln & Thomas, 1975) Parental

behaviour, such as giVing the child directions, instructions, :,;:”'

I

parental control"

’

(Strauss & Tallman, 1971) .~}” ?;‘;Q'*:: '4“?{'tjﬁ

'\:

However, aslwe have seen from Raven and French' o R

..f’theory of social power, parental control could have two ﬁﬂ- L

that of reward,.and that of coercion (Raven &

|‘- B

The concept of parental control 1s then “..;,_:
(1) parental power assertion,,

and (zr‘parental inductlon (Hoffman, 1970)

. R N P ST R
1 ; Std

N 750




' families must look at pareﬁgal control attempts (further 3 :
d1v1ded into parental 1nductlon, and parental power ﬁiif'f - ?
J.assertlon) and parental support or nurturance.: These ; i
- - varlables flnd basms 1n Raven and French s power theorp |
but are ooeratlonally deflned by Rollln and Thomas (1977)
. to apply spec1f1cally to famlly llfe.,”f Jf*iﬁtﬁf'f ftj;,,Fff,ghf;Q/
T' L Based on the theorles of soc1ai exchange and soc1a1 Cea
power, but drawn from the chlld development research ln ﬁ;~ff'.»i;:~
”'-. the area of child sociallzatlon, Rollln and Thomas (1975)JG" | =
V.'rf? theorlze that the parental uSe of high frequencles of S fff

':-‘cive power 1n that 1t 15 defined as the force applied by

'jﬂ Operationaliy deflned parental 1nduction is seen as the
o reasons (Hoffman, 1970).

and Rollln and Thomas (1975) feel that studles of power ln

Parental power assertlon plosely resembles coer— f-{_”".xwf A

a parent 1n a contest of wills 1n a child,,and 1s defined

fs the'use of phy81pa1 punishment, deprlvation of material

Lo,

objects or privileges, the dlrect application of force, or

the thre ; of any of these (Hoffman, 1970) j?kabiff3”

"'-
AR

ﬂ‘,¢: Pa ental 1nduction can be said to be composed of

parts of Raven and French;s reward,.expert and 1egit1mate x:ﬁfﬁfi
power definltlons.\.Par%ntal’induction is defined as an .
attempt by a parent to gain«woluntary compliance to parental
deSLres by avoidlng a dlrect conflict of w111s w1th a ch11d

. (.,'\.'-'

parental behav1our by whlch a parent glves explanatlons orf;fl

/ngchaefer (1965), Strauss (1964). Becker (1964).».;4?];*Sf\3f7 f




Ty . . C .

'ﬁ? support and of 1nductive parental control attempts,,and ,”%;h)h

\\\low frequencies of parental assertive control constitute R

e the most effective poWer combination in the sOCialization"

t

of the Chlld.” Their model develops the component of a~~ o
o child's compliance in response to the uses of parental ‘ffﬁfﬁz~l‘”$

power.” In this study the researcher looks only at parental

\'1 c

'~i;_fpower usage,,not at child compliance in response to that ‘5?

parental power. While Rollin and Thomas (1975) do not

ey

14

offer comment on the foster child per se,”their theory is

s

s
l
_yy o
L
'g ,
applidable when the role as child socialization agents that s

a

fostér parents are expected to fili is conSidered (Dept. 'L'%J}"'

“of SoCial SerVices, October 1976) };h“;ﬂj‘iﬁ7ff,ﬁ"',5';]-ﬁiTJ3
N ' -~ ‘ \ b

L

.:”\g»;l Some foster parents are more successful or adequate i;?:

at parenting than other foster parents.” They are identified

as “more adequate for purposes of

"1s'study becaﬁse they

are consxdered better able to raise ch” dren* ' Foster T

[}

parents who are more adequate at childArearingh 1t logically AN

r

. follows, would also be more effective SOCialmzation aqents, '3 ;{{

i e., would produce a‘better product" from the unsoc1alized}
o .

'xchildufﬂf':ﬂﬁ‘x-?LnlLﬁfxT hi f..$';z,-m_;',ﬂ._;__,.d,:'n";,~,.
~sIn light of the theory which maintains that effec—s'

/

o

tive soc1alization LS the result of\more use of support
E ~/

fﬁfluand inductive control, and less use of assertive control,'{jg'i"u’m;g

V2N

it can be predicted that more adequate foster parents will make:f;~v-'
. L H . L ST ' "y.' . . '-"-. l L e '.

*For the development of a scale measuring foster parent I
global adequacy, see Chapter gL S A;*j‘/~- R




A i'.e., socializing the cillld

v ._.'J>- . AR

frequencies of support and of J.nductive control, and low

As foster parents th are rated more adequate &o

‘I ..":._.an effective job of raieing foster children, :I.t is’ pr0posed L

o’ ." . ‘-,.

'-'assertlve controL than their 1ees adeguate counterparte.f‘.l e
. S -
‘.Simllarly, foeter parents who are rated &S, le_ee' adequate

T l - e

. are predicted‘ to ut.{lize lower frequencies of support and

'Ilnductive control,' and higher frequenciee ,of aeeertive control

. . e B =Y . -
. Lt A, ST S
.than their more adequate counterparts. L .: T f::‘. ;

;1

R ‘ freéuéncy of. inductive control than less adequate
- foster parents. L L ,

frequencies of aasertive cohtrol (Rollin & Thomas, 1975)

i ) of support and .’Lnduqtlve control,,and lower frequenc:.es of j’

‘.i_'_’;~f; _""‘AMore adequate faster parente Wil dse ) hlgher B

_ - . fréguency of support than lesa adequate foster G .
s .‘-parents..,‘ Dot : _ e A
’More adequate foster parenta will use'a’ higher ‘




i . ; . //_- 'J - s ,i N s 'P;W‘"';’-.'-".-'-. e )
2 " \\—— $ 22
i . ’ Tt e , . k
o 4 o \ More adequate foster parents wrll use a lower DT AT
ETE +".. frequency.of asse .'LVB control than« less VRIS
O adequate foster par ents. S T T e Ty u
> ’ Parental Support S ° '_ .' e S TR 1
I From the proposition that more adequate foster parents
':' w:.ll use a h:.gher frequency of support than less ad@quate |
- foster parents, nine- hYpotheses emerge. Based on the
‘ : operational definition \of support (which states that support
is measured by the frequency in parental use of behavmurs

‘ that make a child feel comfortable c0nfirm1ng that he 1s f"
/ basn_cally accepted) parental behaviours of support 1nclude-‘

praising, approvmg, encouraglng, -helping, co—operating,

and expreSsing terms of endearment (Rollin & 'I‘homas, 1975) ,
' The following.hypotheses were developed from this definltlon- "

R ,l-. "More adequate foster parents tell thelr a
o R ) 'children they feel . affection for: the . child )

¥ ., 7 more often than less adequate. foster parents. .
: "4'-\- o TR 2 More adequate foster parents praise the:,r - "'
v . o .children’ more._often than 1ess adequate foster _
. Lo I ".v.‘parents. T . o ' LT

| AT 3 More- adequate 'foster parents are more ava:Ll—
. ... able to ‘their children: for discussmn than
. less’ adequate ; foster parents - .
e '.,‘4'.-"',Mor'e:adevquate -foster parents play w:.th then.r
:chlldren more than less adequate foster parents. -

".‘j-5.;:';More adequate foster parents teach children .
) V.'more tasks than less adequate foster parents. S

S TR - J¢ -‘,.More adequate fOSter parents d:.scuss a child' _
“.. % i, .problems with the .child more. often than 1ess e,

o 'adequate foster parentst . ., . . C

7. .'_"'-More adequate foster parents llsten to a. ch:.ld'

- 1deas more than less adequate foster parents.,,

.4 / - (I -
P 0 L
. . L R S
. [ KU 4 . ", -
. - : . o
° v - " K ‘u
g : .
-~ . - .
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Inductive Control :

More adequate foster parents more often comfort
‘and - talk awdy. a child's fears than less adequate B
foater parents.. - :

More adequate foster parents ére more truatiag

i

"1

. of -their children over three years playing

utiLize more inductlve control than thei.r less .adeqqate

counterparta o ’ j‘.“: .':. "

l

/.

It ie proposed that more adequate foster \parents

)

outside a.lone than are. less adequate parents.

./ r

>
. . At
[ .
e . . . L
’ . [ . .

Based orx the 1J.terature. inductive control 15

» .

v

def;ned as the uae of J.nstructions, directions, suggestions,

commanda "

pllance to the parents

” oo

wills. .

L

o

e . -
. A [N .
L o, e

Evolv.mg from the proposit1on ana deflnition are :

the follow:l.ng hypotbeses. -

T

- in ‘making rules. more.
'foeter patents.

More adequate foster

/ ol

' Moére - adequate foster

: exceptions ‘than. less‘\

. -More adequate foster

R 2 t -
Ty, PR
|..‘

o

patents_involye children .°
often :than’ less ‘adequate .

‘parents make Tore’ rule =
adequate foster parents. '

N

parents reason w:.th

‘children more . often than less ad‘equate fostei:

1 V_parents. .

. More adequate foater patents will more often
.'explore rule disobedience and  change rulés
.-as’a result than less ade,qUate foster parents.‘,_'

S

v

'More adequate foster parenta use. more,pqsu.tlv

rea.nforcement in the form of concrete rewards : N

‘. : .

o ¢ L. ) .

: I \ -
- .' » - .
£ et .

and behaviours wha.ch result in the ch:.ld's com— -

requ,eat by aVoidJ.ng"a conteat\ of

'More adequate foster parents glve more. explana-"
/’tions to” ch:.ldren as: 'to why they have rules: .. -
for: the.m than- less adqquate foster parents.

~

;”( s




Power Assert 1on T

-,

T - :" - applied by a parent in a contest of wills between child and
'..‘. i < ’ t' "' . . “' '.
parent, and J.s further defined as the use- of physical

the direct application of force, or the threat of any of

:,f)',/Pa’r’ental power assertion is defined ‘as the force

‘ punishment, deprivation of material objects or privileges/ .' ,

these behaviours. ;.~Assertive control attempts can be

1975)

/

'/

/.
j follow:.ng hypotheses have been developed.

v

/ measured by ;Lthe frequency of their use (Rollin & Thomas,

e
/W}V

From the propos:.tron t‘ha more adequate foster

/’

parents utilize less assertive control than less adequate o

/ foster parents, and based on: the definition abOVe, the

vearn—

More adequate foster parents:wrll use ‘ o

parents., :

More adequate foster parents will use
“removal of- privileges less. often than less :
adequate foster parents. S

More adequate foster parents w1ll force.

. ¢hildren to go to. their -rooms for dis- -

obedience. less often than less adequate } .
foster parents. B AP

Nore' adequate ‘Foster. arents uge. 'the"'threat

_of “physical punishment less often than less

adequate foster parents.~ '

' More | adequate foster parents use the threat

[ of privilege withdrawal less often than
1ess adequate foster parents.-. .

o

-,

L

RO
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=

/ : In an examination of the use by foster parents of ‘

N

pa.rental support, indu(:tlve control and gssertive control,

‘."_‘-‘i_"there are a total of 20 hypotheses to examine. The flrst
'. :.""nlne hypotheses deal with 1tems related to support, wh:.le'_, s

o _:there are aix J.tems dgellng with mduct\i.ve control. and

""'J"

L 8 ' ’

of deflmtions need '.to be clarified i ST p
q " . SRR ) ..’~:. L '.: S e _,".i. ‘_ S .'4" ) .
- , \ ; ‘ T '.. A'r' f
v -~/ DEFINITIONS ) A
_ SR AR

.’4(., X . w Lo . B

1.0 Chlld—rearlng refers to all the interactlons between

chlld whlch constltute 1n total a class of events

that prepare the Chlld for contlnuing hls 11fe as ‘an. adult X
(Sears et al. v 1957) ' ' |

T o

: './. 2 SOcial;.zatlon lS the process by wh::.ch an ind1v1dual

develops, through transactlons with other people, hls .

PR

[ v
ence. . Sociallzatlo‘n of the ch11d is seen as the primary

function °f today 8. famlly._ Th:.s deflmtlon 1s used by ".

Clausen et al._ (1968) and 1s quoted J.n Chapter 1 of thJ.s

. . - X
; - - - frn
- PRI S
; \ .
‘ : . ’ '
¢ 4 o .l
A . e Q
. . . s
~

. -

k] . . "o

. T -%

, o < .
il [y i

spec1f1c pattern of soclally relevant behavlour and experl- L : R

study ' : - R )
3 Soc:.al:.zat:.on Agent is any 1ndividual or group S
actlve :Ln promotlng the Rrocess through Whlch a- chi’ld ‘«learns '."j..,y

;f"(.:"_flve J.te.ms dealing Wlth assertive c0ntrol. s --.-; : S

": socially relevant behav:_our.-. Natural parents, foster parents, o

'
~t
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K . X . o '\\_ ’ . - (
R teachere, peers, could serve aa examples. - This definition

RE has \been develéped as a logxcal sequel to the definition

K Of socia],ization.,-,; / \ \\ : ".'_ | ‘-. -

S e 4., D:Lsciplzl.ne :.s conaide:ed the process of controlling

"o, training ‘to. obe&ience.. In /thie Btudy dlBinl:Lne refers

S to atte.mpts .of’ pa.rents to contrcl a chi]§i 8. behavxo}’r.'._)- ’{ RS
5/\ This defin:l.tion reeqrgs -tfrom the 1954 OxfOrd Dictxona;:y ‘s
i S efim.tlon‘ (Oxford 19}41,,-, \ , ~“ ;-'I-,I'» : ._

R ._3;'. 5._:, Parental Power is considered the actual or potentn.gnl"

ability of a parent to change the behaV1our of cha.ldren i"
. l‘( r o

they parent Th;s def:.m.tlon has baeis m OIBon ‘& Cromwell' '

E ._' . . y \‘-.- ,-'\ '
==, ’ “.'.‘.".-"-;. ~

A ) -"'\,6' Parental Support\is cona:.dered the frequency in -

o~
I

parental use of behaviours that rnake a chi].d feel comfortable, : _:‘ ‘

conf:.rming the ch.\.ld's acceptance. _' Parental behaviours

L j, include pra:.sing, encouraging, approving, help:.ng, co- '

operating, and expressing terms of endearment. . Th:t.s
‘ : deflnition is outlinéd in the section on ‘I'heoretlcal
Rat:.onale in. th:Ls chapter. The def:.nitn.on J.s glven by

Rollin and Thomas (1975) 1n support of thelr theory of

[ . ‘
. R . - . Loy

SRRl parental power. ‘i ,v_ - e .‘; \.:p o ‘:

7.;‘rParenta1 Inductive Control 18 defined as the use -

LU of instructlons, commands, directlone, and suggestlons, to
bring abOut cha.nge 1n a ch:.ld's behaviour };y avolding a

‘ d)_rect conflict ‘of wills.“ Parental Induct:.ve cOntrol :Ls

r

measured by the frequendy of/ 1t3{) use. ¢ The defmltion is /p -
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';.' Aasert:.ve attempts can be measured by the frequency af

8., Pa:r:ental Power Assertion 13 def:.ned as the force

. ’

.\,

‘\. applled by a parent' 1n a contest of wills between child and
ol

..... @o » (

deprivation f material objecta o:r: privileges, the dikec{"‘-
P

r,
r,‘

»v'

L "

the:Lr uae.-'.-_' he def:m:n.tion 19 ngen by kollln and Thomasw---

Now that the necessary deflnitn_om have been put— )
lllned it :Ls possible to test the hypotheaes._‘ 'I‘be methodology

whlch was deaigned, pretested, and mplemented 1n that test

is reported in the follow:.ng chapter.-g_-a R f\ :
{ N .. . R .

PR

Lo ,“' ". [T A - ot ‘ ] ' N
R . . . .
; FO ; .
o . X s Y
. . -
" \
. S : . Y .
; . .
TN z L . ),
) "! s . T .
. o

[V

applioat:.on of force, or the threat of any of these. ; ":7: N

(1975) in suppo:rt of thair theory of parental powar S e
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\ ) '_‘{;"METHODOLOGY ' “

. . . PEN ~

’1. w e J T -*'., - o - A o

.' R S -,‘ ' T -'."".“ ..';: l-,.- N
Slnce this was an ex post facto Btudy, the reSearch ORI
design was restricted by the examlnation of a study group

where the variables being measured had been, and continue

to be n-gomg._ Because behaviours of foster parents were

be:.ng assessed there wag no pOSSJ.blllty of manlpulation 5‘
in t .rms Of creating a purely experimental design. ‘_.‘ The : ..
subj cts were not amenable to anyhexamination of attributes ] " o
oother than those which existé‘d at’ the time of the study o

' I,Z' B Three. student ‘researchers deSigned the methodology ‘

of this study Each student put forward an 1ndiv:|.dual

thesis and therefore,_developed a questiormaire related oo

to t'.hat 1ndiV1dua1 thes.is. S L

Howev'er, the methodology used A

a '\, .o :-.‘ - “.. P .l ; : ‘.‘ . o‘: , . _‘-_".'l
was joxntly developed e I U ‘, o S
. The group exammed comprised those fester parents

who maintained regular foster homes for the DlVlBlOn of

Chlld Welfare, Departmenn of Social Serv1ces Officie, St. : _,
John s, Newfo ndland : as of 1 June 1978. . It. should l)e . I'
' :inoted that thei provincial Department of Sdc:.al SerVices ‘ | .
has divided t e - provmce 1nto five regionsp for the purpose -
of expedit:.ng elivery of all facets of 1ts servxces, X :

including chil - we,lfare.-__ Each rng.on has a number of

foster homes W Eh ‘varykng numbers of Ghll _'en. As of 31 .
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May 1978 there were 485 regular foster hOmes in the proyince.

The az famllies o

th:.s study tﬁe Department of Soclal Services head foice,

St John s ’ wae approached '

.beebme mvolved in th:.s progect by prov:.d:.ng easy acceaa

tp records »J.den’tif,ying foster parents

The admnlstration agreed to

1.7 pei cent of the provinc;al f?:of:al c ol
-fo,:?:. ':,7'5 f Prior to oommencement of the field work portion of

.who ma.:.ntain regular
PR

foster homes in the St John s area.

requzred,

tésearcher to solicit ass:},.stance from- the.u: field s'taff,

including social workers and admn::.htrativa persannel

° SAMPLING  ‘PROCEDURE T L
,‘- . W -""q" L ‘.’ ! ,-“ n ."

Due to ccmstraa.nts imposed by time and finances,\
it was not feas:.ble to select a sample frdm the total fost

parent pophla{non 1n Nehfoundland Therefore, the entire

foster parent populata.on servmed by the\.lpepartment of

Soca.al Serv:pes in st John s was stud:.ed.

d'-

The study population was lelded mto two qroupa
by means of an instrument

~-the Foster Parent GlobaI Adequacy
Scale, dess.gned for th:.s research

.\u

the 1nstrume.nt was obtegined from 'the BOClal work;.‘cs .m

Use oE casef:.les, .'Lf - "':'

was author:.zed Approval was g‘.tven also for the

the‘ study group represented approximately

erm

[ A T

T

Asslstance» in dex{eloplng, :
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Martxn Wolins (1963), an Amerlcan researcher in

' Developing the Foster Pareht Global Ad;guacy Scale it

\ .
proposes that any appl;pant for licencing

as -a foster parent 15 rated by a social worker in termm“of

that 50c1al worker s perceptions of the appllcant‘s abllﬁty

) to foster." He belleves that each worker has- a contlnuum

/\l

L

\j by whlch he rates potentlal foster parents. 'Suéh & con-

U

' tlnuum rates fromtvery bad to excellent. Based on wollns

thlnklng, 1t loglcally follows that foster homes fall on '

a continuum after they are l;censed Kadushin (1970), and -

Wollns (1963),

&aln, is"™ that

have found that the demand for foster homee"

) is always greater than the supply The result they main-

homes rate& low on- the contlnuum become

g

licensed to meet the demand -

"

{,>f ‘ Based

belleved that

r.parents wou}d

'lwould measure

x.parents.- The

L]

‘on these observations; the'reeearchers'
1t was probable that two groups of foster 2
emerge by the use of a ratlng scale whlch

v

scale was de51gned so that £Q§ter parents

h ”J" l;-

thesglobal orcoverall adequacy of- foster

. COuld be rated as either more~adequate ox - le$s adequate

“-(aee Appendix

home received‘.

‘A) . Foeter parents would then fall fhto one )
.y :

'or the other category, dependlng on the'ratlng score eacb

) : v : -
LA

D_—

(--.._....-_...

Each of»the elght varlableflon the scale had four

) I

1.pOSsible responses,Aand values were assigned as followa"

— Apove Average¢ Q,IAverage\to Slightly_Above Average,-3z'

- 3omne
M o7 N

e, o L.

- J
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s, LT meLL
ESHETS
) Ff::;”:j -:: Average to Sllghtly Below Averageﬂ 23 Bélcw-ﬂVerage,‘lrl
f ' >I~ ‘ 'Foster homes thh ratlng'scoresvgzi:een 21 and‘32 were" fi;z
! L ‘;&é-dg;‘considered mQre adequate. h foster home ratlng score; ‘Z;,» .
‘Egei;:”totelling 20 or less was’ determined to be less adequate.‘
’ ) - cResearchers believed that a, scale which allowed more thanf\: ~
;f.' ‘4-d: two categoriee to emerge would produce groups which would"’~ e
RN A ! be too small to produce mealnlln‘gful ‘results ‘ I
, f:3 'u.'t'u Q}i:l:j To insure that two groups ofbfoster oarents would S
s . ‘emerge, soc;al workers responsible for the foster hones ; s
. _ e o ‘
? | ‘ »r;v”i:wer asked to dlvide thelr foster parent caseloads 1n two;$~J
g C ; 2 groups, more adequate ;nd less adequate; before'u31ng the“wj-'_fQ:"
: ;rating scale., mhls dlvisidn was requested to preclude or‘A "
' "overcome any. bias or: prejudice on the part of social workers
f _ll.ft f';ljf‘ which might 1ead them to view all foster parents ln thelr -;;_13i~: f:
L rii‘A | th caseloads ag berng more : adequate if using thecrating saale“",'{‘b' : é{
o ..-c.:;' I .L__'I>Tne elght variables 1n the scale were those deter—; .f;_fﬁr
o "“5_] mined as belng morelrelegant An measurlnqIfostex.parents*4”1{ -Ef | n%:
e global or ovErall adequacy These varlables wererobtainedl T | *EI
1 in Fgo waYslf The flrst was . through intervrews with-the R L
‘:ilQ"a :\i:;! workers offerlng chlld care seIV1ces 1n the Chrld ' :é
‘e ; ;ngelfareﬁ:ivision of. the Department of Soclal Service?'fjf; :%ﬁQf;ii
:f“ifi?, I't John's.ﬁ The' seco;d was.through use of{the f' _' R
: " terature related to adequacy Hn foater parenting.:{‘““
'.{-"J'if'irirff-d Soc;al workers were aeked, Lndependently of each :ﬁ I':
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'éi,i'fi{. tﬁey consldered moat important in an‘ﬁdequate foater home.

® . ‘ From thelr replies reaeaxchers abstracted variables which )
LA ,»;»“f;i :-: appeared most)frequently. The follow;ng variab ;s emerged C 5; f
PR . o -fp:';[. u,A'A"n:' S ;nn' ".- T s --7'7“"' Ve .

oLy I‘l Emotional maturity of quter parents j,:_m o :i’w.i'

‘ _f',uﬂf':;},{, This variabls occurred in le of exght replies.'- .o e

o S Foilow-up telephone conversatlons wlth the workers sought., ;:a'ln‘;j

§ flﬂpﬁg'to learn what they éonsidered would be an operational o : L
ﬁi ':J;fpfpf;idefrnltron of thrs varrable. They provrded the follow1ng" i I
zi: ' jﬁ”“ ' :2i'1.Emotionsl maturlty includes the capacity to love, qive and ;
Ez _':i -:“f"%ﬂi_take; the abllity to cope witﬁ day tQad&y problems,,flex—“
CI "';Wi"jkgl 1brlity and good 3udgement, adequate enactmeutlof social

o “:;\roles, acceptanCe of one g weaknesses and strenght ' _ }\
b ,ﬂ‘fif‘“ﬂiﬁ? capacity to form satrsfyrhg 1nterpersonax relatlonshlps.:f:
;1 /f.} ;iii . xlrne and Ouerstreet (1972 p. 41) support this deflnltion : :

. . :, S 7 '
I EREPI fof emotlonal maturlty Trasler 61960) 1ndicates that u~.1"1' S

.:.unsatisfactory placement outcomes of foster chlldren is

1 : -
. A .. . TN - v L)

® \related to emotlonal lllness in foster parents.: His study _ ;5}
5 '-\jls supportzve of soclal workers correlatmng emotlonal 1,«-['”3 oL
¢ - - o .
_i a : maturity w1th fbstering &dequacy.a_‘

3 : | : o L L . . TN e R
? - 2. Bbility of fostervpareuts to undérstand ‘and _.jjf“ﬂ? N
o e CL accept natural parents 1n the fosterxng process--' ;arf

J. s A.',r' - L .

B 39 ;‘ Foster parents may expreas this ability through

g 3 \Apindlcatlng bellefs that nat al parents are normal people

3.p"h° are temporarlly unable to cope wzth the care of their:'?

ZN --IIChlldren- They understand that the fosber child may o
L LT ;o . T§_n ‘ 3
/ \ ) ;s_‘%' I
M:l" r"?‘i‘s - A~ e
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] “',yevedtually return to the natural parents. They encourage RS

-.the foster child to maxntain a loyalty toward his natural 5
Tfé T g{parents. This varlable occurred in four out of'elght |

"Jﬁﬂworkers'replles. Thls is supported hy Galaway (1972), 1n'~

o hls observatlons regardlng clarlfication of the role of o o
' "”"foster parents.l'ﬁf;ff“;‘szfgrlf?“' . ‘
B A e IR :

'~I;'jfff:':ﬂf;3l? Meetlng the emotlonal needs of the Chlld 'j3~}f3

“ \ [ . ~eo

'1gff f; replles.-'Emotional needs were defined by the.workers as ff

Trasler (1960), 1n hlS research deflned emotlonal needs 1n

o '.75”;‘5'a very simllar way He stated that warmth, feellngs of g;:fiﬁ
“If," Q:j,self—worth, the deveionlng of. a moral conduct (sense of FEE
:socrally acceptable/behav1our), and stlmulation of 1earn1ng

”‘f o j,;are the key elements in a deflnltlon of emotlonal needs to

ﬂbe met 1n chlldren. In hls assessment of foster parents"ff;u

._,

"labllltyvto meet foster children 8. bas1c needs, 501omon (I969}~a$~f

'~,;found that these parents 1arge1y concentrate on meetlng

fﬁ.group showed an awareness or appreclatlon for emotlonal

~-;. 1

,f_needs and 1nte11ectua1 stlmulatlon of the chlld.‘,T{j_L;-\*yf

F ‘fwﬂ4}' Capaclty ‘of foster parents to: be chlld-centered T

rather _than self-centered U’J.“-;A .‘,_,s "dﬂ

SR Thls 1s deflned as the parents' ablllty to accept.
e "Eﬁfthe Chlld fcr hlB own self, rather than as a means~to : -
T e '“

fréﬁwarmth affection, understanding, and tolerance.;;,rf;':;i;fj:

'ff:'j:;-fh,the chlld's phy31ca1 needs Only one—thlrd of hlS study | o }&_}}




’.

s,,.the words home,.love, and children frequently? Thls varl-

'able occurred ln one form or another 1n flve of the eight

B
3

e S

k] . . f L f

~ R4

fulfllling their own needs.g For example, do foster parentslt

talk more about themselves than the ch11d-.or do they use

NN "

soc1al workers' responses. Agaln, this varlable has been

found to be related to success~in fosterlng (Stantep, 1956)

Hls flndlngs indlcate that success 1n fosterlng ls higher_;'f '

. /
among those foster parents Who love the foster chlld w1thout QJH
reservatlon. .; ; -{-u'wu ';ﬁ;g

”TEL“' Physrcal needs are deflned to 1nclude food, clothlng, :'\

qulte ;mportant in the 11terature on foster care.and-par— T
‘tfhentrngr~;f,;fdl3;&';jflﬂg f:iﬁ ;‘”Lfg-*'fL_”ﬁ’}; ”f}_ .
"'First£~' iﬁ;ty,to meet ba51c ph§sica1 needs 0
S R

houszng and medlcal serv1ces. This varlable would be con- \,;,”

3

51dered'the base 11ne for any human belng.- Solomon (1969),.4_

1n looking at foster parents abllity to meet the emotronal

needs of the chlldren, nOted that this varlable“has,,for

e 1._

foster parents have emphasized phy51ca1 care and develOped

).«. vl..,

2

as a varlable by the St John s 9001al workers,/that 1s, ;;3'1"

'-1t was taken for granted

years, been the focus of foster home prOgress. Consequently, f“ﬁ?V'

it well.f This may explaln why physical need was" not 1ncluded
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'_Secondﬁ. Foster parents' ability to.meet the

intellectual,needs of the child-

’ Cee L T A

L

T 1_“ ? . Intellectual needs are operatlonally defined as: o f

providlng new learning experiences, expressing interest in
:’school progress, and encouraging the chlld's efforte 1n
;,jlearnlng new tasks.‘ While the sotlal workera did not

C

-f-expllcitly g1ve this variable, its importance can be fonnd

, 3iin the 1itefature related to the socialization of the child.-."'

3

i 'Brophy (1977) relterates that one of the major functlons jra
.':j¥of the famlly is the socialization of the child, and _one

of the key elementa ln that socializatlon process is developing

A ‘rthe child's learnzng through experlences provided by the”
:family, \_'\‘.h s 14"-, 0

ST 3“;?"‘ SO T e ey T T T N
E I*?;mhi%dif Ability of foster parents to understand, ™
.y ., -accept, -and cope Wlth dlfferent ohil&-

' hood behaviours . o - g, LA

ThlB is operatxonally deflned to 1nc1ude foater

.IA'parents' ability to independently evaluate the child'

— -,"

vbehaviour,_ for example, the awareness of reasons for ‘"f;f'

I8y

“islowness in toilet training, Dbed wetting or: hyperactivity..

. . - ' . /

;Thls 1ncludes the parents‘ overall readxneas to accept the rJ'
| '_'child’s behaviours at dlfferent ages and stages in hlS .

,:'aevelopment (Meisels &, Loeb 1956,,Solomon, 1969)

- KN A s . B -4

.ot :, e '.
I \,:ﬂ O - P
- Fourth . Satisfactions. whlch foster parents . -
: derlve from the £ foster-parentlng role
it Poster paranta'may 1ndicate such satisfactlons by vf'f‘
_e¥gggqaing poaxtlve comments about thexr relationahip w1th
-Pr)cc‘ R P [N .’- CoL e E . - . IR Lo
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"; ﬁmeeting the challenge of difficult tasks 1n fostering. Of 5::ﬁff '

J_and by expressing their faecination at watching children
:71~grow.h These observations about foeter-parent Batiafactions
are; eupported by Fanshel (1966) ' Jatfe and. Kline (1970); and R

.F;Kline and Overstreet (1972) .fgn;*rﬁ" ;jf",”12j§’“J.Eflfg;Q_fﬂ LA

?ZfE'Pretesting the Scale

Tf-tested at the Long Pond distrlct office of the Department :53;7*'3F*- g
::.of SOClal Servxces.. Two social workers arbitrarily div;ded
E ﬁf”20 foster families and\used the scale to rate them.' The

-”Zfoster/parents, who were categorized by the social workers

- as being more adequate, were also rated more highly by them

/

'ffwhen using the scale.. The converse was true for those
‘icategorized as less adequate.iﬁi:‘l | B _
iszg'};: lt must be noted however,vthat the method ueed bv 8

;500131 workers tO diV1de ﬁheir caseloads 1nto two groups i}“ffrh&q

M:may have biased their decisions.; They were asked to divide L

”f_-rating scale.. Having lelded her caseload, a worker may

"F”have then con51stently perceived a\pareht as being less‘\\\

-
'/

the social worker (agency), by indicating that they enjoy

LTV

' ”;being able to serve the community (humanity) in thlB manner,-iffflii: i?

. .". ~
’-.' - o -
s B o
. »t ol

1

The Foster Parents"Global Adequacy Scale was‘pre-?*"”"'

e

~
b

A} . It

',“Jmfthe foster parents 1nto two groups prior to usxng the ' V_Qi f~l L fﬁ

f\\

nd
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'*ff;“..f,f_{l The rationale underlying aeking the social workers }
R to divide caseloads prior to usmng the scale relates.to : R 1
: :;;";ll. the earlier noted continuum (Wolins: 1963) on which foster.>'. |
jf_ .{:Viiil:" pérent applicants are rated by workere, and are either .

- \"‘t;?;ﬁihfegcepted or rejected. The continuum of ratings forwgggter
,/59fiijfmiif parents at the time of application for licensing might r&ﬁ&é :
- ; ’jif ffrom excellent to very bad 1 The homes licensed would tend 1;f:;{1 E

v to éall mainly on the‘pOSitive side of the continuum 'm*)";‘ |
- 3f'fi ';fTherefore,ithe rating of«“more or "less“ adequate being L
: ' S ‘ R

Z, 'ffligxﬁi';fZﬂ on'the posxtive 51de of the continuum was difficult for-- lffz‘tﬁ- -

e sl e . A 1

"Jo;f“-”ﬁﬁi workers to determine. The home to have been licensed must

have already been viewed as’ adequate:a d.dl crimination 'f“?7i/,§:

between more adequate and leSS adequate ':1d be a difficult f,f;l?

T fd W.fvf,. task.. mhis could explain why any differences between ther{{,;"

. v

tw0\groups in the tests adminietered“could be minimal. Gﬂ'iffljlizi"" i;

5 o Fﬁ“-ff:“ It should also be noted that the social workers ;]fll{tii‘.;_ Eﬁ

g% | \5 L who were initially called upon to 1dentify variables which t #Lf» ) 55
§§ | tdey saw as 1mportant in adequate fostering were the same - _; l

“ ;;"-:'ytfﬁ”?i soc131 workers who were later asked to use the.scale.t The ; . T_ .

- e ; “ fact that they were“involved in creating a scale'that they’ 4't. ”‘i;' ;;

; ' :“.”“were later'called upon to use may also haVe created a bias.-_l_vp HZ

o U31ng Social Workers to Rate Foster Parents J]ﬁ';;,alfj,ﬁ R R

Lok In.Rhe SRy GRoWR T T T BT ;;iﬁfi'afﬁ)fbfu‘b.**li' C

Having used*socialmworkers to rate foster parents Qf"”

3
»

b
o



: I . g ‘s oo P
and Traslet (1960), and, as WQliﬁa wrote in 1963 (p 169),/ o LE
G ,.Zu{' ;'The social worker %] image of a good foeter a ﬂ;j < o 11&
A PR parent is,. we have' seen, substantially’ clear, R ol
e e Ipredlctable, and’ congigtent indiv1dua11y o SRR L &
e e :-;w1th1n agenc1ea and .amnong. agencrea (1963 B

It was expected based On observed precedents in the 1iter~\\';
i 'ature, that 500131 workera,at the St. JOhn's SOClal SerV1ces‘\\ S
TP offrce would be cons;stent thh one anothervrn u51ng Foster L
,\gg _“;Parents' Global Adequacy Scale.- This vias: anticipated, “to. ;f[j; S
u;:f'ﬁ:.“ix"hrisome extent, in that the majority of workers had identified ;':‘U‘"A "ig

’f\simllar crlterla for ratlng foster parents when they

R I“-assisted in the construction of the scale. :'daﬁ”f.fl T““‘N"'_fj T

. . > o . . -
( . .

-‘jfl R &j,f3 ‘The underlylng assumptxon was that SOClal workers Lfﬂx \'{-:lfﬂ

”twhb would be ratlng foster parents were cap&ble of maklng

- \ \ i A " A\\.“‘ -

'ﬂrcorrect assessments{ based on thexr agency s guidellnes L
ppendix B), thelr experlence, and their.} " "f LT

T bfdr fosterlng (see

'ﬂacademic trainlng. The average educatlon of the socral :: y

= . ‘ 2N Ve

S ,.'"uilfworkers who rated foster parents for th;e etudy was ‘a Bacbelor

-.of Arts degree thh a Soclal Work M :or.- The average number’

S of years of exper;ence in worklng w1¥h fosgrr families and

L

'L related Chlld welfare activrty was fOur years. ; "”ebi‘“”,' "x_f -;- L;ﬂ

\

Subsequent analybis of the chter Parents Global

K R R

‘_“"':“,_i';§:Adequacy Scale rating forms completed by the aoclal-workersvl-@ﬁt“g;:
‘ ;firevealed that. foster homes rated by them as less adequate N
-foonsistfntly acored 20 or less.. The more adequate foeter
-,.""parents .ach).eved acores between 21 and 322 Although the :'-'

,;f.ffﬂ“."g-l'workers were: asked to- divide their foster homes as belng _
AN g _:5' :Jf,:',"i,";*E;f:.ﬁth”a» :[w"3{¥ﬂf . v-\.7ﬂ-"'iﬁ;£'




“'j-“' t: more or,leeb adequate, a subaequent comparlson of-foeter ;
'w;"ﬁ~”: ”-:-.‘i:home scorea'and assigned xatings confirmed that the ratings ' |
> f]ix;'j Lo Acoxncided with thelr initial judgements.; Social workere ff -;‘« .
) .._Ii" 'f - were unaware of the acoring component ueed to check'their"A B ?
;; :”i SN t | rating of foster homea, but the blases already noted may ;
Ao ”Jf(. have 1nfluenhea Enelr dec1albns.x[gfliEETCji,ﬁi;piﬁ fi_IVftfui: ; :i
i\NSTRmNTs CoEAR e
‘ B ‘il The queetlonnaire adm;nlstered to the two‘foster w
pa;ent groups that emerged from the adequacy rating scale R :
e was composed of three sections for ﬁye by thtee researchersti i
o ‘I:Sectlon A dealt w1th Satisfactions found in foatering.t,f?.;;~tl-;;}
Ii-;‘ ‘ }Section C dealt with parental attltudes. Sectlon B con-iikl o :
'Ef; 'f',".f'talned 20 1tene1for this etudy of parental'inductlve control
”t_';“-iz parental assertlte«control andlparental eupport.ﬁ;-hegi“p?-vv :
;"nl ”:';lf ltatenents measuring these 1tems were rotated so thatl> o
| ) I, alternate statements measured an item of eupport or an .ﬁi ; ..
- 'a'i‘ﬁ itém of eitner assertlve control or 1nductLVe control.l L‘j;hﬁ - :
| %ﬁ flﬁ-mi- The nlne ltems re;ated to suppont are contalned iR . .
. Appendlx C and Appendix D: (Sectlon B) numbered/~—9, 13 17,':_ . g :f v
- ‘ G 19, 21, 25,:27r-and 29 Each Ltem was atated to the foéterlgllAd |
. : parent as listed 1n Table l and the Optaons of “Always ' K )
‘EpPOften ; “Usually"“ "Sohet;nee"' "Seldom » and "Never" weref;ulpii,f
f?;r,i‘ ngen as, a Wlde range conti%uum of poesxble answers.. The '1f“1lf';ﬂ

--u»ff gT[]" statements, deallng &ith the nine hypotheses related to 1teme;ff5




‘srated three, seldom“ rated two, and “never\ rated one.

: ' I. A.. :\.: i "; .'_'-:‘_' f". L TABLE l

. Support Items as Stated in the'%@éétibﬁhaiféu“

.
K - v [ 3 i
. IRY r ’ .

'

rffI praise my chﬁ(&ren for doing thlngs I approve of. ";f

'iI am avallable.to my chlldren to dlSCUBB anythlng.f_

:

fIds1t down and play w1th my children.'

o If my- chlld gets 1nto trouble “at, school or play I
o talk w1th h1m about the problem.~ oo S

-
.« -

< . : R . )
. st . I8

ﬁ'uﬁI teach my children tasks around the house.,f_. <

- L B . ,;.

K v8.f~When my. chlldren are afrald I comfort theﬁ and talk ':;lf_'

to, Ehems Lol T T

o

,play outsrde alone. ?w'j;m”'f_ A R

. T e - —k -
S N ' v . R
- C . ¢ e S e [ H
. N ! . . . %

Each statement was read and the response recorded

*L”Always had a numerical Value of 51x, whlle "often"_was

'iﬁrated numerlcally as five, usually rated four,- sometlmes“

d’

1*In an attempt to validate the statements used, a

R .. : - N : N . .

j;ﬁg}'I llsten to my chlld's ideas. ‘Ify;”?;jldf‘73?;7=3j.“1%f;;f

.Q.Q,I would trust my chlldren oVer three years of age to Ta-
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. 3
4

n;:52;5

were those that emerged in the pretest of the Foster Parents'-

=

’

};1t was noted,that the foster parents did use the range of

: adequate and the less adequate foster parents.L:

[

In an examlnation'of the results of the prete§$

.'_Global Adequacy Scale and consisted of two grO“PS--the more fﬁ'":”

"ﬂanswers available and thé mean score of each question varied

. II'

'cusli§htly on the replles given

Bl

- - L TABLE 2 3

7f:g1ve assertive control 1tems llsted in Table 3-

Induct1ve’Control Items as Used in Questionnalre

. [N
[

iy

/"

Also pretested were the six

'ﬂsitems related to inductive control listgi in Table 2, and

._:1:.

chlldren.

: ‘3;

0

have rules for them

\

»

AT make exception to the rules for children in our
hOme. ‘ . .

v

\

.

ree

-t

-
! S

v

e

[

Lo

S

L2

Al

Srtem T

1"

.

L.

v

. -

N

."

, e
.

The chlldren lrsten when I reasOn w1th them.ii

If a Chlld disobeys a rule I Wlll try to see why I

Rules in our house are made by talklng with the.'*i”'

o

o glve explanations to children as to why I have
ji,rules for them.- c

. )

LA

.m~.

Y

R

I reward children whey they obey by giVing them Lf;~
mater1a1 ltems, e.g.qnmoney, 1ce cream, etc.;

;Note;,

. \ )

:InductavebCOntrol 1tems are numbered 8, lO, 12, 18, s
}20 and Lﬁrln Appendix C‘and Appendix D, Section B.__,

Covat e




“'If a, child is 1ate coming home I Will remo'e hlg }f:’f -
privxlegesig. R A “

'- ! l;.;: " ) - .
L “;f i 3 I have sent children to their rOOms\ or misbehaviour. r~f
: _,,- e, L . Yo ',-.
,4:.5TAE;"N"f:4;

R , If children disobey I threaten the lo's of privilegee.
‘-*3’-'55' IR L . ; N

- N 4/\51.!‘ I .
. \,;3l.fe , Ifda child misbehaves I threaten the

. N ‘;,
" Lot

. PR R
¢ . . N c I R A‘ -, . Y
-7 o . r t : y I L T, ] a\. .. " ~
N N B - L " 0 .
v ~ °

- Note. Aseertive control.items are numbere

ca

\ ( 14 22, 24. 26,
TR '(-ng and 30 in Appendix C and Appendix Di Sectmon B, [
:; “»;i ’ .,. :
"n;'?f” w1th similar numerical values. iﬁjfﬂa",ﬂéir,ﬂ.?fi.Tf% L :
! o g "I No atandardized questionnaire pertain ng\to Bupport,
“eﬂ '5" inductrVe?and aesertive control were found in an exhaustive
. ’ \search of the litenq;dre. kTherefore,fthe 1t" s 1dentified ‘
*<Q by Rollin and Thomas (seenpage 25) were ope:a onalized in 5f:
Lot the form of statements to whieh respondents c uld select -
e :-% the appropriate rating as noted above. T ; -( l ;
i 3 ;iJ;T ’ All the ' iteme'tested related to behav oers that ] <
%% T ' ‘;%T were seen to be\gefined as parental supportive, aaaertive‘- 'f
?; | '{%#:ii COntrolling or inductive controlling. Tﬁevgeﬂaoiours)tested g
é% b 3
B
7 AT .

o
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'ﬂf . Rf-f'ip“ o alao are seén :in the chlld development Iiterature as Ef‘}fff wf{“ .

Jﬁi *t: "-?- _ peﬁ;;ieur ererted by perents 1n the dxsciplinxng of themn “:’ _ :“:/
? 'XIL-IIHqJ; children (Saaré‘et al., 1957)9. 'ff:hgﬁ fﬂ? ='f.'fi-'”}ﬁ*f;ﬁfﬁi ’?:f
;,: \.p : ::]f5ﬁ“. lwﬂ;ff It was recognized that‘designlng a new questxonnei;e;«uﬁf ?7

. P : relared to the measureﬁent of suppqrt, inducpive control “\iﬂ?f :;
' _ J 'and assertiVe control nght ceuse%metheéological problems ';;lidiﬂ l

The diff{ ulty in measuring ona‘of these variablea, support,-'f

“was noted y ElllB et al (1977) when they p01nted out ”few 'f;°;éf:

. measures o the support function haVe been égequately SRR :<§;7
. examlned to thFrr reliabriity and Valldlty"(p 613. i 1 {‘“-3;;\
o “.p:é;e 'ané Cromwell (1975) also note “power has e :;Xf-u
i proven tb be one of the most complex and eluéava concepts ; fif‘fﬁk j
ﬂ:‘Jto descrlbe“,(p. 3)., They also note ‘that . reééarch in the 'm577fflgl
'Juarea is relat vely young and may be ha;ve,.therefore, unt;i‘ ;A;
t further work i developed‘”‘This study attemp;s to develop -
the power cbnc pts 1nto behav1oura11y formed ltems bécause o
iparental power. seen ae an esaential element ofvcpi;d- ]??T#Jjﬁg;‘.
:rearing and 1n  eed of Btudy., Thereforé, the 1tems E;EEEé_ ‘j\;»ﬁft
'71)were developed{ (eﬁ oint\from which further refinementsig7;?ij§“;kq
_:»fanlbe‘meée. ' 4 g¥-{: N 'a : f - _?:3 ERp ;: ff
Ii\”\nwl “In th"d :eIOpmént of the qﬁestions, there wes ;{ '{i:
.;4_ conalderable discﬂesioepemongdphe three researehers (who 5'1,3.”5 L
- were to use the tetal questiOnnaxre) as to the most appro- ??;;:j_’j

T

prlate 1tems to

to deveIOp

YIS




f\"' Sears et al (1957) used®an open-ended question— : oo T

| naire ti/i/ok at child-rearlng practices. However, this

research grouph

/4

because of the problems that are encountered in trying to' . " i

[ 5

ellminated the open—ended questLOnnaire

code responsea apprOpriately. In additlon, the research B K
team wanteﬂ an 1nstrument that could be adminlstered in a

ovﬁ*time frame.l An open—enﬁea questionnalre was - felﬁ‘to , - T

\

be tod time consumlng in view of the size of the populatlon .

.

being studied." - :I.\,” | ;" ’ f— K ; ' :‘ . S

.
/

A second form of research wes con81dered in- de01d1ng

S -

theeinstrument to use: Observation has been noted as one - -f ' b ;
rpo;LIar way bx,which parant—child 1nteraction has been

. researched (Olson & Cromwell, 1975) The problem with this
method is that it is time consumlng, and again there is the
»'problem of the bias of the observer, who mpst make judgements
on the behaviour observeé In addltion the parent lS aware

: of being observed and this can-create~what‘5taniey and '-:5 ;_v‘ o
I“Campbell (1966) call the "halo effect"‘ o
After elimlnatlng the open—ended questionnaire and _
'f~the observation technlqugg it was ‘decided that thé most S
i-_'stralghtforward manner by whlch to measure parental pOWer |
':was that of se1f~report1ng. The 1tems developed therefore,
K ;asked parents to report on- their child-rearing discipline ’ f -

""practices.. The wide 3 range of six possible responses was .

belleved to give the parents the necessary scope to respond A.@
¥ . )

-accurately. Foster parents were told that the questionnaire 5

2 /\

- . "
.'C' ’




- O

;Lmyas not 2 test,’ there were no right Or wrong answers, g e SR

N

. f"ities as gbhnd in the pretest were adjusted

'. ;each statement.

e that any parent.will admit for example, to u51ng high .

-

. /_.-r ) Y o ) . -_'_

' of rule—making é% the foster family, and rule differenoes \'ﬂﬂw R Kb

:‘when compiled with the questrbns of the other two researchers ﬂ

i studied and the results are reported in the next chapter of:
‘ AthlB study.. a,f; f.‘L.'.'ff S f-?", “"_:h -.,‘;ﬂ_ 'ld:

N N . - v . P . . * . N 2 .
\ ' S ‘ . oAt ‘ , . . [ . . : . i

that respondents could not be identified by name, aq@ that . o ” f?

responses were confidential In this manner it was felt

e

that foster parents would feel able to respond freély to.

-

Each item used was read in the first person "I”
because the statements wished to meaéure the foster parent s~5

“behaVLqur. “In retrospect, however,lthe use. of this first

1

L person noun mayghave created a bias. It is questionahle

»

frequenCies of phy31ca1 punishment.' The questionneirevmay .
4 :

have suffered this bias by ceueing respondents to give a

soc1ally acceptable answer.} In the future refinement.of
this questionnaire this bias must be addressed"

The questionnaire contained a number of other items
elated to disc1p11ne. hese were noted but are not re-'“:

\

ported upon in this study.‘ These 1tems mncluded the nature T :f]

A -4

by sex of the'child (Appendix c and Appendix D, Section B) '; Con RS

. The questionneire consisted of 32 questions,_gnd

* Ky .

took approximately 30 minutes to complete. After the pre-
test of the total - questionnaire, clumsy wording and ambigu-: L

L mhe instrument was ‘then administered to the populationllt;éf.

R “‘F" o l, -
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:;2 was acqaired to provide a. profile of the population being

—
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& ..* | DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION - R
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Ih addition tn the questionnaire related to parental
/ [}

\ support and cohtrol demographic information waa obtarned

from the population studied. Information of thia nature

A

examined, am\d,r where possible, to relate differentiating A;‘ﬂif:

characteristics of the foster parents to those covered in .

other studies in Britain ahd the United States., .gfjllcfkhgfg T
The demographic guestione directed to foster mothers 'Q ﬂ

(Section D of Appendix‘D), ahd fost fathers (Section D

' of Appendix CIc were the same except in the following .q,'

n

“f asked only of the fatber.fggﬁkrﬁf,l.,f '.\"'”IJIT

:1.rx.=zctan¢:es.~

: spouse s earnings as well as. from the husband's earnings.-}r

The question regarding family income was on
the father '8 questionnaire, but provided that the responSe 71”
Should indicate if there waa family income received from _nﬂ;’_ e -

/ ot L4

Similarly, the question regarding living arrangements was

./ . '|,’».,

The foster mother s questionnaire differed from the

foster father e in the fo lowing manner.‘ The?-were asked

how many natural children t” y h i had how many natural ':;, f“‘_ff

Chlldren 11Vlng at home at ‘the time of the survey, and how-ﬁﬂ'u”

many children they had fostered “since becoming foster parents.\.~”‘

..\', I - »'\:
Placing of the above noted questions was governed by the ;'-n-:.;-ﬁ

-.appropriateness of the questions directed to the spouse

.31 thought to be most likely to best handle the response. ?:51”1;71




oL

" as qiven, that lS, if a person waB a plumbex tﬁb occupation

P

znzgr duat;on, and unlverSLty edncatiou.

,' to $6, 999, OD,Iand $7 ooo 00 o $9 999 oo vere determined to."‘_?_ R

{ The follow1ng questiona were asked to determine oo
| - »_: ST ¥
soc}oeconomic charactegistice ‘of the study group _:.* ‘ N .
. . . \ . J» o C . .- .
- ‘; Occugatlon. Responses to this question wene;taken

was‘so written on the response sheet. Prlor to th? surVey,
PR

the Newfoundland Govefnment '8 Department/of Manpower and

Industrial Relations was contacted for aESLStance in . coding '-“1f;;“ }

e
‘

occupaticns.- As a result elght categoriea were deyeloped.u\b,f#“

These were Homemaker, Homemaker~w1th part tlme employment, P {
A S L

l Retired Unskilled Seml—gkillbd, Skilled and. Pro essional.

Responses to the occupational question were subseﬁhently L

U asaigned to the category which they were thought to best fit

in accordance with the Canadlan clasaification and chtlonary

i

of Occupations, 1977, prepared by Employment and %mmigratlon

e
v
.

Canada,.Ottawa..e u=:_:-'1_ L ;_ ;;-J- - ;‘ R
| " ' . . . A . 4‘I W ‘ " = o 'a
' 1Bducatlon.. Categories were developed to determine

:

tﬁ se. persons who had no high achool. sbme high sthool, :

1ite hnical tralning with elther of the foreQOLng, high school

.
2 v
~ ' £
1 ' ,
v

-Income.A The Department of Manpoweroand Industrial ‘ 2..:"

re pomdents could possibly be expected to fall, employed in>

2

current occupatlons in Newfoundland Two rangea, $5 000 OOfIngyy
1 T

be‘the lower 1ncome category. $10 000 00 to $14 999 00 and

$15 000 00" to $19 999 00 was the middle anome range, andh 'ﬂjfi':aé—

S TP A SN P LR A LN . NPT
. : ~ 2 BT
' . ) A ]
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7, o . T . . . . -

.

over. §20,000.00; was the higher incomé 1éverl YT

» '.'¢

’ hge,' The quegtlon regardlng age wasa asked to '

T

‘ jdetermine if a particular age group, for example, 40 ‘to

"50 yeara, provided the major:.ty of foster parents, or 1f
R : -there ware .some other var:.at:n.ons. o J- : ' _
@f 'rwo questlons sought to determine af the foster Ve RN

' familj.es :.n this study tended to remain in the one place

e , fof lengthy periods.‘ Indicatrone of stable liv:l.ng arrange— '.

-

ments ’ part:.chlarly if the home was. octupant owned, would“}

reveal a permanency of the arrangement, also 1ength /of

I, L
. aa

5 -residence. i Sl - LA , I_' ‘:‘
o Information was \ sought regarding the B:Lze of t’he )
place where the foster parents were raised _the number of
s:.bh.ngs they had,,and the ‘size of their own families.l The:

-

population rangee used for places where respondents were
raised are the same as those used bylcensus Canada, but ] '
modlfled sllghtly for use in tha.e study. Two new rangest '_
-I were : added under 1, 000 and oven lO0,000.‘., Census Canada .
' cons:.ders all areas /with a, populatlon 1ess than 1, 000 to . ‘ B
be: ruip CPnsrdermg the small siZe of Newfoun,dland s o\ht- "'-

port settle_mente »using the Under 1 000 ranée was necesaary.

Slnqe there 13 only one c1ty ln the Pronnce\wlth a populat"'

P _:_ _Q_f more than 100 000 there was no reason to go beyond th.ts . '“-'.'..--r: _';;_L ‘

rangez . The reason for asking this questmn, and the number AU

of siblings, was to determ:.n,e J.f foster oarents :Ln th_'l.a ) . é -

area generally come from 1arge famil:.e? 1n rural areas. 1o 1

.0 .. . . ' [ . ot




_Survey ‘Procedure . R

g . Througﬂ'“se—of the I-‘oster Parents' Global Adequacy g
Scale, agency soc:xal workera provided two groups of foster

_ 'parents, which together comprised the total regular foster

anre—

: parent population serviced by thé Department of Social Lo
.Services office in: St. John's. One group was deaa.gnated

"~ as more. adequate foster parents, and the other as the less

. : adequate.' L . . S o .

. / o One week prior to the actual survey’ penod“researchers ‘

'{.arranged with, the Chlld Welfare-Div:.sion of the above noted \

"“"-‘\.-'r\‘ ot T .

. agency to mail a letter to each- foster home. ‘I‘he letterJ s

o bearlng the 1etterhead of the Departme,nt of. Soé:.a"l Serv:.cea,.

k ‘_over the signature of the chilad Welfare Superv;sor, informed '

-

A L ' Ithe foster parents that a research project in child ca::e

AN T R was underway and requested thelr cooperation (sem” Appendix

.
-

During the perlod 6 19 June 1978 foater parents '

-we e telephoned and appoa.ntments scheduled, at their con-

’

) vem.ence, for \interva.ewers to visit’ them. Three graduate
J "

“’. 'etudents (fellow researct\ers) ' and three undergraduates,

d C ei:L, 1n\ social work, formed three: interview1ng groups,
. re earcher and a student in each Before t.he eurvey began '
Ce ea h interviewer was fam:.liarized with the :.nterv.iew
e, \;
in truments and. all were aware of the interview format, ‘
',‘"\'i'.e ., TIO promptmg of responses, O . explanations of the _
'statementa in the J.nterview schedule. They were also briefed .,"
. I: '@al. . . Ve . - .
- :‘_‘ ». - ! L “ ' . N PN
r'..:‘\,i‘
=ik - A \\\ % '_, (‘ AN PURSY .

R N o 1 L2 S el N T Aoy £ v L e Yl S R S
e «f»f} IN",L‘ T l'? = ,(yj,-‘k.f,__ B “,.".‘?;d’"v! QIR -‘r’&‘ T ':»,.i"‘V}"L Py \ R
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w!

in the use of the coding system devised anﬁ the response

sheets (see Appendicea F and G) used for recordlng the

™ - . -

father B responses. e ) TN

S

The interviev#ing teams ,vxs:l.ted with the foster
parents usually J‘.n the late evenings, slnce this was tbe

only time foater fathers were available. They were alwayS/

adv:.sed that their reﬁponses would be treated confldentj.ally

ey rr‘/'wll\-ﬂ ’..\

mule one interviewei: spoke \‘ni’&h the mother, the other spoke
with‘the father. Throughout the interviews the researchers
alternately J.ntervz.eWed the rnot:her or the father, thougb

not by design.k 'I'here was llttle poss:.bllity f8r an inter—'

- v1ewer s bias to, enter sx,nce interviewees responses were

.

o . applled through use of

lxmited, and prOm;tl}xg or explanations were prohib:n.ted

(see Instructxons to Interv:.ewer :Ln Appendix C) esponse'

‘cards were gj.ven to the respondents, on Wthh were pr:.pted .

the response choices. 'I‘he t.eam approach of interv:.ewing

B necessitated, where possible, separating mother and father._ f”-.T

so -that, with two conversat:n_ons ln progress, .nen.th&r would .

be a’ distractJ,on to the other.l The use of research teams :
e -

ma.de possxbl‘e as ma.ny ‘a8 flve mtervxews an evemng and the o

—A_r- - v

accompllshing of the actual survey in a two—week period.

e St&ti.stlcal Package -for the :

SOClal Scienqes at Memor:.al LUn:L\rersity B Computer Services. s

\—-

v

I. ;‘ tuL Collected da —a _e e collated “and statist1¢al tests ‘

Subsequent/ analys:.s oF. the prepared data is reporté'é in the

“ sectJ.on which follows. _ 3 O

Re 36 A TR é’% i

nst

“:kfm




seven w:.dows and one wi.dower amonq the famlly um.ts inte\ -

, viewed The population had“been prev1ously dJ.Vlded into . ‘ ‘_‘ :
: ]more adequate and less‘ aglequate. The more: adequate will be . |
referred to :Ln th:.s analysis as Group I, of th.ch there ' ":1.
'_responded 35 foster fathers and 39 foster mothers, :;md th\e o

"'less adequate as Group II, of wh:LclL there responded 22 S o ’

"':'.foster fathers and 29 foster mothers , L

 with foster mothers and foster fathers an 84 per; cent

response rate was received._ Two couples (two male respon-" ,
."_dents and«'two female respondents) we);e excluded from the . L

' 'l:l.censed as a foster home. and the.l.r status had nOt changed
""TThe se(obnd exclusion was a newly transferred foster famlly

' for whom the worker felt unable _to g:we a global adequacy

/fou.r foster parent\s asked ‘to be excused because of ‘illne/ss. g

e e

y o 51 e
. A'\"l ' . . . ¢u., - : :-"I.:r:

R CHAPTER 5 . . . .. RN o7

> DATA ANALY¥SIS. . - . L o Rd

Descr:lption of the Study Groug o R R b

a P s C ‘ A '»- \‘_:»»

The foeter parents interv.tewed consisted of the \ :
total poPulatlon of foster families served by the St. John' s e " '

DJ.strJ.ct Offlce of the Department of Social Serva.ces. ‘This jj Lo

included a total of 75 males andYBl—females there-

eing -

, . \

" of the 156 total p0591b1e ind:widual interviews L "

‘.l
. «

study at the outset as one couple had baen erroneously

rat'mg. . ‘l’wenty foster parents refused interviews, whlle

! Lt R t

_ L Sy
. , -~ . = . . = e . -~ f
o e T . ' P : ' L
L . o B RS . o v -
: .
- ' '
- ~
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’.;ff-‘.ﬁ!\;

possn.ble re,spondents, there was a t

'rwo refused q'e to a death J.n the family, and one was out

“oF the Province at the time of interv;lew. Thus, o156 ,f,-j'."i'-'""

...

.1 of 31 tefusals, or

K

125 respOndents. Of the 91 more ade' ,ate foster parents,

TABLE 4 ’
‘ Foster Parent Responsef a o i} 3
c . - e

Fémﬁlé:‘ Malé _ Total - S

'rotal Population,‘-.;‘ :Bl r 75 156
‘ Refusal-—no reasonv , = 11 : R |
Ref\lsal-—illness N RO
Excluded from study f 2 C 2 P
Death in family :ff,f.':;'.-_,f ST - SCR NN ‘ :
"_.T."oit‘:.alv R,ré‘_ftxjs‘é:—xlqu .'-'tiiz S 15 -}jf Cre ) L 31
Total refusals 31 = 93% . .
Total:‘population = 156 ‘-'Number of reszaondents '1 = j12"5.~ / y
RN . ' ’ : T - - :.{'.

parable to' thoser foster parents studier in the Un

ited States Af;v

P



o= were raised in towns of 1ess than 5, 000 resldents, while

(Fanshel, 1966) and Britain (Wakeford, _ 1963) in terms of

a number of populatlon characterlstics. L ' Lo
: | -'f . 0ver 61 per cent of this study's foster fathers

"‘were ran.sed i.n towns of less tha.n 5 000 res;mdents. _ Tﬂblﬂx

'n.\ . , . :',,-.'

ERI 5 refers, as follows

Populatldn@ange . L

T, ooo -.:» 2, 499:'_;__'-'-""

.ioo — 4.999?‘5’.-.' f '-.7:“_1.?'.

41;

T, ooo <9, 999',,;.;_' e




..--: - se;ren 'ib

of the foster fathers came from fama.l:.es Wlth more than ﬁd.ve

" No. SJ.le.ngs '_,fr}-"- Freq. .y ~;':. Freq. . s AN "

EER R o

"'aréas.-, In this study, 43 9 per cent of the foster fathers

i
"a-

ywere raised as members of families c0nta1ning more than .’ ‘ :

while 38 2. per dent of foster mothers came

5T

from fam:l.l:.es w:.th more than seven siblipgs; 59 7 per cent

»‘ T

l- \

siblings, and 55 9 per cent of foster mothers came from

\

I '/'

famil:f.es w:.th more than fj.ve s:.bllngs..‘ Slmila’r charaéter—

,-.. R

ista.cs are reported also by Fanshel (1966) and Wakeford R

(1953) as are desoribed in Table 6. The foster parent - P

population of th:.s study also ra:.sed 1arge famllles, with Ve
over 80 per cerit of the study/populatlon hav.mg three or . Lo
more natural ch::.ldren., Table 7 outllnes the natural chlldren

of foster parents Agam thls conflrms flndlngs of Fanshel -

(1966), Wakeford (1963), and Babcock (1965) . :
T T e e
/ Foster Parent S:.bl:.ngs v

P LN .,

FATHERS MOTHERS )

- PR . . .




Foster Parents. Natural Children

R N R e }he average educatlon of 70 per cent of the foster,'

" parents Qas 1ess than hlgh school The educational range

'-J.s 11 ust ated J.n Table 8, and again 13 s:.milar to the R

fJ.ndJ.ngs :‘,f Wakeford (1963) and’ Fanshel (1966) f'“;

o -"J.ncome of le S than $15 000 a \year J.s 70.4 per cent, 'I'h1s

Sl J.B sllghtly ;above the average :anome 1evel of Newfoundland

B

L fammlles als reported by Statlstlcs Canada in 1971., However,

RAREL ST

o .-':‘silnce 1971 inflatlon and general wage increases would :Lndicate

k that th:Ls 1ncome 1s an average one lfor the 1978 Newfoundland

'll A
‘
'™ ‘ .
. 1 .
- N c -
RUETA S
R

No. of cmlaren L ,
None : s::,'
L 1- 2 f,'", . ;
B 5
6 or more
L T°t318 I R TP - MR 1000

represents the comb:l.ned J.ncomes of husband and w:.fe. The - ;

oo $14 999 00, represents 40 4 pez: cent of the populatmn. :
" _‘.;The percent ge of foster parents earn:mq a total comb:.ned L
S e . ao




»

o o

Grade 8 or less

Unlversa.ty graduate

-3'_'-'10 000 -
18, ooo

L 'I‘EBLE 8

‘i':f '; Poster Parents Education

S '-_‘.,' FATHER

| 'Ea"'_lﬂ,d?"éibn"-,' o

| ',_"-20 000 dnd OVer

Some h:.gh school
Completed hlgh school

Technical trainlng -
with. some hlgh school

Technical trainlng '-:’.~
with no hJ.gh achool

Some umversity

396

10050 -

g _,,_}_.i‘oster Parents'
9.." B .. './. Ll

TABLE 9

.,\'.

Comblned Income ,._'.."

-\..' .
T

8 Inc'ome" éaﬁ‘e_gaig(, o

s 5, ooo - $ 6 999
T, ooo —.. 9, 999
14 999

19 999

-_’_"-":0.0\“‘.‘-__.
A I

R

'
e,
A
1,
-
.
v
'




' , Table 10 outlmes the occupation of the foster y

OCCupatJ.onal

category a0 07 0 Freqe _
Retlred TR 9 N B
Unsk:.lled e e
Seml—skn.lled L ‘13
Skllled : . o & 2<3 y S :
Professional " . S “
Totl L e Y T 00
K . h e . -':l'.

o "‘ The skil'led group of foster fat“hers comprJ.ses the :

langesb occupational group among the ﬁoster father pop— “" = :

®

ulatlon, representing 42 1 per cent of the total population- e

"'\'.. Rated together, the unskrlled\ and eeml-skllled coTnprlse _
the second largest occupatlonal. category represent:mg 36 7 s
per cent of the PqulatJ.on._ . ,'-'?jﬁ', ',"'i- ‘ ‘

N

‘ ':'; \ Of the total study group of 68 fpster moth-ers. only i

[T R

13 pe:c cent were emp],oyed outsuie thelr homes, and 6 per el
' cent were employed part tlme. ' 'I'hls flnding aga:m relates"‘ R
.' : ‘Al - . o'l‘ _ .
.pos:.t:l.vely to Um.ted States and Brlt:x.sh flndings that mothers SR

tended to be home-centered (Fanshel, : 1966..‘ Wake.ford, 1963) :_:-'-""--f'.zf_'—_I:"-

k3
o]
n




EEEEREY Foster Parent Age -,"‘rx."rrﬂz';»fﬁ _T'J"-f | e W
C o fmhe ages of foster parents in thlB study aré re- . o

S T ported in Table 1. It is evzdent from the table that the'

I EEE Ead

N ‘:‘fjfi o larger percentage of foster mothers (59 per cent) ‘are ung\
- A40 years old and of Grade 8 educational standlng.w w-l-'

oo '?"- ! The age of foster parents was tabulated by Group I
BN ' v b

- and Group II Ain v1ew of the flndlngs of Trasler (1965),
-}‘ R ',-‘,'Parker (1953), and George ;1970) Parker (1963) and Trqsl N .

(1965) found more successfui foster mothers to be over 40.

o [
years of age, whlle George (1970) found foster mothers und Y

i

-40 years to perform nmore successfully. ‘The different

'definitlons of "success *ciui:>HCCount for the discrepancy .
PR .

.. in findlnge. oWhatever the redson for the discrepancy, th'e :.

Group 1 foster mothers had 23 mothers under 40, whlle Group g

1T fOSter mothers had only elght foster under 40 years of

ages S ’ L. o . R "_...,‘, " \

T . . - . .

T L SR s
. . T R

Foster Parent Rellqlon S -::(Atf,-;T*i."

-os T 1

'?z The religlous dlstrlbutlon of quter famllles ‘is. .

""fff 3.1nd1cat1ve oﬁ the normal dlstributlon of rellglons in the:'.EA:

. -
ne

T provlnce pf Newfoundland accordlng to Canada’ Census,.1971 i

' Table 12 indlcates this religious distrlbution.

A ;o
- ‘ ! S0 L - . . - N N - <. . ! - /
- : S Ay ' ‘ B RS t . .t ! e
v - . . = * . . ! . N

. Foster Parent Prof:le '::-:_”?J'v".]‘ ' A: l:"_;gf‘

In summary, the frndlngs ln -the demographic sectiOn "5 L

7

of the questlonnalre (Sectlon D of Appendlx c and Appendix D)

ﬁtudy s’ more adequate group‘followed George 8. (1970) flnllngs.' R ; '

< sonad
) Ay
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TABLE R

.

‘Foster Parents' Age

s

N

- GROUP 1T~
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Roman Catholic '33;5‘5Iz?f}3*ﬂ38 6. f'fiée\f’jf}ggﬁ:
3 Anglican J{;A?tfﬁ;L{;]'f;i%l?}fézg 8" 'iifi;:?gﬁ{{flsgié'hﬁ | z f
Unlted Church "Enteﬁi;gﬂ?Tills\B “fiﬁsgg,%ﬁ:fii;af‘ SR

J~~;“"”Foster parenta who are born into Iarge families tend to ,yﬂf‘

SaIVation Army e 2t s 'fff‘{éfff;i'ﬁ;é‘;f-iﬁeﬁ
other _1;31 ;Loga;{yﬁ,}{15;11¢;1;;33T&{ Toigl lns.ei

: ."réta‘iél. o 57010020 168 10000
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indlcate that the foster parents éh thls study dlsplay a,
proflle 51milar to that foundxby'Unlteaggtates researcher
Fanshel (1966) and Brrtlsh researcher Wakeford (1963)

Have 1arger famillea of their own, haVe low formal Qducation B

1evels, the foater mother s major role is that of homemaker,,=”

'j and tend to come from rural populations.. Foster fam;lles

tend to be worklng claes familles thh rncomes of less than
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'in comparlscn to the leas adequate group (Group II) where i”‘

”‘the majority of mothers were over 40 years of age.'

. S . C % Qﬁ R IS
Comparative Results in Foster Parent Uae of Support

- 1anable 13. Because the relatedness of each of'these

‘f.of support.t_ i':.'iyf. - T_i ﬁ :Ittila;‘tvi-i,“/f'-

';fhypothesep glven whlch stated that more. adequate foster

.:parents

- - v e

L The nlne items tested Lndlviduaily as measures of

- K N e

‘ aupport and the results of the tests- are grouped together

1tems'has not been tested they;are notﬁused;as a“sqale

'(Kerlinger, 1964) but are reported,aé individuailindiceEQAf'

s

e
-

L Qﬁﬁ :L? The difference of'the means between Group I and ; R
".Group II indlcate that on item 1, Table 13, more adequate
tijSter fathers verballzed affectlon for thear children vary

-}”sllghtly more tban Group II fathers. . The dlfference found

I

: was 0 2 compared wrth a 0 4 difference of ‘means between -J': '
Group r mothers and Group II mothers, w;th Group I mothers',f
verba11z1ng more affection by that much more on the average. "“

' ;-The results ,of this statement were in the directron of the

ylll more\often tell chlldren they feel - affect'on
'tfor them. L ’j“ ff:.'**J, f-"r,, : "'.' 'p,k:
Item 2, Table 13, repreaents the hypothesia that

R & ‘.
1 ar

‘ more adeqdate foster parents use more prarse than lesa o

'adequate foster parents. ﬂere the dlfference of the meana‘

€

-;supported the dxrectlon of the hypothesis but marglnally,'

/ ~

' as.was the case’ in- item 1. Group I fathers had, 0 3 higher

61

- .
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f? 1;, Comparatlve Results of Items Measuring Support f;
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ll-uf4;_21 51t down and play w1th - ﬁatﬁer-Af:- . 11, 4, . - ,4:' _'
St my chlldren L 1 Mother - .- . ‘1.3 . 4.1.7 0.9 0.4
i If/my Ghild gets into trouble Father © 5.9 :0:6° _ 5.3 0.8 - 0.3 -
i.at school or.play I talk. w1th,¥,:MotHerf@'e 5.3.. 0.9- 5.0 'I.1. 0.3 .
. i him about the problem : Sl T T ’ '
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hypothe

.availab

. Group I
‘while G

bre, than Group II fathers.
s was. 0. 4 hlgher than the mean BCOreB o£ Group Iz~

i{umther
hmothere;; g

II

motﬁers.

w1th a lower mean score than Group 1I fathers.
fathere reported playlng wlth their chlldren sllght)y more

:trouble.

‘Item. 3 reflects the eame marglnal support (\r the
8iR . that more adequate foster parents are more often
Fatﬁers of

le to their chlldren to dlscues things.
had 0 l hlgher mean . score than Group II fathers,

roup I mothers had 0 3 hlgher mean score than Group

Item 4 of the eupport ltems found Group I fathera__
Group II fa,

‘ less adequate foster parents.
15 agaln mlnimal however, w1th a 0 3 dlfference in both

The mean score of Group

a

This findlng refutee the’ hypothesis

'than Group I fathera.
that more adequate foeter parenta Blt ‘down’ more often and

v

7/

play w1th thelr chlldren than less adequate foster parents.
On the other hand however, fdster mothers 1n Group I.ahowed

~

marginal eupport for ‘the given hypothesié WIth a 0. 4 hlgher

mean score than Group II mothere.
Group I mothers and Group T fathers were found to

Agaln thls supports the dlrectlon of theebypothesis
.I_ . Q

which stated that more adequate foster parents were more

The dxfference of the mean

N
the fathers and the mothers. .
, . I .I P o 3 “ . “‘ ;:':.'.’i P :
L e Sl T T e, e R e T
) L R kS et L
GRS : | ; TR
7 @ ~

.
score higher than Group I parents ln asalstlng chlldren in ( v

llkely to talk thh a chlld in- trouble at school or play than

ML
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Item 6 demonstrated the same tendency for Group )

to score higher than Group II, with a marginal difference

'of means of 0 4 in the case of the fathersand 0 2 in the

:{ case of the mothers.v
- very limited extent

_'chlld's 1deas than less adequate foster parents.."

uz the Group I parents do respond wzth sllghtly hlgher mean

more.than less adequate foster parents.

, mean scores.~

52. than Group II/f/thers.“

The direction of the hypothesis on

:t which the statement is based 1s found to be accurate to a: ;

'The hypothesis predicted that more

adequate foster parents were 11kely to llsten more ‘to a, S

The hypotheszs of item 7 predicts that more adequate

.

- foster parents will teach children more ‘tasks at home than S

less adequate foster parents.' Agaln the difference of the

means ‘is mlnimal (0 3 for fathers and 0 5 for mothers) but .ﬂ,:

'
i
T

N

scores than Group II>parents.} o P . ,.w-!}m: -

Item 8 13 based on the hypothesis that ‘more adequate

~ o=

'1 foster parents will talk to and comfort frrghtened ohlldren S

Again the hypothesis-

) 'f 13 dlrectlonally supported but by very small differences in

Group I fathers havé 0.3 hxgher mean scores f:

Samllarly& Grouﬁ I mothers have ~:!“




xvs
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-

'3'a1one.than lesh adeQuatelfoSterfparents. More adequate

foster fathers had mean scores that were 0 4 higher than

- less adequate foster fathere.‘ More adequate mothers had

mean scores that were O 7 hlgher than less adequate foster

mothers.--

Comparatlve Resuits in Foster Parent Use

of Inductlve Control -
) ‘ T o R ' ' BTN
' The six itema tested ind1v1dua11y as measures of jx”

“

inductlve control are grouped together in Table 14. As the S

relatlonshlp of each of these’ 1tems to- one another has not

been tested they are not used as a scale (xerlinger, 1964)

' Instead each item 15 an 1nd1v1dual 1ndex of inductlve §‘-5

¢ v

control : f ‘,.g o e T

Item 1 of Table 14 resulted from the hYpothGSLB

.’

thatfmore adequate foster parents made more rules by talklng L

with the chlldren than less adequate foster parents.. The
directlon of - the hypothesis was - supported rather weakly by /

Group I fathers who had'a ‘mean score that was 0 2 hlgher

‘than the mean score - of Group 1T fathers. Group I mothersA

' displayed muchustrOnger support of thls hypothes;s in that| &3'
' group II mothers.,

"more adequate foster parents would show a greater tendency :

‘they scored 0 8 hlgher 1n a comparlson of means than did

~—,

' -

. . . ' N ‘ ' NIV
LN " <« ' [ .

Item 2 ‘of Table 14 came from the hypothesis that

<
o~

'to make exceptions to rules than less adequate foster parentstf"'

v

'I'GrouP 1 fathera had 0.1 higher mean score than Group II,,




TABLE 14

LAV

Comparatlve Results of Items Measurlng Inductlve Control

.
RS .-_-.

D . . - .

" Parents.--

7IGROUR T

GROUP _I;

Mean ‘S'..D'.:"; Mean §.oi;

.‘.

bifference ‘
ﬁﬁ of Means

“_I make exceptzonslto rules.

.“I

”} rules,~

: RUles 1n our house are made
'-=by talklng w1th the chlldren

The chlldren lzsten when
I reason with them g

If a child dlsobeys a rulf o
I £ind -out why and changeyn‘m.

: *E 1" ".:':.
v_I explamn why I have rules -
to the chlldren L

. N
I reward chlldren-whey they?{"
obey by g1v1ng them mate— S
-frlal ‘ditems s

ug, Sy
" Father ' 4
“Mother . .-
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which could hard v be Baid to support the hypothesis in

any signifio\\t\mapler. The hypotheais was not accepted

‘in the case of the mothers (Group II mothers obtained a 0. 4 L

higher mean 3core) Group II mothers are marginally more:

likely,to make eXGeptionB to rules than Group I mothers.
o 2 o™
It was hypotheBiZed that more adequatg\foster ‘

parents would more often find children list'éing\to\them.

R

“an—less—adequate*foBter—parents——“Ttemrﬂ £- abte 14 — i.f‘

would be nore llkely to eeek neaso for rule disobedience,
and té change the rules more'than less adequate foeter ‘
parents., Item 4 measured this n tion and found no differ— :
- ence in the mean scores of _Groug T° fathers and Gxoup IT
fathers. Group I mothers, how. ver, had a mean score that

‘was H 1. higher than the mean s ore of the Group 11 mothers.‘

Item 5 tested the hyp thesis which predicted that

'nore'adequate fostet‘parents _ uld more often give reaéons s

- for iules for thefchildren. Group:Ifoster fathers had a

’

higher mean acore than Grou II foster fathers but again

the dIfference of means was limited (0. 5) Group T mothers

-by-Group II.- The results 1ndicate llmited but dlrectlonal

i e PR T
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f The results of Item 6, Table 14, are interesting. -

g The results contradict the hypothesized relatxonship between

r .:-more adequate foster parents and a hlgher frequency of
:>materia1 rewards._ Both/Croup I mothers and fathere use '

L3

_ o ﬁ,materlal rewards 1eae than Group II parents do. 1:"1"f e
. ﬂ{‘ -f-rhg o >\L R ,“'.; jf:i*; t b S “-}‘f\i' \ '51.I ;;i,gg L -
et f,*chparatrve Results of Foster Parent Use of R R T
;‘Assertlve Control "~ ,-,' ‘:f _._v_“ ,‘{ :'\ R T

ﬁjbngf'. TJ- The flve rtems lleted in Table 17 were teeted
ff'}: _1ndivrdually as measures of assertlve control., As there”

'3'was no'. téat done on the relatlonahip of these items to one. }ﬂlﬂ K
'ft Lg‘ﬁ_f_'another, the ltems are reported upon 1ndividua11y (Kerlinger,f”

o 'x1964) Each 1tem 13 seen as a Beparate index of aseertive :“{g

L~ Y

control -' _ T R

It was predlcted that more adequate f05ter parente‘ i

f would use a 1ower frequency of assertive control iteus.' -: 735
-;Table lS indlcates the results of these predictions. 1i
It was hypothes;zed that more adequate foster parentsl

~epank thelr chlldren less than less adequate foster parents. ;“-'% v

3:0n thls Jtem (ltem l, Table 15) foster parents' responses ‘
3a;:. ::;ilndicate that Group I fathers reject the hypothesie and
S '-.uee phyaloal punishment~ellghtly more than Group II fathers.
::HoweVer, Group I mothers as. predlcted were elighbly leée -

;11kely to uae phy51ca1 punlshment ;:213}-'. ;ﬁfhkﬁ'*fif}__'-h~f%f;-'

Pk o Item 2 of Table 15 measured the paren;al removal ‘
R T 'Ylof prlvilegea aqﬂa form of aesertive control.,:Group I foeter f;;{,
Y L L. - ) '» 8 ! o '
oy ;d,}'e,”;parents were predlcted to ude less of thra form of control N
;‘)\:‘ I ; ,'r . . e SR » . " ,' e Sy PR 3 “a ,‘ s ». . .\-
1Y 45:' \ R . A = X 2 S

% . . : ) - Y .
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Results of Items Measurlng Assertive Control

TR T SRR ;L*;vag,;hlffr?ﬂlzﬂ,*;. ~;_-a:”?” '%17 f75‘f§?lf3}fff'

T T TP e, e o 4
ST T GROUP I S GROUP 11_ R
SR A *g~f=jﬁ'-w,i)« aoe T =T .Difference
o Them U7 f*/_g_Pareptsfj'iMeanA S D. DATMQan5¥S§Du. . -of Means -
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T spank chlldren for " “Father .

| . R R
.. .misbehaviour . -.ﬁ, {;~;">_Mdthér15~fﬂ,2r P
3
3

A ': :"0 2

Ce0ase

"GIf a child is. late comlnq Faéﬂe:f' ot s

‘home I will remove his: ;,'quthgr 

fsfprlvileges to stay out . B LT N LIPS 3

f X ‘have sent chlldren ; o Fafher;f5,
.. to_their rooms- for - ;~” 7‘\Mothergj*“
imlsbehav1our :Qg; f.“':_:___, Eo

o I threaten chlldren *“ﬁ Father-ﬁ
\\w1th phy51cal punlshment Mother@ i

I 0.8
ek =044

‘I:threatefi-children w1th ‘Fatherffj'
loss of pr1v11eges R MOtherxﬁyf-
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g

f,before conclusions are drawn.,‘:;f "’““s j?ﬁ“f';w:'.1}'4ah;933 .

-

than Group II parents.,I?indings{support%thefdireetiohiof;?'I'Q X :
the hypothes:i.s.‘.r ' . L K '- 1
L However,.there rs no difference iL.Group Iland K h f:-‘:f
Group II fathers in their use of assertive control by ':' e ‘
Bending a child to his bedroom for misbehaviour (item 3,,;l;f f

o RIS
Tahle 15) Group I mothers use this assertive cdntrol N

behaViour slightly more than did GrOup II mothers.\
Gro?p II parents used the threat of phy51ca1 puﬂish— ’ :“i .
ment more than Group I parents do (item 4, Table 15) _”._{;1.

This was predicted 1n a hypothesis which stated that more.(ﬁ“~z'j}:‘;

adequate foster parents would use less threat of punishment ‘
than would less adequate foster parents..;g._};':;\~';3¥2.,;”;:,t::'
~;D';: Again the statement dealing'With the threat o1 f-df,fln'i
priv1lege w&thdrawal (item 6 Table 15) found that Group\ ri?ﬁ""t'..ﬂ
LII, parents uséd a. higher averaqe of threat oT priVilege 05"i5 :i
.i removalu‘ *&-JL '¢,_.;“;;ﬁ;j,'}i:'fw¢“;: ._'a.qh L : .;“ h‘: 4
. In.the case of. the 20 items measured 15 itemg‘ o ;
produced results With mean diffetences 1n the predicted ;?j ;
v direction. In‘fiVe cases the direction ‘of mean score .;f;fzﬂtk ”:;:fj ;
':s.results were opp051te frbm the predicted direotioh;% In ail ;{:f&;?:.?

- . e - ‘l

' ﬁ the 1tems measured the differences of the meanﬁ were marginal e

.’,(,-\~

This indicates that while the more adequate foster parents .

behaVed as predicted, findings should be examined carefully
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'Jg It is apparent from the,gbsults of. the data colﬂ-~

' lected thAtﬁéavJ d1rect10n of the difference in the means

in the elght of the nine items measuring support was as’ Jf e" _iﬁf
predxcted 1n the-hypotheals ’ The direction of the difference

. of the mean in the’ case of the nlnth 1tem, whlch asks »‘ ...:v

whether or not parents play wtth the;r children, is in the T_f_aﬁf

i opposlte dlrection from that predlcted. 

. Slmilarly, in the case of the 1tems which measure K
‘}nductiVe contrbl, four*of the items were ln the dlrebtion

S

of the dlfferegce predlcted, whlle two items were ln the ﬂ f_ij

dlrection opp031te ‘to that predlcted. N a'ﬁf‘“ ‘ 4"5 - f”/
‘ Lastly, the items whlch.measured assertive control .:_;f
. o ot ‘{ .
‘ \showed dlfferences of means in- the dlreqtlon predlcted in

- .,

three cases. AIn a fpurth case'the 1tem was opposlte to ﬁhe :;11
l tl-' * 7. o,

dlrectlon predlcted, whlle in the flfth item the fathexs P if‘

v oo,

dld not ﬁollow the predicted d1rect10n and the mothers dlé

In the case of all thetatems measured the midpoint v"ﬁw

was 3 5, mldway between the lowest p09s1b1e score ;on each

—_— o '

item (1) .and’ the hlghest posaible score on eacﬁ'item (6) ' ﬂ o

Except 1n the case of statements whlch dealt wlth assertlve

N K : ’

”. control both groups scored relatlvely hlgh on' each statement.vf~

o SRR
In the case of the assertive control statements ,all scores : 7,
N ~ ¢. 9
were relatlvely low,.indicative of low use of assertive I g
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. agents. .

. received'rel'

i

".." . high scores

Cp - e '. . - . . . .t

Tt has—been found that three—quarters of the ’
hypotheses were drrectzonally a0cepted but it‘is noted also

that the difference of the means on all. hypotheses was

marglnal Thes findings indicate tﬁat more adequate foster

9
~

More leanihgful however, 1s the flndlng that both

groups rated

ery slmllar acores., Both groups of parents-

LY

LA . ' v ~ A4 '

o’ Lnductxve ltems, and relatlvely low scores
. - - A . N
ltems. Z>‘“c,4_ . .'3 - .

v, l." . )‘
Anglnterpretatlon of thls finding indicates that{

9'. °

/

" ¢ ot

be said to fall on a. contrnuum in’ terms of the;r adequacyl

[§

as poster parents.v OE the homes® 1n St. John‘s, the "more
p u Bl ‘/c .

0

'owever, to be llcensed a home must ﬁlrst be consrdered

adequate. Therefore, the dlv1510n of the licensed homés

f
1nto two groupSfls not an easy lelsion to make.

tlnctlon'between homes may be too fine.. N ‘

pu—

't%‘ "‘d%ven thls factor, 1t‘snould not be surprzslng that

v / -',_ /’ ] 1\

both groups of foster/parents woulawrecelve Bimllar\sco;es

on the questlonnarre._ As the parents tested wouId fall

_to the posmtlve end of-theﬂcontlnuum, the soores could be ia

1. ’ t e

predleted,to be (l) 3im11ar, and (2)

s

W et e ke AT

s ' .ot 7 R

fIt was noted 1n Chapter 4 that foster parents can'

vely“high scores on Bupport items, relatively

'The dle-j_

< Co Lo

reflectlve Of effECtlve _’
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uae of support and control C Q_.( ~3A' :."H,e,.ﬂ;'“fhf“

gj' {%jg ‘. 'Q o ﬂ,‘:" ohe posalble 1nterpretatlon of the data is that n_'-”‘“:*”.

aa t,ot .o '. N . - . ' o
-~ T " a ' '

AT scores were blased by the respondents‘ qse of socially ﬁ'

4}’ . ;.ftlJc' ' acceptable answers If thls were the. case, results would ‘ ;;j;zf

IR A Pe not reflect accurately foster parent use. of support and

> AT "'; control To ensure that this haawnot bccurred fnrther

e ';.1'H;2A" testipg and development of the 1nstrument used would increase_A A
.}: L ‘ii i its accuracy.- The use: of proyective questlons that do not J '_
Ll 'th"= f;volve the first pexson "I“ would possibly make the : :f :?3- .

. ' / .
e questlonnalre less susceptlble to this" blaS.

N LR T ThlS st dy* '8 aummary and llmitatlons are outllned S,

next, followed 'y the conclu31ons

and recqmmendations whioh‘“f-
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'f‘f: - CHATER 6 o : Y
Lo R SUMMARY eoucrﬁsxons"- AND ' RECOMMENDATIONS S
- R ST UL o S e {
T Viewing-the~fostef‘family as-fulfilling'the same 10”{
ﬁ B hix ’.I-major role of BOC1allzation that nataral tamilies fill, -
%. :.1,' .}ﬁi“}" this study examlnes one aspeot of soc1alizatlon, that of
co _;‘j;f:: dlsC1pllne and the use of parental pover. Deflning ‘
i' Il Z:'_' parental power as the force parents use to. control their o N
if ‘~|“w: c Chlld en's behav;our,/this research looks at thevuse of '-L‘hw;?; -
;E ‘\i«;‘ %;ftf laupport, assertlve controi, and lnductlve control 1n foster | A
:'::,‘._ o L : pflrerlﬁs.' s :“ - R ‘ :»\A’ o . : -’.'1_I"‘
ié —:'“lhﬁ.e-_"“?i :1"' ecognlzlng that alfferent foster parents raise B "
5§i L chlldren dlfferently,.the researcher lelded the tbtal
. ;.,5- .:aJ ’ foster parent populétlon served by the St John s Distrlct .
: ;"-€WI;'{_ Welfare Office into two groups—-those consmdered on an .

B point adequacy scale as belng more adequate fostex parents,

and those cons:.dered’ess adequate. Those two groupsuwere

_Ilndividually 1nterv1ewed and asked . questlons regardlng their E
uee of behaVLﬁurs related to support,éassertive controLT
and 1nduct1ve controlr Twenty queatlons based on 20 o "
hypotheses\were‘developed and tested as meaBures of parental
Y Baeed on'. the work of Rollin and Thomas (1975) j,t ‘
: was proposed that the foster parents rated as more adequate, |
):\ called Groap I, would use more support; more 1nduct1v; ':A: -
- - ‘,‘& il} - ‘ ” {'“ .: P ‘If
o ~‘5( N ; ’ S N \
3 : L Ve . . - ) = 0. ..'A
e ’ T " e e 5
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v

o remaln:mg statements the directlon was opposute to the

control, ,and less assertive control than the foster parents <

e

rated less a.dequate, Group II.

i_' tics of the foster parent pOpulation and found these

LN

sn.m;tlar to other foster parent pophlatxons studied 1n the :

United Kingdom (Wakeford 1963) and the United States

(Fanshel, 1966) S -

. o ; ’ B:pcause of the use’ of total populatlon no inferent:.al

1 -

statistlcs were uad to exanu.ne the study results. A - com-

panson of mean ‘scorxes ind:.cated that, in 15 of the 20 items .

measured, the dlfferences of the means were 1n the d:n.rectn.on o

predicted but’ the d:\.fferences were not large‘ " In the . five

[y

1 - 4

Y 4N

' dlrectlon predlcted [ PR .o Z o

N

It is recognlzed that a large amount of support and

\

‘r

-‘;indug:'tlve control comb:.ned with small amounts of assertive

1

; 1n the directlon predlcted, the closeness ‘of the scorese L

€

c"ontrbi lead to effectlve chvl»ld'sociallzatlon. .All -the '

foster parents studied scored relatlvely h:.qh On the° ni‘he

R

items measur:.ng suppo the s:Lx J.tems sneasunng J.nductiVe

-

. control, and relat:.vely low ‘'on the five assertiv‘e bontrol
statements L o R

2

‘I'h:l.s study therefore céncludes that, even, though

the dn.ffere@ces of means in three-—quarters of the items we}:e

[}

suggests t'hat ‘(l) \ al foste.r pare ts are approxn_mately sﬂ.\jl

.and rate well as n%ff ct:.ve soc}al zation agents, or. (2)

. | . .
' . - . - . '

e Q_UZ

; This study also 1ooked at the de_mographlc charactér—‘




,-,ii ;'v | H.; g . 76 ‘ {
s - \_ that responses were blased by the need o give socially i
» L acceptable resppnses. R B :. - -
‘ ' _ Study Lmltations - R ‘ : " )
'. \ - ) .AS this BtUQy used a total pop lation :.t ls not
_n posslble to generalize :.ts f:mdings in the same way as’ might 47 .
L ": be poss:.ble with a random sa.mple. Ho ever,ﬁ study -
’ _""-:"i-.". ’ ' reaults cannot be genera‘l;zed. to al]. opulata.ons of fos i:“ T 'II/_
i : parents, the £act that tﬁe demographi characteristlcs‘ S0 \ L :
{ B i cLearly match those of pther populati ns ai:udied means that -
\:1 o the etudy results are{worth noting in populatln.;ns other : ', /
’f; \ than st., John 8. . __;_:_‘______*- g _‘/' S S , N o
\h; | '.‘\-:': : Another 11m11¥r§1tion of th:.s study. felat "e(‘to the» ) \
o earle.er mentloned contn.nuum on wh:.ch foster pareh:s are L ';'
4 g 'rated by_spca.al workers“and appl:.cat ons- for» 11censing are” .
: aocepted orx rejected (wOlins, 1970) .The cont-immm of tat;.ngs '
) rega_rd:mg foster parents at the tn.m of applicE}tiOn ranged
from "very poor" and not 1:n_cer}sed" to excellent" end
- “l:Lcensed" “The homes licensed would fall to only one sn.ae
, of the contlnuum "Therefore“, it should be zecognxzed that
' the raf:ing of hJ.gh adequacy and 1ow adequacy :.s a dlffmult -
. one to reach, as-at’ the outset each \home had already been v
_ consldered suff:.c:.er::ly adequate to be licensec;. . ' :
. L < ", ——Lastly the— blas Qutllned earller, that of the R
- socially accept’able response, may the limgted‘ the findings -;‘
‘ ‘i’ tha»s,t.udy.- Pare ts are not likelly t.o deny that they use
AT : P Tl : - -
%}:-“ : e B c - ," e '\I._._‘-*A-w . o
-‘.:\\it. ; “ - ‘ 3 / ’::',h .:-'~ fe .
- ' i a1 Ve T
i - o i




e / L -high frequencies of suppo:t, for example.A A'-i‘hie biaé is

e 'Ti S
VLT [

‘:ﬂ'\—\ﬁ‘

IA

oot T B - N N . .

explored in. the methodology and noted also in the- con— "

0

clusions.

Conclusions and Recommendations o '- T \

-

”

} . In this ex post facto etudy, the direction of the

mean scores on three-quarters of the iteme indicates that

.....

O 2N

‘In addition more adequate foster parents are somewhat less

parents would. : The findinga were supporteé by 15 of 20

hypotheses but the difference of means was slight and -

therefore conclusions must ‘be reviewed with caution.
Despite differences J.n both groups, a11 fpster '

parents h-ad relatively high support scoree}_\relatively low

\ S — .
- assertive control scores, and relatively high 1ni:‘luctive

. control‘ scorésa This fi}\ding indicates that either both

groups of foster pareﬁts are effective sociallzation agente, o

Ja

or that socialiy acceptable responses have affected the
"l's;cores. S L \_.
1 \_I, . N . 3 \ ) ) . ; I )

It is felt that xefinement of the research instrument

4

bias.' This study points to the importance of parental power
/ .
1n chzld sociaiization.. Kn 1nstrument to meaeure the u

of parentaL power could be adm:.nister.eq ywith potential

-~ : I’“‘ .
4

more 1nductiy$ control than do Iess adequate foster parents.

T"“likely to use assertive control than lese adequate foster h

is necesaary to. deal with the\problem of_ the above. mentioned L

& , R




/.
‘-H"

'fo"ater paxrents.

Thel flnd:mgs from the use’ of Buch a '

questionnaire would asgist the cl:mu;al social worker in

making decislons regarding the licenemg of fqture foste_r .
homes. R ,0-- AR ,’
L . , _ / B

' Accept:.ng the find:.ng that all foster parents are R

"y

effective child social‘izatron agents, the question rema:.ns

o,f the foster child. K sﬂudy of the foster chlld's com- - | Ir g

«

le.ance to foster parent power would help to - gam further .
. -

1 1 . ' R o
‘ . =

- /u A .

- . - X
\ . DN

" as to what faptors J.nfluence the meffective social.:.zatlon‘

/ LR . g
understand:.ng of the dynamics of- tfhis umque form cf L I ~g
. . . .,;: . AR
family. v, . o S e e
g In conclusion, further conslderation should be \‘ s
SRS

E

glven by child welfare researchers and policy ma Kex's tq

the t\ollowing recommendatlons. ~ Do ; ;
Loy L : i
. A 1 _ ' :
-1. This study poinha to. t.he :meortance of arental B !
- Ly '
N . ‘:g_. Lo ) ,

used to- meajure parental power re?ined is wa‘xir, a ' [ L

. ! ¢ NPV

questionnaire could be developed for use b ocial " work J L
. ‘ . )

. practltloners Aag a tool in the assessme t gnd licensing ﬁ
Procese. ' \ o = ; ru' o ; J '
,""\..‘3, 2, This s tudy- deals wn_th ‘the exerc se’ of parental R
A A |

- supp@rt and control» it is suggested that for a, richer '{ _
’understanding cf the aynamn.cs :LnVOlVed in fbster’ parent o :
power, the area of foste,r chlld .c mpl:l.ance to foater parents

Vo . s J : \
.I s ! . A - :lf' w . .

R Lo R R ,

AN : i Y ' ) !

. T - ’ ' ) . !

S



be researched . : . .
3. It is noted that foster care is a subst:.tute form e

of famlly care. As substj.tute parents, foster parents are L Lo

A /e ;'4
asked to- socialz.ze ch:.ldren who have already been subj ected BRI
to the parental power of one ‘set of parents. ) Foster ech:.l— P R

dren 1n tqrn are expected to ad]ust to the soc:Lal power : ' f‘
and socml exchanges of a second f.'amily. ThlB ;rocess ) B
must,, by ltS very nature, be a difficult one. Therefore,
'11: 1s felt that supportlve famlly serv.j.Cee should be the '

focus of social workers. “Such services c0u1d prevent the

n . -

, need for natural famlly breakdown and strengthen the soc:Lal-_

1zat10n abz.litles of the natural family 50 that subst::.tute o

~ _-‘

\a e is unnecessary.
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Usj.rg your fosterhare maex oards, please divide your fostez pa:rents :
a L srpuld:epresaxtﬂnsefosberparmtswtn atthépointin t:l.m,have g

beenaboveaveraggorava'agebo s]ightlyaboveaveragem .
R A T ('\ -

e -—U

. ' ‘ S _ Aperfonmnceuaverageto sh@be}maverageorbelwaverage /s
P  ‘_ p{easea;lplete cnnaireoneadx fcabm:lgﬁeineachgrmp / a
' -meiamgyou le%ﬁ)eFosterParentsclobalMequacySmle

shouldbest: rep{asentyouécmn&aungasit a{;pliestoapartlculm”‘\

pa— . -

j‘r“o:: examples Stabaré:\mt Nmberoreon the Scile: - \ '

.
, , . . . N ‘ . N PR
L ) . . L SN ] . N S \ . -

B . . BTN T

L mmnmumwm/mpms .
SN e SR 5. R
R Refem.n boﬁ\edefxnitim Justbelmﬂusstatermt,youmy '_
detex:rrdnethatﬂ1efost;erpaxentsi.napa:tia_:_:lg\b{xre/maybeablebo .

oe;pequitemnmaaay todaybasis requ:_r:_ngan ‘aboveaverage' rating
for that Hmevem, they (orone of the foste.r pa.ren!@m‘ay have dlfﬁa.\lty
. in fanrd.ng satjsfymg mberpe:scyial relatimsh.'l_ps -or awealmesﬁm :Lnsme
R oﬂ'xe_rareaouthnedinthedeﬁnltlm Inthatcasethem'-.xallrab.ng -
'-...--.-.:'i o/ would thmbelas than’ 'above ave.rége peﬂaapsmquumgan average
' ‘Qshght],{abweavexage rating, depezrﬁmgonycx/n:jtﬂ;arentofthe
- :  Madequacy j}xregardtothe foster: pazentz' mbcmngwlm the _’ :
: s defmﬂm;‘ﬂ/mmm,&al& T

il
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oL .--I . 4 Z oy N ~.-". e
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e X - : - o

Lo X > . . oo

S ot * -« 0 l.

: e T /’..,.91._
",‘. : ‘; . _' L 4\‘ } + ; - ' ’ . .

ﬂﬁsinfonnaﬂmispartofaresear@pmjectbe{:gcm&rtedbygmdmbashﬂmts
. » ’at the schoo) of Social Work, Memorial University. In this atudywearembarested
n in under$ rore about the attitudes, behaviours gnd satisfacttmsoffostm: .
.- parents, Inordertodoso,itmfi,rstne&sa:ytorateeamofymr :
~ v, famdlies. We would like you to caplete follamgqueatiormm.reﬁoreadm of
= ... | the-xeqular fosfar hames in your district. have  asked you to glve the .
~ . name, address telephone number of each foster hame, your answers to this
_qkmimnairewillbenamtainedincmfldeme andusedforresearvhmrposaon];y

‘,,‘_ 'mankwaoryourco-opexa . C e i e »
f'fbster,Pa‘xé.ts! Name o R \
) . .. . , I / — . ] - '\ )‘ T I(-
O mmm . I L,\Ienq;ﬂ)qf*l‘irrelbs’pering'

.Please cm'pleta one qu&:tmmam for each féster hcme 'Ihe following staterents.

have 4 possible ratings. Please ci s ana_ rating for each -gtatement. The . '

rating you . circlei -shold best xep your: overall rat:l.ng of tha sta’bsment as C
-t applies to thils parta.qﬂar fos . ) ) .

/

L ammnmmmormmr:mms S

. This statement 1s Aefined ‘as the foster parents-ability to love, give and N
. take; the ability to oope with day to problens; flexipility and exercise -
of good juigement; adequate enactment/of . cne's . socml es; acceptance of .
all one's weaknesses and stzmgths capac:.ty to form satisfymg int:e.rpersonal

B at-_xonshlps. i ' _ _ _
N > o Above Average Average . to Slicthtly Average to Shghtly Yelow Average-
N oY Above Average ¢ L Belcw AveragaL__ . -

2. AB]I.ITYO?FOSTE:RPKRBI’IS 'IOUNQERSTAND AI‘JDACXZEPI'M'J.URALPPRENIS

';ﬁﬂsmybe.expressedbythe terparentsbythea.rmdlcaungthatthey
the natural parents.as hormal people, . temporarily wable to eore;. that the
fyste.r child may eventually to the natural parents; by theix encouraging

duldtomamtainal a_ltymaxdthenaturalpa.rents. \

. N B “ R )

o kbove Avarage Average to SIightlv . Average to Slightly : Below Av/erage

N\ ' ' AboveAverage A Belowﬁ.verage o '

/.

ABILI'I'YOPI:Y)S‘IFRPAREN’IS 'IOMEIE?I"IEEIW’I(NALNEEDSGE"IHEG’HID

—

A .’." Bmumalneedsaredeﬁmdasglvmgtheduldloveandwamth,exﬂxancingﬂue
. Cos dﬁ.la's fe&'l_mgs of, self—-worﬁu developinq chi_ld's socially accepbahle
B Above Avg:age Avarage weh@tly Average bo sﬂghtly BelwAvamqe\
oo S~ Abcvehvefage BelwAverage s S ’

O-"R3 ALEE AR e PG AT, T e N e (B e T GET T et
s FRSUMAR e .\(-',-!. R LR R
e R DN e T et T,



S 4: mmwm\pmmmamcmmmmmgsm
\ r
2{&3 ability to accept the. cluld.for his own self, xa
) ’ filling own needs; .for example, do fostexr parents
- : of talk about their own wishes, needs,: problens, than those of the ld; "
‘use. the words, hcme, love and: Chlld, quite a Tot. . ~

,

v . ‘Bbove Averag-e ' Average toSlightly Averagetoshghtly | BeJMAverage CS
L \ : AboveAve_rage o Belchverage ]

w -
N

ABIIITYOFEOSTERPARENISTOMHET'IYEPHEICALNEBJSOF'EEGDID .-/

e \ aredefinedasclotlung foqd housmg;givingpmperattenﬁmho ’

N needs. _ ./ ) e

f - ! . , ] '

~ Abgve Average Average to Sh.ghtly hverage t:o Slightly Belm}verage
_ Lt AboveAveb:age T BelowAvuage - ' . :

5. AB]LIﬂQFEUSITRPARM‘STOMEBE'IHEG{ﬂDSDMNEEDS —

Exarrpla of thisa.rerq:resen’oedbyfoster \ tqe.ﬁfor(sbopmvidetlp
© . "child with new lea.rnmg expenm; express interest in hls schcol
B progr&m, e.noourag:.ng the Ch.‘l.ld in lejming tasks.

/' .. - hbove Average B Avezége to Sllghtly. Average to S]_ig‘btly Be'lm 'Average
) o . / _ © . Rbove Aver'age- o Belcw Avarage P CLe
, ' //
. o 7. mnmapmmpmsmpmmm, m,mmmﬂbm
/¢ . . CHILDHOO3 BEHAVIOURS / T L
S ., Can foster parents J.ndependently evaluate- ch:lld's beha.viour, for examole,,
P - ' they indicate an awareness of reasons for slowness in toilet training, bed~ -
I - wetting, or hyper-activity; an overall readiness to acoept ch:.ld's behaviour ,
_. .at various ages and stages of h.'zs develogmnt. ' } / -
—-: Above Average 'Average to Shghtly Averaae to S:Lightly . ‘Below Average
’ ~ Rbove Average . . Below Average
' - . Do 3
8, &mmxmmmmmpmm - / a

Fosterparentsmay expressthlsmmakingposi'givemmts abouttheﬁ_r

L, ‘relationship with social worker, (agency) ;- by indicating that they enjoy .
T meeting chalienge of difficult tasks in fostering; of being. le to serve the N
- commmity (humanity) in foster:lng, exp:faﬁsing fascination at watching - - .
children grow w. -

Abqve Average Ave.rage to. S]_i.ghtly

ol
<
{
N
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" % N %:e are ; uvo inte:viav schedules, each conta.uﬂng fcm: séctions A—D._._,-; ' ”

\ Onesd')edulelabelledu isfor\Jsewith fosbe.ru'othe.m, whilesd'xeduleFi.s ' / ¢

’ Ty B \ - ta
. o forusewith foster fathe.tx Asthequ%xonsvary pihaseensurethatthe
L S ' correct” schedule ‘js used for each mbe_wiew Inberva.e«vs are 5 be t:arrie&’ R, \

out sepaxatel\y\ and anSvae:: aheets are Jabelled rbster Mother d‘Inte.wisv f‘ T ’

Schedule and Postar, Father 5 Intervxaw Schedule Please ensure th! correct ./

. LT , a.n?ug/sheet is. utilized and ‘that answers are. ﬁxly coded. ;| . _ fii BRI
RN , o Please do not prurpt énsweri.ng, give sub3 ve reactions ot attépt\" ‘. K )
' : . ".' any i:rptrt with- regard to the statanents or qutiuns Before each sect:.on LA

n' . . \" » - J
/. of the mterview schedule begins. please read the written mtplanat.ims glvend L .“’:3'3

_'ﬁ)egivaumtervwﬁonnats}buldbeamueredto/beguuﬁmwithreadmgme S
, follawi.ng p&ragraph S L PRI «

, . I R N
[y N I SN LN ) S e

mmmmmRRﬁsmmqr R T [

s " "0 N CEEEE f L . . ' .
) Ihs.s surve'_vispart ofa rEsearchpmjectmfaumly llfebelngccrrpleted .
by graduate st:yﬂents at: tme School of SOCial Woz:k, bbmrial University of o o ';'"_'-'l

Newfcnmdland qammns areusedﬁor researcﬁpurposesonlyandw:.nbe ~

(h/ , striou.yoonfidenual ms:l.smtatestandthere aremrightorwrong .

v ' B . . L0 ‘. L ,
¢ ., h . . )
. 14 . 4 . . . .t
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mnnmnmmpmms mmoungmz snm'mnn. :

:'. NARGY ;, 'mequestiqasinthisseqtimofthequafimmireseektoﬂndmt / );
g mm&drxgqfhwym\ran.sechlldxen Youarebeingaskedbqansmrﬁmequeﬁtia‘s

. .
.
) .
’ .
‘ . N
. "
v, oL - . - N
f
, R S ) 2

1.

S Y

' PR
. o - NS
. < 4
- . .
. K
‘ A} .
I ' T . /
PR - . /.
Y.

3

DY

“
L

: .I‘"A‘:A._I:_ 'U-'alcng with a nmber of othe.r fosher panents.
- -'1 S -qtmtiomaire basn.cally wants to “£ind out about the rules and regulatiohs you
: 'Iuse i,p raismg ch.‘le:m

!otma_lpswars apeoonfidmt.ial 'me

Different parents raise/ children diffecenﬂy a.nd thena I,"I; 3

) . a7
2 Lo « TN

arenorj.ghtorwronq‘ax’:smerstothequatwns' B R

! . . e ».'-"“'." ',..- Y RIS P
First of al_l, ao you have d.ifferent mles in yoxxr:zhcme generally’.for Boys S
fhan forﬂmegirls? Lt L ) , . ;

v "
- TN
“ 1

4 ) N - -

. '_'.»',' . ':>: :as",l.' - '..‘\:‘ Yw' -Al" . - . -

Ina Sentmceor wo, give e)larrp]ﬁ of rulesymx have thata.r:edifferent E
forthebqysthahforthegxrla. e N R SRS ]
A . R e i

:. ; . T /y o S . o RN

Inyeure:per:.exm w:.th ch:.ldren haveymhadrrore or fewgr ru.les foz: girls o
!t}mforboys?:-'._-;l_ . e / R "p/ : .
) . lessrula . ' 0 | ‘f- same forbbth 0 o

o S "3."-?4'.,: - :

‘?2

.mtertﬂes
PR

Who usually makeé most of the rula in- you.x: l"se for ﬂwmildzm? SRR

N g N .- ¢
o ’ L

[y
<
»

st

WhO usually enmrces the rules in ydur house for the childrem? ':‘; .- Lon
other. - ¢ ‘ fathe.r N = gogel:ha: ‘ .,. ."_': s {!.'
1.:_‘_:_¢:-__ _ 2 g -

If you and your wife disagree aléut.\how a child must be trea(f:ad,lmo -'7 T
\nuallywins out i.h decld.Lng the’ ch:.ld 8- 1:reatrrent? AR T

mother | . L ./ f.ather., S varies o I
SN 1 . . .‘ .- 2 =~ 'v' x3 o - »I e

oA N "' 4 s ‘.\b 'J ';

. - ) : A S

\ 9. . N C

Y ‘ N 2 -y - . e
s . 4 . e - i . u.;- . ;_‘-\.’




. / - Please mpmx{to the followmg statenmts by g:.v;mg -one. answer fmm ’ )
these six possmle chome.s, alwaYS: oftm, usually,, scmet:i.m&e, seldcm,/ new-i-r

L o L Aiwéys .' b_ftén',; Usi:a_lijr”f SanetJmesSeldau "Néver’
’ I . . . B R .’:'».,‘.-. L '.’. I ., .‘ Al } ;
! ."_.“;'-‘ .‘1».'-

T e .',"_’7' *I-tel,l ny, ch:i:ldren i
P { ,Eeel affectxé’n for t‘hsn.

. -\ 8 Rul&s in Gur housé' are

Lot '_ made by talk.mg w1thfthe
: } PRI I pralse ny chtldren for
PR '.f. | d@mg thmgs I approveof.

g e 10, I ‘make exceptlons to ruleS‘,"
g _" / for ‘thE'cﬁuldren in’ our

solve thelr
ut any help.

k

.“.’,

duldrén 1lsten when
w:.th t.hgn. IR

“ IYI I spank m_y chll&ren ﬁor

I say mce thmgs to my
chJ.ldren -and- gall then
affect.wnateqnanes :

16.‘,_-1 reward cluldxm.Wh“éh 3
k,;-':ﬂueyobeyby glvmgthen

7 - material items. - (e.g.,
S nbney 1oe-cream, etc )

1 .'"':.:I S:Lt down and play with

I
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S R A‘Lways ‘Often’ Usuany Sa'netitres Seldcm Never
S R - IR e 37 R "

20. I give explandticms to :' R e / <

. o L ] e = ., N « T v o T e

'1': Ifn'ychJ,'idgets fnto Dol B
‘ _ tmuble at ‘school or. play, . ‘
' If a child is late ccming R e e e

;‘3. If I tedl my .chi1a t:o do / S D
. . " samething (take out the - Sy RO PR

| ‘gaxbage, wash dishes) I -.' RN LA S A

11 leavemmbofinish mon TR T T e
I., ) " . e tas]{ alom / o ) ‘ P .“6. : A:“‘_. - : -. - . “ N -
: their Iooms for. misbehav—- :- T . "/,

"'—.—"-'- . . PN . s L R . . ) - .2 . R -

26. ,(,If dmamn msobey, N S
[:hyS].Q‘:ll punishlmt. - * - L ‘ ) . SRR R o '~:,'_' :

.;

‘ a.fraid, I canfort them R

I try to get d-ll m l ; - -—‘.. ““‘ A ‘ - : 7 -'. :::A->\‘ ' ’ .’ -», a I- - "- ‘ - b_
- o!:her,dlscmlme foms /( EIPEN / T A e

aver three years of age to' ” ST O T
g E e “-D-.?s,_ 1‘ ) A A - . O _:.? . .
TIf a chlld msbe]uvas T L e e R B
ﬂueatm the 1oss of B
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hs afosterpaxéx doyo:.xfind»t:hat\it
rulee for your ﬂm ter:

If your have different rul&a for your
e.xanplee.dl-
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What J.S yaur occupafuon? (Wr:Lte response on answer eheet)

3 ' High school gxaduatﬂ.on. S ,-
' ..4:’ Some Ur71ver51ty, no degree LT v.l_UanEISlty graduatlon, specify

What is your age? . o '-:" L DR \ i

‘ /What is the appgﬁmate ammt of your yea.rly earm.ngs? (husband ah

'."..I'l-2 3—5- 5—7 7orm:rre

Demograph:.c Quest:.ons '. . ,,_/

What religlon @o yo/u follow nom* BT g -
- N N e : '\-.. : . N

R.c., m{:, UC. 3 sp, . pent. "'Other: -

R ther -

\' -

the last grade ypu conpleted at school?

: ::grade or less.’. .
" "9ph thru 12th grade, , /’ (e,~
didn't ‘graduate. -

with some high school or graduauon. /

"_..20124 . -25—29 . 30-40 g0-=49 -sbléso""""‘?oVér 60

wite).
(exclud.mg FamdTy anéwance and foster- home payments) R NL R
‘--:SZO 001

ss 000, ss 999. 5 $7 ooo - $9 999 $1o ooo. - $la, 999._.;' 415,000,
S e e

LN SR Over s'zo',ooo.

How many/btothers/smters we.re there :m your famlly? o /

What was the apprctx.imate populatlm of the c:Lty, town or wllage,&m%ldm

1’- Less than 1000 . s ooo - ,999 \7 Over100,000 .

2. 1,000 - 2,499 -._5. 10,000 = 29,9997 T R

3. 2, 500 - 4 999 '-_ -'6. 30 000 - 99,999 R I VU PR
’ : LT '. . T \< _."‘_ _‘“ © - -.ll‘ -'.. ._. ) ' ,\.\\ . .:‘
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' meschedulelabel M is for use WLth foster mthers\while sdiedule F

) o ;-answer sheet &s utlllzed a.nd that answers are clearly coded

' ,".."any ix/put w.Lth regard to the staten‘ents or qnestlons Before each eectian
- of the mteme-w s;éhedule begms, please read the wrltten explanations glven

gl

INSTWICNSEURINI'ER’VM
/ ' SRy /

J.nterv:lew schedules, each mntaming fOur sect.w?e A—-D. .

EE G,

'e :ls used for each J.nterview. . Interviews axe to be carr:.ed

; ,'v;".out separatel \and anSWer sheets are labelled Foster Mother d" InEervlew SR

R ".:.»'_SchedUle and : ter Faﬂmer 6 Intexv:.éw Sch ule« Please ensuxe the oorrect o

Please do not pmrrpt answering, g1ve subjective react:.ons or attarpt

'Ihe glven .mterview format should be adhered to beginnmg wrth readmg the

._follow:mg paragraph - - - 'f A L / :.

. . P . . [ N . ‘ S P

o IN'I'RODUCI‘ICN miz'aﬁspbﬁom&r,f

.L : R - .‘..

'Ih:.s survey .'LS part of a research project on famly llfe bexng oompleted
. graduate students at the School of Soclal Work, Menorlal Um.versx.ty of
Newfoxmdland Opmlons are used for research ,purposes only and w111 be :

gtnctly confldentlal. : 'I'nls 1s net a test and there are o right or wrong

: ST
-l--—
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csmomm; pm;qﬁsmnmmz S serONB

I-: ‘.,.L"'- /’ ‘ o '.l.-' ’ ‘ . - . . _' - B '—’_'. : '-"' ."", .
DR j;-- L "'Ihe questicns :Ln this sect.im of the questia'maixe seek to ﬁnd out ey
. ";‘,_\-"_...- scmeth:.ng hcm you raise ch:.ldren You are bemg asked to answer the quéstlons :

"/',"7". o along w:.th a nurber of other foster parent.s. - Yom: answers are confldentlal 'Ihe
ARSI o Fleeg : .
' ai basmally wan{:s to find Out about the rulm and regulations you

use‘:m ralsing children Different parents ra.xse children dJ.fferently and there

R ‘,~-.' are no rlghi: or erng answers bo the qust:.ons

.....

-"*::-‘-"'- T 1 Fust of all, do you have differen7 rules in your ,hcme generally for ﬁoys Tl )
ST ,-3'-..'_- than for ; ‘the g).rla;? SR SO
SR A e . . . iy

: *for the boys than for the gi

3 ~In. your expenence mth chlldren have you had more or fe,ver rules for R
: .girls than for boys”'- e . ‘ AR P
'more rhls L less rulm Samefor bOth :

e g Who usually makes most of t:he rulest in %dur mqse for the chlldxen?
P s R LR

PR i . ‘."4 o . P
. mother o father .

r'r\'

i A Who usually enforces the/ rules m your house for the clu/ldren?
SR ‘:f.'"PtﬁeF’__“f R father L together et '*0-'{‘- PP I

6L yo you. nd’ your, husband dlsagree abovit héw a chil must be treated, whp/

. Art

o 2 ,.,:Z'k‘usually wing out in. decidiné the chlld's t!eaﬁnént? IR ~./,

. . e T = L e T e .‘1:

'. -" ; ._.-\‘ ] ) .‘.‘__ L -'l_-;: '.". X
- N K K N SootaT ey .

= 7 ke (\' / '

"v 2 In a sentence or\ two, gJ.ve 1&6 of rules you have that; are dlfferent . KIS

-, .'. s L } - : : i ‘ i o "l ' '. i .""'_-
- LM g -
.. SRS B
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L Pleasetsplom bo the follbwing statansnts hy giv:.ng one ahswer fx?uﬂ

":‘l ;.’,.' - "“.A .. :.‘-; ' A- I t&‘ll "y d‘ildxer’ I . RPN ,‘: ‘4‘/_‘: ; ‘ . ‘< ' ’ '-"I ..‘ ‘...‘l ) - , “‘ .
e T .“ ‘~fee1 a.ffection Eor them \ :':-,: oo e T P

. . ‘ . ': 4 ’ AR N o ’ - ‘/
Lov ) I dl I;, "—A .‘, Py : M A . '. \ e yoT (':

IV R B I pra::.se duldren fpr cop e Tl E e e /

\ / U doil‘q thingeIapprove of.'- T TR T I /
el 1.0. T make exceptlons % rules T T S P R
e T s T , for the’ chJ.ldren :Ln R e ’

oo ,' Lo __hcme. ool L TR . -

.
14
.
.

SN problerrs w:.thout any- help. _ -'3‘.- L e e T A

Lo ]_2 'l'he c.h:.ldrm hsten “ihen CLGATN ) hoiE Al
R T3, I . a\fall.ableltprry s / K T S A

; r', N

ls I say: th:nga SR

. they Obeb,'/by giving'them . oo LTl Lo awn T
el material itenms. (e.g., ) - T T AR,

3 sit down andplay with . - ,',-{ / o e
tlw d.!ildm .'I _b‘ .l : ~.‘-' L -I“ ‘ . ','~ ' . -. -- - - . B I ..

" xule,. I will try to. sea . '," P A U T U
Lo why ina. pe.rhaps c-_ha.nge e DL
L g e L R




o z7When my’ ch:l.ldren are afraid, L .

' ”20 exglanat.xons bo c D

el L Towill, talk with him
-

“u g hame, I will remove his .

..; - ‘garbage, wash dlsh&s) I ;,j AR

24, :\I have sent chJ.ldren to

,..26.,..' 1f du.ldren da.sobey, o =
e ".;'pums}ment. ' ".., T s N

h : - ' ., S
- N . R -

7w i “Blvays Often ; Usually - Sometimes 'Seldim Never
9 I. teach childxen tasks:" )

e e

ch:.ldren asito: why I have P N

211f y get-s into C T T A e

the pmblem SR

2 Ifach.lldis I\tecorrung \
pnmleges to, stay out.’. .

//the task alone. \“)};

: their* xooms for msbehav—

‘J.our..‘ e e -' CoEe Ul e

. Taistn tom nbames Ll

! ‘threaten “them with phys:.cal T AL

X ccmfort them and ta]k o

-

© 28, T tay ‘o get ch:.ldren to N T e e T T e

30, 'TE'a child mlsbehaves I f~‘.f/'.'=

,.'llsten o me 'before usmq s ST ORI RSN AN S

, -"other disc:.plme forms., T T T e T / IR
29, 1 would trust Ty chlldren T e e

" .overthree years of age o
ot glay outé:.de alone '

t:hreaben the loss of S - '
':B“*- i

23'.- If T tell my ql{ud £6°G0 L v i S eyt



7 3l As al foster parentdoyou findthat it :ls neoessary tohave differmt
PR rules for your children than fosber cliildren?

. N Tt K . ;

R 3.'1:. .‘{[f you have dlffere.nt rules for your foster chlld.rg, :
R examples.,,,, PR

cQuld you give;il ARGt
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'.'l".What religlon do you fdllow now?
'.;,")Rc. |
:'-.--'What is the ].ast graae you carpleted aE schaol?

o 8th , |
'-.2.‘-,'9ththru12thgrade, A

‘3. . High school: graduatu{x R ,
-4 ',Sone oollege, no degree. " R I

-What is your age'-"

‘20—24 .

.".How many brothg:s and s1sters were thcire in your f’amlly? oL

h.-What was the approxmate populat:.on of t.he city, town or v;llage m whlch
‘ you were ralsed? _ : 1 -

J.. Less t.han 1000 4

less than 1 year

. ,.' How 1ong haVe you been marned?

l Syears

‘-r'

mr%msams

- e . } :
' , A lDaxggraj_ﬂmic Qua.'tlcns

AT .

Pent. : Ol:her

n

._Ang UC. f s,A.

Special or”’techmcal ttairﬂng,{ RN

. “‘butnot:hi 'school. | . T
-didn't gradvate. @ . . Do .60 special’ibr technical L
"0 with 'some high school or graduatlon. ,

Univer51ty gradmtlori spec:x.fy .

‘-.9‘7’\

grade or less. L SR 5-

2529 30407 4049 80460 - over'd . v .. R
l ] .. .,. ’21'{' _._-' . _}:3..: .:._-,. .4 . - 5 .v' "\ ) . 6' .“ ». .'” ’ | .l": ". . ._'_ v . ‘ . ; . :

~ . — -~ DR .t P .
, . - PR

6— gormne A TR e

3, o : R A

1~- 2 3= 5 .
Ea '3 2

-

- .,_ Lo _.n A .o '__. . B . / e .'v"{'l B
5,000~ - 9, 999‘ B 1~'.7-';;,"Ol\"ér,f-iOd'.odo‘;-‘-
' ,' 5. 10 000 - 29 999 _."" R T :

1000-2499,. I S
"'6: 430,000 = 99, 999 - L R

2,500 4,999,

CHow long have you lJ.ved in th15 area? (élty, tbwn or, village)

:"'1-5years overSyears iifetme o
T B s S 3 LT "-.i';- U4
6—¥0years' 11—15yea.rs g

many natural chnaren hayAe you/had? R R R A S
6 or more - .' / o NPT
A e e

"'-,.-.1-2 3-5
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12.. List,chlldren, 1fany, by/tsac and_

’IhJ.s includes all dﬂldren

are’ .oonsidered. natural cmldren)w
Nc after Natursl quld.
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PR / LR GOVERN\H:.NI‘ OF: \'LWFOUNDLAND AND."_L- -
SR F e DEPAR'NENI’ oF SOCIALSERVICES ST
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T 1973 05 29 P
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3 SOmetime in thefnear future you will prcbahly recelve f' ‘ !

";a .telephone. call fron a Social hork Studént ‘at Memqual f“'ﬁrf‘l-‘
UniVersity Three:of the SOClal Work students are. .. Rl _

LT “interested in obtaim.ng more . informat).on about” fosterrng T

RO AN :Lﬂ"57' as part of their work .in araduate studies."‘h _ ; ;lm_j'{fgyigT'/g

.f ifﬁf':Jp f);”“»uw.ﬁff Foqter home care,for chlldren has been in existence in- ‘;'{;ff L
LA Ui Newfowndland. for”over, tvent flve years, and is con{idered e

-;’y}jf[:‘ ST tor ber oui{e SUCCessful- "The’ Socaal Work students a o
' S 1 1nherested in learning- 2Zbout fostgr home care.’ In. OLder S

'_g et to 8o so, t}ey would Jnne your opinipn: on a numbet of ‘f‘ AR
' ouestlons, reCLlr’ﬁg nonro>1.aeely 45 minutes of your R .

e RN o tl'.'ﬁe. C : L P ST ”
Y L ) '»\:, L ﬂi}".:' / N f“- - o 3‘Pf- fj . ’
o s \our co- operaulon dn. helplng th_se students w111 be-,. L ' R
. ,?'f oreatly apprecnnted Y ,,._;_;,_3.|.«P_,‘a," SR
:. ) T mes;ﬁﬂy. o
¢ T . e _..h, . B .\
oL i ’ ',. RN . R .
. ,’))".'Cr..&g,(.,/\ (wlv N , . .
1 . ; - . CEllﬂhan (J S ) L o L

Coc1a1 Worker Supervisor
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