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A rev;ew of Chlld welfare llterature suggested that
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'jkw?n"were d1v1ded Ln two grou?s/B% Chlld care soc1al wbrkers at

,{'foster parents tend to manlfest authorltarlan child—reavlng

:"attltudes, resultlng 1n foster chlldren being exposed to ;

e . . . (

1nadequate parentlng A crn'urrent reV1ew of research

\

L3

'Pkifﬂllterature related to«famlll's and soc1allzat10n theory

H

attltudes do-have

[ {found that authOrbtarlan Chl d—rearlnf

‘Jttﬁ'was thought that if Newfoundland foste 'parents were 51m11ar%'ﬁ'

"”“;:the other ds 1ess adequate.
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ﬁdetrlmental effects on the s.ciallzatlb '
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. " edon .
"whlch would be related ta their parentlng adequacy.

’ .
Meth°d°1°9Y‘Pr0Vided for thg»examlnatlon of the=7“":'

ff”chlld-rearlng attltudes of a populatlon of - foster parents

‘“serv1ced by a locaI‘chlld welfare agency

N we

The foster parentsefl..r~”

| ”5,_.to foster parents in the ehlld welfare studles rev1ewed, : '5 SRS

a C “ L Jo v .‘

’f.-they would reflect aut orltarlan chlld—reArlng attltudes e
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o

of the chlld )-fin‘qfff.?;7

?the agenby. Theg rated one’ group as more adequate,,and
Instruments used to examine ! ‘
5'l_the1r Chlld rearlng attltudes con31sted of 51x scales - f:~~u

'fﬁselected from the, Parental Attltude Research Instruments——ﬁ*li L

» o0 - .
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.Mother Form and rgther Fofm

. ,characterlstics were examlned .All respondents were per-th,:f
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B parents An- the study group. {Data analys:.s revealed that i . 3

foster parents rn the study group d1d have demographlc

e T c’haracterlstlcs somewhat smu.lar to those of . foster paﬂ;ents - |

studled 1n other countrles. ) leferences between medn - scores'

R N NN S

S

_orp]adequate and lesls adequate ﬁostef parents :

g+

: obtalned for

s ’

/'

‘ ;;"‘ N on the attlt de scaleg were m:.mmal ;Posmble explanat,;ton

lJres in the fact that more adequate and 1ess adequate stter-;_‘ COR ( ;
. ;:':-.," -‘-:., TR :.._.,.._..,: s ‘, L

o ﬁg A R mothers dlsplayed marg:.nal dlfferences\ between means on :'-__' TP
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both restrlctlve and perm1351ve scales. \Also,' more- '. :

e . adequate foster fathers tended to be less permlss:we on IR
t . . o l
. o some scales than did the less adequate foster fathers.
A B 8 ;

EERAY \ When examined as subgroups, foster mothers and foster

S oo fathers who were rated by agency socral workers as be:.ng

[
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";:\ . RN 1n thelr chlld—rearn.ng attltudes than the more adequate '
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‘ \ \, foster mother and father subgroups.- Overall; less adequate e t
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\ - authoritar:.an than more adequate foster paren s, ,when
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The famlly in "1ts varlous forms has been described

. extensrvely in the lJ.teratu.re of the socml sc1ences

A

(Cc;;)gswell & SuSSman, 1974 Loom:Ls & Dyer\, 19?6) As a: unJ_t"': :

: the famlly has had to: struggle agalnst the demands ‘of a

)""’a S

changrngi soc1ety-.- Thls is ~part1cularly true in North

American so'cietie's such as those. existing in. the Un:.ted )

) States and Cﬁrda where the, phenomenon o(f the nuclear family

o

‘has recelved a great .deal of atte'ntlon (Parsons & Bales,

. «

S

1955; -W'aki'l -19:7'1) As a result of 1ndustrrallzatlon and

>

1ncrea51ng spec:Lallwzatron in technolog:n.cal advances, the

3

fam.rly has become more mobJ.le, often isolated from dlrect

®

klnshrp Supports Whlle 1ntens:.vely 1nvolved in the

soc1allzat10n of its- young, the nuclear famlly rs also moa:e

vulnerable. Strarns lmposed by fluctuatmg economles and

N ~ T

mat?r{:llstlc values have led to . famlly dlsruptmns,

"y AT

necessrtatlng alternatlve chlld care.

" How greatly dlsadvantaged is the Chlld who - has been

'removed fr-orjn the care of his parents? Havrng rev.rfswed the

results of research 'in foster home care, Dlnnage (1967)

observed that successful fostem.ng scarcely makes an

. " / " x. -
~ . / )

| S ~ "
- ‘ . ,

‘ <_/' ) CHAPTER 1 X

- J - THE P;'aoBLE& -
1 \ v . ] ] coa ) ) . :
o
Introduction ’

wh:.ch grovrdes ﬁ varlety of direct suppor#:s to 1ts members,

f

P ..
(ST ED P 8 U U
X PR

teg SIneie o st mbemnard d .
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%‘ appearancé, exéept by implication. In other wordS P foster-
: ) . " ing of children is an apparently hit ox miss affair. - R .
! L Y

great deal is Ieft to chance regardmg the sudcess of the

-'.r4 > placement outcome in relatlon tol the adequat:y of the foster
y ) . chlld'ﬁ parentlng. The questlon arlses, theéefor.e, aSI t;D
S the effectlveness of . soci’.ety s alternatlve ch:.ld ca-re bptiQnB
] in this era of. s{mft soc:Lal.clhange. v I ‘ ff
2 '. Q‘ C cor»;idér:.n'g”the j..;port;;cwe%— of the fa:nuly ln child— q )
i ' o rearing,_ 1t :Ls desu:'al%l/ to pursue the problem of deterrruning
w T : the adequacy of at ‘least one of soclety tg subetltutes for_ o
i . ) "a chlld' s fan{lg_y. FosterJ.ng’ conlta.nues o be the prefer;ed .
‘: L - alternatlve child care method- ’I’he .relatlonshlp b,etween .;',
- j\ ' E foster parent:.ng att:.tudes and adeguac; %{11 be examlned to '

: \ . ‘gain a better understandlng ©of . the Sl.‘lltabillty of this,

T ._ alter;matlve for ch:.ldren who cannot remain.in thelx;, own ’ ;

% EE lhomes for ee.rtaln r'ea-sons .’ Some results of the foSteJ]' home .
j[ - C. care process‘are J.ncorporated 1nl theﬂpro‘blem stvatement wh;qh
it - : v

22 follows-.. They senve ‘to J.llustrate/the 1mpact of foster -

g . / C parents' chlld—-rearlng attltudes ~on t’he ch:.ld and J”.\‘ﬁ‘flectv ,'0‘.

- . . on the adequacy of the Process-, o b o
h Problem Statement R . B Y
* T - . ohe stresses of socth often lead to. 1nd1v1dual ' 1"' -
\ | hardshlp and ltxablllty‘to cope Wlth personalu responﬁbllltles'-3','."

_‘ 1
xf Thls sometlmes creates a. family sutuat:.on where the parents

LIRCTY AP Sy

: . ; \\ i can no ,longer,. temporarlly or permanently, cont;mue to R
5 \ T ' o :
1 L 'r. e,

% e - ; b ‘

B W -

. \ - .-0_ 4 \ -

- N ,
. _._.;\ﬁ,t-t-..,:..::'ilg:{.--_n o $Kevior et Bt Vi AP AR d i . S em———— e 1 nﬂmur&u _;, :
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S SR e Y o
N 'prov1de ‘a satlsfactory env1rogpent for thelr chlldren. -g N
R . B
e -._;““.Keasons vary frOm a lack of'surtable accommodatlon, temporary_ gf,
B B ’ ‘s\_\ AR : 5 ( * ".
Iy J. [N

! ,-'flllness, to SevE?e mental 1nstab111ty. When chlldren re-

,~qu1re an‘alternatlve to thelr own famllles, determlned

C L .

(elther by welfare agencres, the,Lourts, or thelr own famllles,

ﬁj{,x»z-'\;},l;' the usual optlon 1s that of care in a foster famlly (En—

C e

"' ?yclopaedra of Socral Work ﬂ369 Pope, 1967)

\ In consrderrng the adequacy of fosterlng as an f;*

‘xmr.

L e S
“ialtefnatlve method of Chlld careq socral work llterature A

i

~
. '_ . ' . R, . :
e
A o P A B T L A
':'."'..-““'x' & e : o ..

':;reflects an: excessrve Lnterest in: the‘characterlstlcs Of“‘jléf*f &
."-:-"'ffoster parents (Babcock 196I5a" Kraus, 1971; ‘Wakeford) 1963) P

Kraus J(1971' (p 69) defends thlS adpproach to determlnlng
: o '.equate foster chlld—rearlng ln statlng that:_'_' ‘ .:"{: ;-;‘

, all such characterlstlcs could represent _ R
. ?,[an ers -of ‘attitudes .and values, and . R B IR
.+ sedondary trait# that have .attained a =~ T S
' .idegree of ‘functional &dutonomy. and thus = °
. ‘could he factors ‘in foster parent—chlld
', relatlonshlps._f»-r_, g : .
R S T

fffThls knowledge, Kraps belleves, could ultlmately be related ) “ff f;a'

s'to sucgessful or adequate parentlng, thus developlng crl—'

;ﬁ”, S ff-Tﬂgﬂgterla for future foster home selectlon. Observatron of

,,_L;ﬂ; ﬁl-itanglble characterlstlcs 1s ot the only method ava&lablefl'””ﬁ

”in determlnlng the quallty of foster Chlld care.. StudleS}ﬂ{x ‘

:fby Fanshel (1966) and GeoLge (1970) have broken w1th that’

’

-
T D T
. : A P -

‘ wftraditlon, seeklng to assess the 1ntangibles Such as parentingl~

'z~ﬂ fattltudes to Wthh foster chlldren are exposed . L"?.-.;fxl
- R ) . o ,'9- S - i —.:. ""
-'rmyﬂll, Research 1n chlld rearlng 1ndlcafes that chlldren' e

'.ﬁ“*nnrar\éd bY ﬁarents W1th restrlctlve, authorltarlannattltudes fav:”,-",{}ﬂ

: 1 Y v B “'|'.' - -

- - , __' ‘: . R '- ) .

'.*'-. ..1- 7 tl . : ’i_
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= o -: Ve °fte# display:difficulﬁigs iﬁipersonallty development
f ahd,in acquinihg'sdcial'skills (Yarrow; l965) } . They are ' ‘ 7“
‘ . fearful, overly dependent, 1ntellecﬁually sluggish, and " _ ;
3 N suppress,hostlllty (Hoffman,.1960) The °PP051te is true ﬂ.;%fc :.
fi :{.‘_ T ' for chlldren ralsed by parents W1th‘permlss1ve child- rearlngu _;m
%:::“;{ : s attltudes. ?heylare more outg01nq and get along moLe easlly IR &
tfj.f ; Wlth others.' They are 1ntellectually curlous and achleve-'i;:

ment orlented (Pollard & Geoghegan, 1969) : The latter

g ) , _J,._,_._ ./-._.,’:_;.;", .,
7?; ' tralts are not generally observed 1n foster Chlld behav1oUrs..-

fff.:f'w C0n81derab1e ev1dence exists to suggest that these chlldren .

: g v
":f.}‘// are belng Subjected to an 1nadequate 5001allzat1Qp process,;luf'

‘ as suggested in the follow;ng studles.fihﬁ,f7§(-3*97"
‘ !4{.”;; Lurle (1970) reports on- the " emotlonalihe;lth of o

_;33; '“Qd ' “g. children in the famlly settlng.; She observed dhat chlldren . L

| * o Jtlrv1ng-dn 1ntact homes, but w1th surrogate mothers, Were {:5;
, poorer- rlsks, in terms of experlen01ng healthy emotlons,' ‘1§bl%
5 :137 'j i}than those lhv1ng w1th thelr natural mothers. They’ erel -‘;l:u
;i‘_‘_.#”‘ . fllkely to be emotlonally stunted Ain glVlng or rece1v1ng if”;
5 h affectlon,-nontrustlng or overly fearfulvf In her flndlngs ‘_ii-i
] ‘VjiLurle (1970) ndted that extrouersion in chlldren was " fﬁl /f. 7;€5;§
j?;};_ R ‘a55001ated with open dlsplays of affectlon by parents, O {‘"( ;;;J;
';j L ? : 1ow ten51on level on- the part of thé mother, and acceptanc%uri '%;fb
:;ﬁf"f‘ I;;ﬁ "‘of herself and- ‘hexr’ marrrage. ’Parental nonsupportrve dls—lfa g 34@*{
:?j .ftfﬂ,~i.f lc1p11nary methods were, assoc1ated with t e chlldreu‘s ’ I “féf
%: P :;.“ problems of 1mpulse coutrol and frustratlon toleranqe.. o :G;
é.a.: e i551“;Surrogate mothers were less llkely to dlsplay posrtlve‘ {iﬁi
vef e S ' e ' - ] -

}J. K é. i . _%
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said (Maas, 1969, p 14),

. to cope, preferrlng to remaln as foster parents for the ‘

'1n handllng chlldren who atpempt to test ﬁhelr lndependence

L

atﬁﬂ?hdes"indicative of their self-acceptance or warmth )

L208

' in child-rearing. :

) ‘Inla follow-up study of 422 children (out of ‘an__

original.551), Maas (19&9) found that about one-third -had

been in Foster care for 10 years or more\\ These children

.,_suffered from tenuous or warped foster parent Chlld

relatlonshlpF and most functloned below average, 1ntel-‘
lectually Partlcularly strlklng was the attltude of ‘the '

majorlty of foster parents toward foster chlldren 1n terms ',:"

'of excludlng out51de lnfluences. «As one foster father ;ﬂﬁ o

R .‘4'[

: Just glve us the child and help us ln paylng
the expense. We will take care of: everythlng

_ else.ourselves. We don't want a soc;al
worker cbmlng around here.

In her study of 25 foster famllies, Babcock (l965a)

noted that these foster parents were more successful w1th -
T,

’young chlldren. They obtalned~much satlsfactlon from

meetlng the physical needskof the young, dependent chlldren. '
They tended‘to lavxsh the ch11d w1th affectlon through

handllng and expr@s51ons of endearment and warmth.z Once the

);hlldren grew older, and . reacted alternatlvely w1th 1ove B

or hate or dlsc1p11nary methods, these parents were unable

very young. SlnCe the ages of ch11dren.2equ1r1ng foster R

3 . \

‘care vary, this group ‘was llmlted in- the serv1ce they gave o

.o.!

by the very nature of thelr unskllled ‘or 1nadequate approach

k
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As Charnley (1955) noted, a child from a home where

parental attitudes implied a lack of warmth and love and .
disregard for discipline and routine, will not do well with

foster parents who may be” 51m11arly unlov1ng or who tend
to reward subm1551veness only.
_J. Whlle the: family stlfl has the prlmary functlcn in

1

:the soclallzatlon of the chlld, 1t 1s belng lncrea51ngly -

--.;supported by external lnfluences such as the school and .ﬁf

T N Al |

' the chlldren s peer group (Report of the Canadlan Commlttee_'"”

1

parents, foster parents also piay a major role 1n the f?

N

chlld's soc1al development. ,

’ In summary, ‘the effects of parental adequacy in .
‘\\the parent-chlld relatlonshlp ln relatlon to 1ts 1mportance
Aln the'chlld soc1allzatlon process haS'been~generally '

N

accepted (Kohn, 1972) . One aspect ofjthelr~adequaéy in

thlS process can, be rev1ewed through examlnlng thelr Chlld

rearlng attltudes. Such attltudes are instrumental An ¢
mouldlng'a child's behav1our 1n a-’ manner S0. as. to enable
for dlsable hisg ablllty to form and malntaln 1nterpersonal
'relatlonshlps (Brophy, 1977) ' , : f

' ' It 1s the purpose of thlS study, therefore, é%a

examine~for any Alfference 1n the chlld-rearlnq attrtudes .

malntalned by foster parents who have been rated as elther

oL 1 -

‘-nmre or less adequate by thelr soc1a1 workers. Spe\}flcally,

are. the more adequate foster parents those who have per—.

ﬂ... on Soc1al Welfare, 1968) “AS a substltute for natural s

- . " g N .- N . .o .- R
b T e Wit CRCRAE TR SRS FeS i . i -
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llmltatlons are also provadf

missive, liberal child-rearing attitudes; those who easily’

give affection, creating an atmosphere of warmth and security,

permitting children to say what they think? " On the bther

:'hand are the less ade?uate parents those who have restrlc-
tlve attltudes which forbld verballzatlon and: encourage @ N
: dependency 1n chlldren, those who prevent stlmulatlng,-

e learnlng experlences by protectlng the Chlld frOm out51def N

N : : . ~..,-
1nfluences? ';f'ffﬁ,f';.ﬁjz'~.;-h/;»:'

A,,. LN

‘‘‘‘‘ A e Sl , N _’ o '. ".

Hav1ng placed the problem 1n perspectlve, srgnif-f"

S

'-i‘lcance of 1tsfstudy 1s‘3utllned¢hn the followlng section. #*'

a’ S

. An explanatlon of terms used ahd a dlscu5510n of the study s' -

)
. ’

Slgnlflcance of Study

»

¢

A study of thrs nature has—relevance for fosterlng

. - \k
in-Newfoundland As of ~31 May 1978, there were 842 foster

[

chlldren in the legal custody of the Dlrector of Chlld

,h Welfare for Newfoundland These chlldren were 1n the-

v

'dlrect CAre e} 485 fostér famllles (Chlldren 1n Care, LS

s

;Statlstlcal Repom 1978) ' Soc1ety has an obllgatlon to
h assure ltself that alternatlves in: chlld carelare 1nten—
~s:.vely rev1ewed for effectlveness, since 1t is. the communlty

~wh1Eh ig respon51ble for the welfare of the chlld (Bane,

|9

,1.976) . ' ,A‘, - \ . e .. , o o . _'-Iﬂ :._ ' 4. ' z! o '. ' . 'l‘.'
SO o \ o . ce L 4]_ }:
- If foster parents who have been categorlzed as- RS
' [ L
less adequate .are also found to be more restrlctlve “in Chlld {
N e I * .I( '.' .
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o attltudes malntalned by foster parents even 1n -one reglon T 1h

'f'of the Prdvlnce.‘,The flndlngs could then be brought to ‘.;1VJ5

——— — S -

7 e A}
o ’

’ S e

] . ¢ \

" . A

, rearing attitudes, this may indicate the need for a review
of the criteria~used in_seleqting and approving foster
parents.. Such flndlngs could’ srgnmfy the need for(developlng

] attitudinal measurlng 1nstruments 51m11ar to the Parental
"\ M, BR \\’j
4 .
Attltude Ré earch Instrfments developed by thaefer and |
e 4 N

.
i

Bell (1958, 1960)

s

It 1s useful to determlne the klnds of chlld-rearlng o

Ve e
'

' the attentlon'of those who develOp and 1mplement Newfoundland s 5&;;”

Chlld welfare p011c1esrhtxln:‘.:f f -gfl””" - '
o . ST

‘ . e ‘ \ }~>'f., N T e S o L

Dellmltatlons of the study/ : f'tr““ , . ',-f““?wf oL

" The: group examlned con31sted of'the total foster

parent population who maintalned regular foster homes in.

and 1mmed1ately out51de the boundarles of the c1ty of S .

John 5, Newfoundland,.dggif 1 June l978.~ The populatlo

was equally d1v1ded w1th respect to thelr urban or rural R

"

locatlons., Half Were in the metropolltan area. of St.o_-;_-fg. ;i

John s.' The other half were 1n small, rural comm;nltles .

located three to flve mlles from the 01ty llmltS. ,:--"
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are pertinent to that group only This limitation'is*due

PO IR T
&

[ : e to the small dize oa the populatlon examlned whlch precluded

; the use of randomlylfelected samples. Any flndlngs must 3

J? be viewed as representatlve of the group studled, preventlng Fh

? - generallzatlons to other groups of fos er pareqts in — ‘,,zf

. ”ﬁ:fkg;“Jijijq'“Ne#foundland ‘,“ e - L 47_ » 'd_if

? -;_ﬁ:u‘. . f'.'{}j;i,:r~i” '."elﬁl;'ﬁ'-;”'Q“.“Qiffﬁ'fininff:~- o 4jﬁ'uf:*tféﬁ

3 dEGf}“ﬂf | E_planatlon of  Tevms. T ’%- | .iﬁ | . ,ft;é;

3 »._lii : 1 f;i{ftlfh;’: T 1nsure.that thlS study 1s understood 1n the manner ;"‘7?§i

yﬁﬂ{.;=ff ;;”;3}?_‘:rntended it 1s necessary to explaln the terms used thereln.i_;fdhgs

) .:€5;.12' % Whlle the chlef lnterests are authorltarlan attltudes.andf ;:iﬁ;tl f

. foster parents, #oggxattentlon must be glven to the concept | 7'!£
; Coa of soc1a11zatlon. The 1nf1uence of- parental attltudes is e
'f,' R merely an'aspect of’ the chlld‘s total soc1a112at10n process. @§B~
R S " As such they must be(v1ewed agalnst«that 1arger whole, hence .
2’:?1[ Y . --‘ﬂ:'a dlscu351on of the term soc1a11zatlon. ﬁ‘

”fl";‘i;4~ 8001a11zat10n 1s a\process whlch beglns ‘at blrth, U
Co s . . AR :
i}-nﬁ o notes Pollard and Geoghegan (1969, p. 110) whereby a person

R

%;;j ) ﬁf“l IR comes to understand and accept the 3“'"_ﬂv};

N
et s 7 . s Pty e L o6 v A, ey £ e Y w

- "} - = "-, ';'Ycustoms, standards, tradltlons and’ values S g
;J-f;& . g ", - of theé group o6f which- he is a. member, to A ‘
RN | acquire the 'skills, knowleﬂge and attitudes; ... ..
:“[y.ﬂ. , . 'necessary’ for him to be:an. accepted and s .
S 'a\,)//productlve member of that group -Q.fi PR
UL The process of soc1a112atlon has been treated"':'

_ separately, 1n the 11terature and by theorists, from chlld o

‘- .'r;l.'l . ' '
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stress an naturalistic observation,

. chlldren and cu tures.“-.

[

: <
these have been,.”Lew1n, Plaget, Freud

. 'L
.,,./

Parsons and,Bales“f(Baldw1n, 1968 579)

l

1n two schools of thought. From Freud and the Psychoanalysts

)

géqg ;f.","“f 1zatlon (Freud, 1938 1965)

t - - l

Zﬁb,?f o :'_/{ _:; : Learning theorlsts approach to sociallzatlon 1s

Té r'“ﬁ'_ - more aggre551ve. They do not see the Chlld and hls env1ron—"

.
ment 1nteract1ng pa551vely (Bolles, 1975)

develOpment. Succinctly stated by Brophy (1977, p. 6),
The soc1alizatlon and Chlld rearing approach
stresses the role of external forces in
shaping the child's development, in contrast i
to the developmental approach, with its - - o .

» descrlp ion and cumulatlon of normative , .
information about stagés in develdpment. * - e . R
whlch_presumabl are, unIVersal across.. : ".? , N
;"': Chlld development theorlsts have concentrated thelr

efforts in" the manner suggested I:Qy quhy.:-

T Werner, and NP
theory has recelved.less attentrgn and has developed malnly

. we learn that 5001allzatlon of ‘the child takes place by
X imitation.. In follow1ng the example of thosé around him,

particularly parents and 51b11ngs, the chlld develops tralts"

opp051tes. He 1ncorporates into hlmself the attltudes, ; - o
.1deals and values of those near hlm,so that by the tlmel
, V}'. - the chlld is ready to enter school, thlS process has had a
' | far reachlng and 1rrever5lble effect on the development of o
. hls peLsonallty The crux of the theory is that the.f |

:p; e env1ronment.prov1des the 1mpetus for the effects of soc1al—

. They belleve

10 S 2

I

Y

.

.
ami

Malor among

» . . . -
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o : v

SOC1a11zatlon o N
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such as frlendllness, 1ndependence, klndness er thelr S I
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that the Chlld learns ‘how to behave as an accepted and
'prqductive member ‘0f the grouﬁg@%rough belng rewarded for.

approprlate behavxours andrwt.rewarded for . those whlch the

. \

famlly cannot approve.; While the theorlgts ‘may, dlsagree

‘as to how soc1allzat10n takes place,.all concerned w1th

“ﬂ' g developlng famlly theoryf SOCLallzathn theory, and chlld o
. “lﬁdevelopment theory do agree that the famlly 1s Stlll the ‘:%/f77'
__i& | :.prlmary source of the Chlld s soc1a11zat10n.m,yrfj_; ’f”.”l,srl
DR 'Attltude R S
I o R L S ' ' A
.In hlS essay on - ’The Nature of Attltudes' ngeach‘
-.H(1968 p. 449) prov1des the follow1ng deflnltlon- .
_An attltude is’a relathely,endurlng 'h ' ’,
,organizatlon of beliefs around.an object =~
or situatien predisposing oneito respond
#in some preferentlal manner. . ”,f
7f~~—;-- ,Attltudes have generally been d1V1ded nto. three components-‘

- affect,.cognltion»and behavlour‘(zlmbardo & Ebbesen,'1969)

Whlle affect takes«1nto con51deratlon a person 's emotlonal

-4 .

- N W
. e
‘act1v1ty of the 1nd1v1dua1, it is the cognrtlon, that 1s,
o

'belref or knowledge, wthh is that part. of the parentlng

attltudes as stated 1n the hypotheses Wthh is examlned.

-f Co Attltudes are generally referred to ‘as belng elther

: p051t1ve, perm1551ve,.or 11bera1, 1nd1cat1ng an open—mlnded,

hANU
i . enabllng view, on. the . part of the lncumbent, or they can be
S !
LT |
Cq ,‘negatlve, restrlctlve, or authorltarlan, 1mply}ng a, repres—_-‘
: . -
s#ve,wnarr6w, d;sabllng stance'or_p051tlon. ;
. ) . . - l\\ ) f N
N A . <
e . ﬁ’ ! . - ‘_‘ . 4
s g , - v Ve Peiiee ;-_A.:»,»'.l:._n...'.\{:i%»,s.;{-j.:,,;,?.;:;_-.:,:.,

iresponse tq somethlng, and‘behav;our is the actual- observablef‘
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) Ruthoritarianism -
The basic concept of an authoritarian personality-
/ was flrst proposed in 1950 (Adorno, Frenkel Brunswik,
Lev1nson & Sanfor 1950) -Its central" the51s 1s that
N , .
-~ . note by Klrscht and Dlllehay (1967 E oL
5 ‘/ PN
N e ,Prejudlced and. hostlle attltudes dre. _
it -,\' expressions of- lnner ‘needs-or- impulses
, .+ . .| . whidh:form the foundation.of the author-

"to the,methodology uSed and ‘his 1nterpretat10n§ of the e ,'/

L;ltarlan personality syndrome.. Certaln

'ju"iresult 1n susp1c1on, dlstrust, and hatred
' :J:;Of ‘others.,

) . Lo e - i, . .. L

1,The A orno study has been ext£n91vely cr1t1c1zed w1th regard !

I . .

‘flndlngs.- However, the basic cogsept of an authorltarlan é3 f

dlmen51on of personallty does not appear to have been refutgd

'(Ernhart & Loev1nger, 1969) The Authorltarlan personallty

is characterlzed by dlstrust, rlgldlty, cbnformity, wor hlp,

of the past, and a hlerarchlal perceptlon of human reIatlons.

( L3

L,
'Power»dlctates the orderlng of relatlonshlps ‘for such, persons._

Those more powerful are submltted to whlle thOSe who are weaker ;

.are used~and conSLdered 1err;or fErnhart & Loev1nger, 1969)

. . -

L4 oA,

Foster Parents/f/ S e ‘j . g

5

ﬁ\g¢f Fosterlng or foster care is a generlc term whlch

9

”lncludes the varlety of sxtuatlons where;n a Chlld may

recelve care outside the conf£nes of hlS own’ famlly (Costln,

-
[}

1972). 1ncluded in the term are 1nst1tnt;onal care, group
homes and £oeter.homes,' Since this'study'is.ooncerned’with'
. i . I' . ) : = , . . ‘
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, 0
the provrslon of foster home care for chlldren in the

£ 'Province of Newfoundland it rs approprlate\to cite the

Government's definition:of-this type'of care. -

~

i : . The Provincial Government's Department of‘Socidl

Serdices},Division of éhild Welfare, refers to foster home

= A 3

_care in relatlon to- 1ts purpose and functlon rather than

statlng a formal deflnmtlon.i For—example,lthe Newfoundland'

Government s, Departm nt of Socral Serv1ces Chlld Welfare '
Redgiatlons (1977) state,"f;; C
Regular foster: homes (are) for neglected
children who require short teérm or long

term care and .dnclude chlldren who are

awaiting adoption. , - ~ '

’

+In the same, place it is further stated, - ' =

‘The purpose of prOVldlng homes ... is to
provide a normal family home with kespect . b
to size, comp051t10n and housing with ~
opportunities for the growth ang ‘development
. of chlldren, and to prowide a stable family .-
- . environment, as an alternative to instit-

: utional: care, for. chlldren with. emotlonal,

'phy51cal and mental dlsab1lnt1es.

—

The, D1V151on'o£ Chlld Welfare s’ POlle Manual observes‘

' that, . (p. 2922(1)) ~S LT
J -‘Fq;ter Home Serv1ce is a neans of providing ‘
#» children with su1table enviroanment within - P
) which normal childhood experiences may be ’
. en]oyed 1n1a famlly)llfe setting. :
o It should be noted that the D1V131on of Child Welfare #ses

‘ the~term regular to distinguish regular foster homes from
group homes or spec1al foster homes which serve the emotion-
ally or phy51ially handlcapped chlldren.
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While'the Department of Social Services does not
have a definition of.foSter home care as such,. their intent
and purpose as outlined above is consistent with most

. definitions of foster home care found, in the 1iteﬁature:
Brltaln s, Boardlng Out of Chlldren Regulatlons 1955, state

\that ﬁhe essence of fosterlng for chlldren ln care is that
' ~N

the Chlld llVES withtﬁoster parents, 1n thelr‘dwelllng as cL

.a member of thelr famlly (Pugh, 1968) Throughout thlS- ,
Istudy foster home care, dellvered by fost§r parents, is_ -
used 1n "the context of-belng, " full time care, 24 hours

/a day, out51de the Chlld s own home cee gi en W1th1n,§\
foster famlﬁy home"” (Costin, 1972, p. 321).

IAdeguacy

A brief explanatlon of this term is prov1ded by

3

~Fanshe1 (1966,.p llO) in relation to his appralsal of

foster parentlng adequacy as p?rcelved by child care social
,— R

workers. He noted that adequacy 1nc1udes,

',the foster mother s understandlng of child
behaviour, hér understanding of her own
emotional needs as a foster parent, her
ability to behave toward the child in \
"accordance with his needs, 'hHer ability to ’
respond to, suggestions from the caseworker 24
_about her chlld-rearlng practlces, and her
ablllty to feport to the caseworker sig- . .
nificant data about the child's personallty.'

i

.Additional lnformaﬂhonrrelated to the term adequacy is
proyided in the methodplogy for this study where th

development of a Foster Parent Globaf'Adequacy Scale is
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repotted in detail. Therein, eight dimensions of foster

parenting adeguacy are discussed (p. 35).

v

Operational Deffinitions of Variables to be Examined
by the Parental Attltude Research Instruments

‘(see Appehdices D and E).

N . L4
The follow1ng six varlables, shQWn by scale title,

&
are the attltude scales selected from the Parental Attitude

! sy ’

Research Instruments to exa ine parental chlld-rearlng attl-

Lo,

: tudes, as Proposed in- thlS study.. The explanatmons for each

scale are thoseé- found in the reports of the Instruments'
3
developeﬂs (Schaefer & Bell 1958, 1960). These particular

e

scales we;e»selected by the writer becausé tHey examine

: parentai attitudes most often dﬁscussed in the literature

reviewed. Each scale contains a number. of statements, és

noted in the methodology (Instruments, p. 43) designed to

elicit responses pertinent to the attitude being ejjhined

| 1. Encouraging’Verbalizatioh

~ This scale examines for a permissive-child-rearing

attitude. It was designed to determine whether the parent

will permit or encourage the child to .talk about his

‘anxieties, conflicts, hostilities,\and difagreements'with

LY
~.

" parental policies. = . L/

2. Breakingtthe Child's Will
' ! - \\

This scale examines.for a restrictive child-rearing

attitude. It was designed to elicit'parental attitudes

s -
-
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'1°child-rear1ng which 1nd1cates tha’ the dhlld 8 feellngs,_{;{;V'

.

o . vl .
'ﬂtﬂ«.ﬁliiu&iw".‘llwh‘lt‘:!v il

. |
. toward ideas such as,

"natural meapness taken out of them;. they must be taught

_attitude.n

. \ . < P )
. ! s . _Ilf,'.' . ’ “' .".’
» = . ¥y .
a ° on '
[}
’ v
; .
| - 16
4 | 12 -
. ‘
3 ’

children need to. have some of the
' ¢ =5 :

-

early'just'whq is boss; one must drive the mischief ‘out

of the child before he will hehave.. . - . -

0 ‘. . IR B . - ) : ey .
Cas ' I - j}_ R

3] Equalltarlanlsm A T {. “ ,/’

S H N C ' = . ", T T

ThlS soale eXamlnes for a‘permissmve attltude n ..

v1ews, and w1shes are equal in meért to those of the parents

~

'and should be taken 1ntp.con51deratlon,-wutp;n reason, “in

making deqislan'which:affect, directlf or %ndirectly, the ¢
child's well being. A ‘
. 4 . . . N ‘#: .

4. Excludind Outside .Influences o L.

ThlS ?cale examlnes for a. restrlctlve chald*rearlng

attitud?. Tt was de51gned to examine famlly ethnocentrlsm,-‘

(famlly/self—centered), and may be related to parental . _‘ 0

control and~authorltarlanAattLtudes Parents who want

their chlldren to be influenced prlmarlly by what they say
. ‘ o o R

s

and do reflect thlS attltude. . . "ﬂ-<v .

Comradeshlp and Sharlng . ;

»

S.

ThlS scale examlnes fo# a- perm1551ve chllddrearlng
Parents and’ chlldren should share lnterest in 5
ope. another s act1v1t1es and-have a deslre to’ talk about

them, in the same sense that any good frlends share ehese o

L .
. , .
- 4 -
. . “
T : - . Lo ' s C . L
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‘ jatt1tude.

’aboﬁt

iils done f

3

"

qualities}

and- experience.

6. :Suppression of Sex

(S
. v

Yyt

. (or 'jchild)

B

-

Thls scale examines for a restrlctlve chlld-rearlng

P

L

Suppresslon refers to recognlzlng confllcts but

;.‘-.

v

.

this means, among other’ things,

onsc1ously and dellberately.‘_lﬁrgf~ﬁéq_fﬂ{fgvha

"ﬂ,

ev1ew of pertanent llterature*has been prepared.

'.ﬁefforts relevant tc—foster parents

f:and to dlscuss observations resultlng therefrom.‘

a continuing

tﬁoeway dialoguelin which both parties share information .

N

L3

e

idellberately.puttlng them out of one 18 mlnd by thlnklng

-somethlng else or otherw1se dlstractlng one s self
\.

It 1s a form of escape from confllct, but 1t

.

The foregOLng explanatlon of terms, and the study s -

P

S and concerns encountered Ln foster homF care, a’

Whlle

'

;{the problem statement underplnned results of foster home

care, the rev1ew Wthh follows seeks to demonstrate reslarch

chlld—rearlng attltudes,
o SaNN |
. J‘

. o -
e St a e e
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L CHAPTER 2

.

REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE

-

! o A review of the literature reveals that child-

i : .
rearing .attitudes and other factors related to childhood
T L socialization‘have*not receided t»e attention‘which has been
..T;4¢, glven to. other areas of fosterlng Interqst has centered

i_‘largely 1n the soc10econom1c char cterlstlcs dlsplayed by

S e

foster parents.“ Most ev1dent per,aps, 1s an almost per-

. ©

. . N . L - .
D N A e D R IS
v

,
o

'va31ve attltude 1n the Chlld welf-re llterature that
;ﬁ'j,:. e L 'fosterlng is accompllshed to ser e the system, “that is,
' 'the network of child care agencres. One would conclude
that it is an end in 1tself ‘rather than a means of chlld
‘protectlon. h
{ . There ‘are at 1east three se}f—lnterest groups,
apart from the foster Chlld whlch have a stake in the-
Li", ; ) ‘i fosterlng process One can v1suallze thls by u81ng a

. L
T R trlangle-llke dlagram One srde represents the- chlld

[

o ;f'.“_' welfare agency, another the foster parents, and last, the

: natural parents. The foster/chlld stands in the center,

3L§1 S ' seemlngly alone., The lnteractrons generated'by ‘the three
. o . e
51des of”’ the trlangle are often w1th each other about the

Chlld rather than w1th hlm. ' = "', “‘ - \. 523 .

2

S ' 1" A revieéw of relevant llterature during’ the past

flfteen years found at,;the authors{ 1nterests,eas;ly.
. ) S L
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divide among| five separate areas of foster Ehild'qﬁre.
First, and foremost, are the studies related to foster
parénts. Considering the written interest, the impression
is left that the child welfare field wishes to reassure

itself about something; perhaps the adequacy of the foster

family c&pcept“as a child—reafing policy. A second area

of interest is‘the'fos&er child, being examined7from a

'\number of perspectlves, ‘as is the Chlld welfare agency in

“lts dlverse forms. The fourth area 1s comparatlvely 1arge.:'l

- It consists of reported and suggested alternatlves to foster'

famlly care ‘as well as a number of scathlng rev1ews ‘and L
condemnatlons of. the fosterlng process Lést, and llkely
consrdered least, are the. natural parents.' They are glven

as much attention'by'the'authors, their works imply, as

is given to natural.parents by the child welfare agencies

"and foster parents. . Y

. Having'identified.the major interests or concepts
o : . , .

'developing'as'a'result of theszster'family proceSS7~reSEarch-

literature‘pertinent'ﬁo foste parents will be reviewed.

More spec1f1ca11y, literature deallng with foster parentlng

attltudes w1ﬂl be examlned since these Are extremely B
1mportant in the process of chlld,soc1allzat10n. '

Foster Parents' Attitudes’ . I

[y

Foster parents'are_resPonsible~for‘insUring-thét.

foster children receive adeguate stimulation, emotionally.
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and intellectually. They must insure that the children .

experience the kinds of interactions which contribute to

developing healthy attitudes toward themselves and others.

In order to determine their adeqguacy as socialization agents,

-~

a number of studies }have focused on the characteristics of

foster parents, but of prn.mary 1nterest are their attitudes.

f In a study of the relatlonship between’foster .

parents chlld—rearlng att:Ltudes ‘and, soc1a1 class, the'

. . R

~Ef’follow:.ng was reported (Rowe, 1976).. Flndlngs 1ndJ.cated . R

-that, although the majorn.ty of fos,ter parents 1n the study

were on the professlonal s;.de of the CIass dlstrlbution, :

s

there were’ some worklng class famllles. No’ relatlons_hlp
’ i .
- between social -class 'and' success in fostering .wis found.
. - s

. g . : ’ ‘e 13 * !
‘However, Rowe had social workers divide his foster. parent

.sample into two groups of more and less adequate. "He observed-

that foster parents rated as more adequate were more per—- ’

¢ e

/-m1551ve than the less” adequate grOup/ :Ln terms of acceptlng

A. »

_a chlld's early adult beha\}irOur, bemg more tolerant of
poor academlc performanoe, and more acceptlng of a chlld'
dlfflcult behav:Lour. They were also mojre tplerant in not
'requlrlng strlct rellgflous observance by the child : |
'Rowe concluded that, whlle p;rental attltudes are
."related to SUCcessful fosterlng, soc1a1 class is not. ' He
admlts, however, that hlS sample was skewed toward the

‘professn.onal slde of the socmeconomlc class. " He found that

foster parents in the profe551ona1 class dlsplayed attrtudes "
' . O -

o

. » . T .o
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. difficult behaviour than those in the lower -class. :

"','.,mone accepting, therefore, of the chlldren s fallures..' '

o , L et . : RO
L A A Nt e gy B ST O mtr g =
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-~
.

which were more accepting and tolerant of the foster child's
g
On the other hand, Mandell (1973) declares her
preference for the lower class foster home. She reasons
that these fostdr parents have . more'tolerant attitudes toward

chlldren smce they are not hlgh achlevement orlented Th_ey E

:expect thelr chlldren to be 31m11arly mlnded. They are Y "

P
Sen

,'-' Foster pare'ntlng attltudes were glven con51derable

'I,,jattentlon J,n a study completed by Fanshel (1966) A number } L

o Q : ;

' Ofl att:.tud:.nal relatlonshlps were] measured wh:.dh appear to . -

be pertlnent to the soc1allzatlon of the Chlld Hen found

that foster mothers dlsplayed, harsh and negatlve attitudes
toward chi}dren. “He noted that this appeared to ‘be related
to the ‘fact that the foster mothers were elder.Iy- and poorly

educated . Subsequent anaiysis of-his ‘findings also revealed

. t,hat foster parents]who cared For actlng out chlldren rated

'hlgh in emotlonal maturlty, democratlc famlLy"relatlonshlps

f

and generally, Were an able group of people.-, 'l‘he foster

.parents of handlcapped chlldren in the study were" rated.

1lower than the above noted-.m' maturlty and democratlo. fanily .

'relat:.onships. 4 Instead, caseworkers asso,ciatedthes‘xe with

a kind of benevolent authorltarlanlsm.

In her study of the on—gomg records of 25

o

'Amerlcan fostier famllles, Babcock (1965b) reported a\

.number of 1nterest1ng flndlngs from her pornt of vievw as

- v s . "' . ': s
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a psychiatrist. She concluded that tj%se families were ’

~

stable rather than upwardly mobile.

l;

8 a group, they were

lacking in flexibility or curloSLty, and dépendent on hard

Her observatipns
. |
- Aare somewhat in keeping with.the.description of the author-

work or denial to avoid possible problems,

s

itarian personallty as belng rlgld, conformlng, and glven

l'.

to fosterlng deendency so” as to malntaln a hlerarchlal

~

?.orderlng of relatlonshlps (Ernhart & Loevinger 1969)

‘f;"”,'r FostEr parentlng attltudes have been examlned ln “'vf

A

':h'relatlon to soctoeconomlc chafacterlstlcs. Generally the :f

"flnq;ngs show that foster parents hav1ng lower 1ncomes,'”

Y

llttle educatlon, and OCcupylng unskllled ocoupatlons, are
3

.authorltarlan in. thelr chlld-rearlng attltudes (George,

1970 Parker,

I
~ .
noted above, questlon the adequacy of such parentln .

1966;,Wakeford, 1963) Several aut

Conclusrons in the fbreg01ng studles 46 not
a consensus of‘oplnlon that foster parents

attltudes are more restrlctlve than permlss1ve.
A

in observatlons nevertheless, warrant contlnued study “in-

i

chlld—rearing: .

Variations'

thlS area.

_Crltlgue . ' " L < /\ L
v Lo . B , ' . . - PN N
’ The number of studles aVallable for. rev1ew hereln,
. ’ 4

AWthh applied themselves dlrectly to the subject of foster

parents' hlld rearlng attltudesamernlnlmal. In 1tsel£,

.thlS is .a reflectﬁbn on. the 1nattentlon of research to thlS

dicate

g
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- aspect of foster child care. Furthermore, the qvual“ity of ;
i ' some of the existing research is such that conclusions ;
S reached must often be viewed in isolation. ]
N ' o : DR ¥
X > Rowe (1976) admits to several shortcomings. in his ~ 15 :
4 / study of foster parents’ child-rear{ing-'attitudes. He,'noted §
t S that the sample of fos‘:er parents used was- skewed. Reason‘s . ,'f
R , for' this_ J.ncluded an atyplcally hlgh pr0portlon t)j profes— C
i L sz.onal persons 1n the area from whlch hls sample was drawn, o

."and a low rate of returned quest:.onnalres by foster parents.'

e

kwho had bdr-{en rated by soc:Lal .workers as 1ess adequate—

Subsequent analysls revealed that those who returned

se

'questlonnalres had recelved a better success ratlng than

—_—

nonreturners. Petersenf and Plerc; (1974) noted that foster

. . -parents' class dlstr:l.but-lon has a tendency to be reflective

" of that of the surrounding community., Rowe's fin‘dings,

.

therefore do not lend. ther#sel\'Ies to generalization beyond
4 . ’
the area where h:Ls study was completed ' T

Research 1n the area of foster parents' demographlc‘ y {

T
e
g '

:chalracterz_stn.cs, 1nc1ud1ng the soc1oef::onom1c, is more

. prevalent,> These studles tend to present’a s:l.mllarlty in . ' o * '
' flndings. It is generally accep.ted that foster parents - R

n . .. are- more often found in, the loWer soc1oecbnom1c class

The x]eed exists’ to:develop more studles ‘on the scale of o J .
the Fanshel (1966) endeavour, wherem ‘the psychologlcal : o 1
characterlstlcs of foster parents can be. glven as -much’ . _ 2 :
'~attentlon as the tang:.ble, more readllf observable C - ,

. ,"-
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Summary . . ) ‘
| The studies cited in this revieiv of the literature
.are representatlve" of. several countrles, mcludmg Brxta:.n,
_ (Wakeford 1963), and the/Unlted], Statezs (Fanshel, 1966) -

Thelr general observatlons, coupled w1th flndings of foster
' '-'-,pare'nts" tendenmes ‘to Le restrlctlve or domlnant J.n the:.r T e

'chlld-reari,ng attitudes, make ques nable the realiSm L

. most appropr J.ate means, of soc1allzatloi for foster children i g
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( - N
”, ‘d /‘, N j
- i 1Y)

2ty

. 'II

7/
s

'

characteristics have received. . ,

N
»
- e a2,

N

."I._wn.th whlch ‘foster famlly care is beJ.ng consn.dered as the o

,

Asa soc::al:.zatlon agent fthe famlly has recelved N

con31derable attentlon J.n the llterature ‘and prov1des a

theoretlcal base from th.ch to assess many aspects,

:anludlng attltudes whlch parents brlng to_ bear upon the

R

chlld . Th:Ls will be dlscussed in the theoretlcal ratlonale,
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B
i B - . '
4 o J
. b
AN R Y T
~ :
N B [ . 4
. 2 '
» . . N
. e . ) / .
N . . . L . . K - ..
LRSI A G i SR T e o R AR T A ot T A et S L i ISR
VT e e T e i e 1 e ST ST ’ o
[N

\
REVEN2 TR

s

) ‘which follows, for the study s b . _ X
1 I'4 ‘.



A ' B , S
. N . Y . . S . .

‘ S
§ ‘ \ 25
¢
‘ .- CHAPTER 3

THEORETICAL RATIONALE AND HYPOTHESES

o
-

As n1t of society the modern famlly has lost

many of-its prev:.ous functions- which’ included provmdmg

5 N "

for the economlc, relig:tous, and protectlve needs of. :Lts s

)

ar

shared, 1f not eroded A grow:.ng consensus malntams that
P

the soc1allzat10n of the Chlld 1s belng assn.ited by othe‘r"

. : thelesi the famlly is still- observed as the chlld 5

agents, apart from the family f(Ponsa.oen, 1962) Never— '

\L\ foremost soc1allzat10n agent, accountlng for the interest
L
" ' . : . : : —

{ family theory. . ' o

Prior to shifts in familial responsibilities, the
. - . . " .. o ‘

in this prOCess which finds itself at the core of most

" socialization .of childrén received more support in the. :
large' family _and ex'tend_ed~kin system' (Bossarxd, .'195§'; _‘ g
Redfield, 1'946-.Toennies, 1957, 1963}. These'leading

. SOClOlOngtS :mferred that greater numbef’s alone, in the
large famlly, relieve stresses encoantered in relatlonshlps

N

by prov1d1ng alternative 1nteractmns., .
Famlllal patterns reported by Toennies (1957 1‘963

and observed by Redfleld (1946) are suggestlve of -an

authorp"tar‘ian type of famlly -leadershq.p prevalllng to

l;i.n'sui:e the _contin}li_ng integrity of the large family. They

X

" ,aa 'w\) Sl -w_“r- R A

'members._l, It appears now that 1ts prlmary functlon 1s belng"
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observed that coxwventional behaviour is strongly patterned,

\
and the duties and rights of ev$ry individual f{ixed.

) ‘It could be asserted that the authorltarlan type

of leadership evidenced in large families was thexre not so

much as to insure. the total well being of the family but

to meet_j:he psychologalcal needs of the family leaders.‘,

Ponsmen (1967) notes that ‘the 1arge famlfy is still w1th - "'
',us, .even in. the 1industr aiJ_zed societles. - In hlS study of
100 natural large famllles Bossard (1956) found that
’the_se fax_nllies were large by des:.gn rather: than by chanc_:e.

] . . -
or accident. It may be construed, therefore, that the

. : planned' agspect of  their existence is analogous ‘to the -
. planned exitens:.on or revision of a natural (nuclear) famlly
into a foster famlly.
The laxge or extended famlly has recelved far less -
~ attentlon than the nuclear family which has been p0pular:\_zed
. in the lllterature by Talcptt Parsons. He is recognlzed o

4

. - .a_s a lea_d;Lng theorlst on th‘e 'famlly although his ‘views

P

~are .now‘bein_g frequently chal]lenged (Morgan, 1975). Parsons

is identified wit‘h the structure--.functional school of family -

3

theor_’y As one of its leadlng proponents, he - emphasues

Il

" the relatlonshlp between the famlly dnd the larger society

-

Concepts basm to Parsons theory 1nclude v:.ewmg the

P a P Wi ke e M DY R e b e T
. - N . "‘ o s R

;

N
e e e et et W

famlly 1as a dependent subsystem of a larger soc1ety. The
( -
[ : subsystem or fam_lly is a soc1al _system in itself, inter-

nY

acting with other subsys'tems, which comprise the structure
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of society. 1In Parsoné' words (1955, p. 35),

The parents, as g,ocializing agents, occupy

not merely their familial roles, but these

articulate, i.e., interpenetrate with their

roles in other .structures of the society,

and thi's fact is a necessary condition. ...

of their functioning effectively as social~_
. izirng agents, i.e., as parents.

! ' Therein _Ealrsons' is emphasiz’in.g"that' the child is
socialized _not:'o1:11}'.r,for and . into his‘ ﬁax;li.lfy, but into other
structures heyond the _fafn_il:{(, ‘inéi.Liqiﬁg_ 'schoél,_,hi.s.‘ 'p'ee__r
group and.’f,élvlent‘:}al'lyl,' his ‘own fgmily 'o‘f‘ éro\creati_on; HlS
mea‘ning _of'.social.iz.a‘tio_n in"cllu'des, t-hefefore’, n?t énl’y Jth,at
of the child, but ﬁis interﬁalizing tﬁe culture '(Morgah,
197%). Parsons attributes only £WO baéic ~fun:':tions A0
the Puclear fgmily, procreation expected; the social-
ization of the child and éhé-stabilization 6f the adult

personality.

Reférrihg to the influence of Freudian theories on

the course of child development and s?cialization- theori_es,'

- (

and family theorists suqu as Parsons, one is mindful of

the - father 's activity in the child's socialization as being *

a necessa:t;y'arld positivé ingredfj.ent. . In tfxe early 1950's,
JcJJhn Bowlby (1953) made his p'rohouncenieﬁt’ that the ',on'l{(- '
important relatiqndship in the socialization‘proce‘és was
between the child and- méther; Having taken this as -their
cue,- tpé majority of researchers in ‘childhood sociaiization

have concerned - themselves méinly with the interactions

-

) bei:_ween morher and child; ah& how these affect thé child's

. . . . - . . -
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socialization and the development of his personality. Only

in the last few years has the father been given any attention
. . / [
regarding his ef fects ‘as a socialization agent in the

-family (Benson, 1968; Green, 1976; Lynn, 1974; Nash, 1965).

In descr‘ibiné the socialization of the child, Special
o

o attentlon has been given here to the influence of the father

AN

) to :Lndlcate that , far too often, thlS particular aspect is

not suff1c1ently takem 1nto account when conrlderatlon is

given to placmg chlldren in foster hOme care. © Moreover,-

this study undertook “to examine the chlld-rearlng attltudes

LY

'of foster fathers as well as those of foster mothers.

v Much has been wrltten regardlng the need for the

presence of the father in the approprlate sex :Ldentlflcation
being made’ by the child, especially in the father-son
;, . .

relationsh.ip. Attention is drawn' to the distinction between
%

‘identification with one's father and 1dentrflcatlon with

one's sex, the former always Condltlonlng the 1atter (Benson,
1968). To grosely oversin&plify, the rel a}tio.nship whi‘ch

the child develops with his ‘Father 'throucjh interaction and -
o¥servation will influence hi"’s sex identification, which

takes place as descrlbed by Freudlan theory,. Benson (1968,

p. 18) observed that a summary of llterature on 1dent1flcat10n,

indicates that the father who, ™

‘ pl!ys an impressive role within his family's
daily routines, in terms of both control and
affection, will very:. likely be an object of
strong 1dent1flcatlon for Bboth his son and
his daughter.

»
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This being so, children will find that being like their
J-’father is pleasinc‘g to him and rewarding. Where, in such a
relationship the father. is highly conventional, the children,

as adults, may have difficulty.in relating to new life

situations.. Indications are that, as the father's role ‘as

| . . .
authority figure and disciplinarianUn the modern family

K

declines, the. expressive or a'fEectiOq giving ‘qsi)ects of

~

further noted fhat, ’

A warm relationship between father and
child, laced vith paternal firmness but
not authoritarianism, increases the
chances that ithe child will find a sense ° .
of security and self-confidence without

becoming dependent upon his father for

constant guidance.

b Attitjudes which parents imply through their child-

his'role are ih_creasing (Lynﬁ, 1974). Benson (1968, p. 18{7,)
. A

&

~

At

rearing practices can be indicative of their basic orientation

toward the overall process of child soéialization. As an

example of what is meant here, thé fpa'rent who is dominant

- or .re’striétivé in h:n.i atti_E'ilde t.oward chJ:.ld—r(earing may
’r'eflect this in hié exc;essivle control, not permitting the
child new experiences, ana in being overly protective for
fear t'h\e child will be injl.{red. Such a parert may force

N development in z;lreag_s suc_h- as walking, talk‘:lng, or ‘toilet
training when the child i‘é unprepaq:ec'i pﬁysiologicaily and./or
psychc.)log:ically. On the’ cftﬁer hand, pe_armiss‘ive pare‘nts' .
a{:tit;udes tow"a{d child—'realring are reflected in their per-

mitting the child freedom in exploring, in _VerlSal and other

-

‘ . . . s . .
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L < : , .
forms Of self-expression. They are contented to let the

chil .develop at his own pace. /

)

.The %c.estrict'ive, dominant. parent, havirrg undemocratic

or str:Lct methods{ of Chlld rearing, can be assocmted w1th
)

" the ahthorltarian personallty as exemplified J.n the work

of I(dorno et al (1950) . Sev,era], studles comn.ncmgly

1ndlca1:e that Ch.‘le rear:mg attltudes mcorporated by the {

authorftarlan type, reflected in his ch11d~rear1ng practlces,

.have detrlmental effects Pn the soc:.allzatlon of the chJ.ld

‘nd, 1965, ‘1970; Byrne, 1965; Hoﬁfman, 1960; Lang,. ’

—

Chlldren ralsed by authorltarian parent]s tend to

/\.

1969)

display tralts Such as djontent, dlstrust and, fears of new ‘

expgriences (Baumrlnd, 1965);_”, hostility (Hoffman, 1960),

dependency (Moore, 196"5), and aggression (Dela-ney*,- 1965)

- To summarize, family theory has I’-’ed to research '
* N L

_which has shown that childhood soc1allzatlon is largely

1nfluenced by parental® attltud S and the- adequacp( of thelr

:

chlld—rear,lng practlces. Other research resultlng from

-, childhood socmlf.zatlon “and developmental theorles has’

’ » 19 . N o .
produced similar observations.,’ The influence of the father
in chijld-rearing has -‘"&1}0 been given due recognition in °
recent family related research. This body of knowledge,

lcoupled with. evide%nce of detrimental effects produced by

T "
’

‘authoxitarian parenting should leaddjo further -enquiry.
parental adequacy .

Investigation may be directed towar

which is called into question where authoritarian or

- ’ ~ »
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restri¢tive child-rearing attitudes, are, thought to 'be
prevalent. This. combination“offfactors, as summarized, : o
. ° 1ed'to the formulation of the_proposition and hypotheses

"as stated. in the:following section. -

[

- .
¢ e

Prop051tlon and’ Hypotheses ' .' . .

. pre?

)

ENSIe
PN

;.

X attltudés ln the process of chlldhood 5001a112atlon,

. .|4,.,

o 'ﬂ K As a result of. examlnlng the 1mportance4of pare+tal
- 24 l r

l.

demOnstrated 1n llterature related to‘theorles of soc1af§-i

_.- B ,-, 1“-

;;elzatlon and the famlly; as well as a rev;ew of research_in:j,

foster home care, the follow1ng propOSLtlon was advanced:' ? f'\ T

e ) ! ! Lo --. ¢

'j? "3%]T:f,jtpj,j When examlged by scales selected from the\Parental

‘ . - l ¥

i Attltude Researqﬂ'Instruments,wdev1sed to measure restrlctlve
Ty Ee . y oa IR
e - ~

and perm1531ve chlld—rearlng att1tudes, foster parents ﬁated I

1. v as more adequate by agency soc1al workers reflect a ‘greater
DU W . .
ceoTn, orlentatiOn toward perm1351ve attltudes' and a’ lesser';, o RN
T TRV & N - 3 ceee ]

DU orleqtatlon toward.restrletlve attltudes, than foster W .

. e . . -

. ”*parents who have»been rated as less adequate by the agency . L

:, . . V. D o . ! )
If. .6001a& worhers.‘.xv.-ﬁu' gt,ﬁ‘ . ””", . o N ! '
o Py o ' ' . T . S '
> .j;_ Hypotheses generated by the foregolng are as g '
L. fOllOWB' s ‘- ’ . "(7.’-_ -'.., -...:9 .: . . .
o . ‘ - o 5 el T . i - N .- ' -

‘-{{iqu?:g Morj adequate foster parents dlsplay a43 i e

et .gre ter’ 1ncllnatlon to be permissive  in o T I

‘eficouraging wverbalization . on the part of- = .. . = -’

'{juthe child: than less: adequate foster parents. B

'Less adequate foster>parent§\dlsplay a oo e ot R
1;'restrlct1ve attitude indicative- of ii BRI o cL e g
- hbreakihg ‘the’ child: g will to a-greater = . ... .. .- . o s
'-t;extent than more adequate foster parents.'v- S ' T

X ! v A N ) B
. e : L T R
: R ¥ - - ! @
R H . P e , = R
- .. . . . » -
- ’ ' ’ : LT . - / v <
) - PR o . 1 N
R B . .
.o g
Lo : . 2. N ! - Yo I
R . , ¢ B
L - :
A SR 't N o .,
. . v - . i
, H . ¥ . 0 .
e Covg T o, ~ L
L g Lory . . 4
' "6 T I M - - AR 4 .

e e (V) M_*Art".‘
. . ln\ﬂ iM-FcnhM.H ”f”‘ ,w.@wwwm u-a\ a P g



\
.
|4

-»
H Lo

e
w
[\ 8]
S SO

More adequate foster parents indifate -

equalitarian permissive attitudes toward

childreh to a ‘greater _ extent~than “less

adequate foster parenﬁ?. - . _)
1 ' :

Less adequate foster parents dlsplay a _
restrictive.attitude of excludlng out51deT' ot
influences in their children's lives to’ a ' '
greater extent than more adequate foster

parents. .

bl

o ARty PSSR ST TR NI T L WA N 1 P i e -
Lt j

c

. -
<

’ . More adequate foster parents dembnstrate "
L : permissive attitudes. toward comradeshlp ' L |
and sharing w1th chlldren to a greater ‘extént
than’ less adequate foster parents..

> T '

-

-

o ¥
v -
.

L)

- L S Less adequate foster parents 1ndlcate a’ . . :
et o ,{restrlctlve attitudé of suppressing sex ' - Sy
B e .-’knowledge or: related lnformatlon on' their. ;“' R
o -+ .children's ‘behalf, to- augreater extent ‘than- o
o0 n;i. ‘~_ﬂy”more adequate foster parents.&;_.:_!

R bl R P b e

‘ ﬁ.h;_,--i: g :fﬁﬂ;: T I order_to test the hypotheSes, a’ methodology was
) de51gned, pretested and 1mplemented as reported 1n the. . 55; f
) Ll Co Lo - . o
e : followrng chapter. : R : : ’ :
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CHAPTER 4

! k)
M.E’I.'HODOLOGY

Since this was a study of an ex post facto nature,

— a ity o e Ay m e mRE——— s s s

the research design'was restricted by the examination of y

- a group where the variables. belng studled had been and _ -

" 7

'i|.};. T contlnue to be On—goxng. Because attltudes of foster

parents were belng exam1ned7‘there was no possrblllty of

manlpulatlon 1n terms of creating a purely experlmental

N

de51gn. The subjects were not amenable to any examlnatlon Ja

6f attributes other than those whlqh:exhsted at the time: C -,

&

"?i e of study. o : o /
fu . Thelgroup examined comprised those foster parents -

who-maintainedfregular foster homes for the Divishon,of, , K
N ' Child'Welfare;"Department of Social Services office, St. .

qohn ER Newfoundland as of 1 June ;1978. It should be

noted that the PrOVlnClal Department of Social Services

has the Prov1nce divided 1nto flve reglons for. the purpose
: r | ff-J] £ of expedltlng dellvery of all facets of 1ts serv1ces,
.1nclud1ng Chlld welfare.' Each reglon has a number of/

. \' - foster. homes, though varylng in quantlty from one to »

Lo

L 4

R oo RN D S S
N . o . - -
.
I Y
X
v

’ -+ dnother. As of 31 May 1978 there were. 485 regular foster
‘ homes in the Prov1nce. The 82 famllles ln the study group
j”f_ : represented approxlmatez/\l7 per cent of the provincial
‘total.- - | K 1. S o . . o .
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~ Prior to commencement o@ the field work portion ,]

..,.._..__—.,.._.

i . of this studf, the Department of Social Services, Head
P _ _ Office, St. John's, was approached. They agreed to become

involved in this endeavour by providing easy access to \\\\

o i m N X S AR Bt

S

records identifying foster parents who maintain regular

foster homeés in the St. John's area. Use of casefiles/
Y ' '

if required, was authorized. - They also gave approval for N

' the researcher to solicit'assistance from their field

e reernee T N TN TN
~

’

staff, ‘including’ social workers and administrative personnel. 7;
AReLUdLng: 80C] rens & prsttat. Ve peis fal

S NG/ (S RIS L TR

.

Sampllng Procedure e .fL - tﬁ;:( j "j ¢’IJ | f,.f .

f:: L o ' Due to constralnts 1mposed by ‘time and flnances,
. . )

it was not fea31ble to select a sample from the total foster

L :-parent.pogu;ation'ln Newfoundland. The.number.avallable,
therefore, was only 82:fami1ies: This small nunber - .
-necessitateé use, of the entire fostersparent population

serviced by the Department’of Social Services'.oft;ce in ' . '5}§f
St. John‘s,'and communities‘just'outside the’city limits. .

It was de51rab1e to have two groups of foster parents : |- 3;ff

H

o
&
A
|
i
L
3o
i
-4
v -; :

'foF comparlson purposes. Assrstance in d1v1d1ng the study

i
!

' group 1nto two separate groups was prov1ded by the Chlld
- care soc;al workers at the-Socral SeerCeS office -in St.
Uohn's; They a551sted in’ the development of a Foster Parent '_ _ g

Global Adequacy Scale in a -manner descrhbed in the folIow1ng

Aoy,

sectlon._ The ‘scale was then used by the social workers Jo“ I zfj

—_

: rate the foster" famllles.f TWO groups emerged, ‘the more

. [}
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adequate and the less adequate foster parents.

’

Developing the Foster Parents' Global Adequacy Scale

Three student researchers were—interested in obtain-

, .
ing information about fosteripg, including differences in

3

chlld—rearlng attltudes among foster parents, satis actions

which they derlve, and the use. of control and support in

child—rearlng The researchers were constralned by cir-

"_cumstances ln usrng a populatlon of foster parents as ,
.preV1ously noted Slnce theSe foster parents would be

‘:luseful for: the researchers respectrve studres only Jhen ?I ‘
idlvided 1n two groups; the follOWLng procedure was deV1sed,l~

'tested, and 1mplemented by thep to secure the two groups..

4 . ¥
of foster. parents who comprise the subjects for-this study.

!

Martln W011ns (1963), an Amerlcan researgher in

|

Chlld welfare, progpses that any appllcant for llcenslng

s

as a foster parent is rated by a 5001a1 worker in terms of

- /)

that soc;al wofger ‘s perceptrons of the appllcant S abillty

to, foster.‘ He belleves thad each worker has a contlnuum .Vj

by whlch he rates potentlal foster parents.” Such.a contlnuum
/

rates from very bad: to excellent Based on WOllns' thlnklng,

1t loglcally follows thdt foster homes fall‘on a, contlnuum
after they are~11censed Kadushln (1970) and Wollns %1963)
have found that the demand for foster homes 1s always greater

than the supply.' The result, they malntaln,-ls that-homes

FA

N
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rated low Qn. the contlnuum become llcensed to meet the demand sy
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ately designed to cause the rﬁters to rate foster parents
. g .
fA);. Foster parents would then fall 1nto one category or

responses, and'values were a551gned as follows- Above

'~-20 were qonsmdered more adequate.' Researchers-belleved7.

offerlng Chlld care serv1ces in- the Chlld Welfare Dﬂz/s{/n

. R . B " . )

) ~. 36 ¢ - L
/ ) « y .
. . . . ’ .
| . L .
|

Based on these observations, the researchers ) /,ﬂ,fl

Believed that it was probable-that two groups of foster

parents would emerge by dividing such a continuum, and by

developing a rating ‘'scale which would measure the global . ' ;i

or overall adequacy of foster parents. Because the available :
O " ! 55

study grqup had only 82 families, the scale was deliber- v
: 1

as elther more adequate or less adequate (see Appendlx

-

the other, dependlng on the ratlng score each hoﬁe achleved.
: .

Each of the elght varlables on the scale had four p0551blef.

\ - pa

Average, 4; Ayerage to Sllghtly Above-Average, 3; Average
to Sllghtly Below Average, 2; Below Average, l., A foster .
home rating score totalllng 20 or less ‘was determlned to l' /

t
ﬁ
! -
be less adequatea Foster homes wrth ratlng scores over ; ?: 'Ll{:
' ‘ |

that a. SCale whlch allowed more ‘than two categorles to

\

, emerge would produee groups Wthh would be too small to

produce meanlngful results« R _ S o c e ftls

T

The elght varlables’used rn the scale were those i f

determlned as belng most relevant in measurlng foster parents

£

global adequacy These varlables were obtalned ln two ways.
The first was thrOugh 1nterV1ews w1th the soc1al workers ‘.’

)

of the Department]of Soc1al Servrces' offlce in St John' s. . i )
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.day problems, flex1blllty and good }udgement, adequate

i

The second was through use of the child care' literature

related to adequacy in foster parenting.

’

Social workers were askedf'independently of each

'other,,to give written responses indicating which factors
. ’ ) ’ . o

they considered most. important in an adequate foster homeJ
From thelr replles, researchers abstracted varlables whlch

appeared'most'frequently. The follow1ng Varlables emerged.‘

o L _.».... .
- .

"7"15 Emotlonal Maturlty of Foster Parentsl' R

\: co '/_'/",,

ThlS varlable occurred 1n 51x of elght workers‘;(/

- responses.’ Follow—up telephone conVersatlons thh the

;workers sought to learn what they Lonsrdered would be an

,

operatlonal deﬁlnltlon of_thrs 'variable. They prov1ded

the following. Emotional maturity~incIUdes the :capacity

-to love, give and také; the ability‘to,cope with day'to

enactment of soc1al roles- acceptance of all one 8 weak—

nesses and strengths, capac1ty to form satlsfylng 1nter—

5:personal relatlonshlps.- ‘Kline and Overstreet (1972)

support thlS deflnltlon of’ emotional maturlty.' Tﬁasler

(1960) 1ndicates that unsatlsﬁactory placement outcomes

:of foster Chll ren. are related to emotlonal lllness in' L

foster parents.- HlS'StudYHlS supportlve of 5001al workers .

i
correlatlng emotlonal maturlty w1th fosterlng adequacy. BN

1

:", N i o . . - R
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N : . 2. Ability of Foster Parents to Understand and’ . =
R - Accept Natural Parents 1n the Fostering Process

Foster parents may'express this ability ‘through

indicating beliefs that natural parents are normal people

-

2 Jrme c oL

. who are temporarily unable to cope with the care of their

- children. They understand that the foster, child may event-

uably return to the natural‘barents{ They encourage the -

1

- foster Chlld to malntaln a loyalty toward his natural parents.

|

-:Thls 1s supported by Galawaf (1972) 1n hlS observatlons

.'ThlS varlable occurred -in four’ out

. T :L,(_..‘,,u:-:, N B e e R ,.‘.;n..uw.p.'q.....,.— Cemens -

of elght workers' responses.

ER NI

.

32 regardlng clarlflcatlon of the role of fOSter parents.z

—— L
o . B . . . PR R . .
L L . ) . .7 . . H P I ;
Iz . . ' - C . T~ i . . g0

.3, Meetlng the Emotlonal Needs of the child o L

——__»-—..:‘mu—-—__f-‘,—.:-;' . e
el Ty ey T

This varlable occurred in seven out of elght workers' v

7 »

ﬁ_. S responses. Emotlonal needs were deflned by the workers as

'givino,warmth, affectlon,-understandlng and tolerance. 'In - : E“

| his'research; Trasler4(1960)'defined aemotional needs in
a,very similar way. . He stated that -warmth, feelings-of

é

sel%-worth, thefdeveloping of a moral conduct (sense of

:sdc1ally acceptable behav1our), and’ stlmulatlon of learnlng

- \

are the key elements 1n a deflnltlon of emotlonal needs to.

be et 1nlch11dren; In hlS assessment of foster parents . e

’

ability'to'meet foster ehlldren S bas1c needs, solomon

(1969) found that these parents 1argely concentrate on ’

J A T

meetlng the child s phy51ca1 needs. Only one-thlrd of hls o RS

—_——

study group showed an awareness or. apprec1at10n for emotxonal

ST e e oty e ey e e
-
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needs and intellectual stimulation of the child.
\

4. Capacity of Foster Parents to be Child-
- Centered rather than Seif-Centered

39

=Y

This is defined as the parents' ability t¢ accept
the child for his own self, rather than as a means to ful-
filling their own needs. For example, do.foster parents

talk niore about themselves than the Chlld' or do they use

the-words, home, love, children,'qulte a lot? ThlS varlable '

workers responses._ Agaln, thlS varlable has been found

occurred 1n_one form or another in flve of the elght 9001al ‘

to.be-reletedlto success-in_fosterlng (Stanton; 1956)3 His
- - A . ¢ . r N

th&se foster parents who love the foster child without

n . , ’ f

reservation{

from the socmal workers' replies, but arelconszdered to be

\
ing. W
R 7

S 7
- 1. Ablllty to Meet Ba51c Physlcal Needs

findings indicate that success in fostering is higher among

. _ The remaining four varlables did not clearly emerge

2

guite lmportant 1n the llterature on foster care and parent-

Phy51ca1 needs are-defined to 1nclude food, clothing,

housing, and medical services.. This varlable would be

considered: the base line for any human"being. Solomon
(1969), in looking.at fosteroperents' apillty to meet the

emotional needs of thé children, noted that this variable

has,  for years, been the ﬁocus'of foster home programs.

, Consequently, foster paren?sthave emphhsized phyeicalLCare

|
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and developed it well. This may expY¥ain why physical need

‘was not included as a variable by ‘the St. John's.social

s

workers; that is, it is taken for .granted.

2. Foster Parents' Ability to meet the .
; Intellectual Needs of the Child

Intellectual'needs are oberationallyvdefined as
. prov1d1ng new learnlng experlences: expressing | 1nterest in
,school drbgress, and encoureglng the chlld's efforts in.
-jlearnlng new tasks.. Whlle the 5001al wo kers dld not. ‘
:»expllc1tly give thlS varlable, 1ts 1mportancelcan be found
1n the literature related to the 5001allzatlon of the Chlld
.Brophy (1977) relterates that one of .the major functlons
of the family is the socialization of the ©hild, and one-
of the key elem#nts in that socialization process is

developing the child's learning throygh\ekperiehces pro-

vided by the family.

A

T . 3. Aglllty'of Foster Parents to Underetand
' Accept’ and Cope with Different ChlldhOOd
Behaviours

Thls is operatlonally defined to lnclude foster

parehts ablllty to lndependently evaluate the chlld s

. T
behaviour. For example, the awareness of reasons for

slowness in tollet tralnlngA\ped wetting, or hyperﬁct1v1ty

‘

This 1ncludes the parents! overall readiness ‘to accepE‘the

~child's behaviours at different ages and stages in his

developmept'(Meise£€'JLLoeB, 1956; Solomon, 1969).

of

~
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4. Satisfactions which Foster- Parents
derive from the Foster Parenting Role

. Foster parents may indicate such ﬁatisfactions by
expressSing positive comments about their relationshlp w1th
the social worker,(agency), by 1nd1cat1ng that they enjoy
meetlng the challenge of difficult tasks in- fosterlng,
belng able to serve the’ communlty (humanlty), in thlS manner,

',and by.expreSSlng thelr fasc1nat10n at watchlng,children
; grow up. These observatlons about foster parent satls— .

faCtlons are supported by Fanshel (1966)‘ Jaffe and Kline

-(1970); and Kline and Overstreet (1972).

gretesting the Scale ' o -

The Foster Parents' Gﬂobal Adequacy Scale was pre-
tested a% the Long Pond district offioe of the Department
of Social Services. Two social workers divided 20‘foster,

\\ families and used the scale to rate them. Theffoster
| parents who were oitegorized'by the social workers as,
being more adequate were also rated more highly by them
when using &he scdle. The converse was true for those
categorized as less aaequate._

Using- Social Workers to Rate Foster
Parents in the Study Group

Having.used soc'él workers to rate foster parents
on the basis of adequacy, precedents establlshe? by

researchers such as Fanshel (1966) and Trasler (1960) were

-'1.,5,' n-,.i,,u‘;,«;._r;_‘ﬁ,w- z«,,ml.qqu.’...m_»—«».‘v"— - -
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'being followed. These researchers found that social Worke;s
maintain a substantially clear, pfedietable, and econsistent:
image of more.adequate and less adequate foster parents.
Fhis capability was found fo exist’for social workers
individually, within agencies, and among agehcies. It was
expected; based on these observations, that social workers
at-the St John s Soc1a1 Services offlce would be consistent
w1th one another in usxng the Foster Parents' Global Adequacy
Scale.' Thls was antlclpated -to some extent, in that the
ma]orlty of workers had ldentlfled 51m114r cr1ter1a for - (.
rating foster parents when bhey assisted in the constructlon
of the scale. e

‘The underlyihg'assumpﬁion was that social workers,
who would be ra%ing foster parents, were capable of making
correct assesSments, based on,their agency's guidelines for

fostering (see Appendix C), their experience, and their

academic training. The average education of the social

. . workers who rated fostef‘parents for this study was a

. ‘ I
Bachelor of Arts degree with a Social Work major. They had

an average of four years experience in working with foster.
. [

families and related child welfare activity. Analysis of

rating scales completed by workers revealed that-homes
' . N ’ -
rated as less adequate scored 20 or less, the more adequate

scored over 20. ' , e ' .

It must be noted, however, that the method used by

—

social workers to dié{de their caseloads in two groups may
v | ’ : ’
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. | |
have biased their decisions. They were asked/to divide

B

the foster parents into two groups prior to using the rating

scale. Having thus divided her caseload, a worker.may have

then congistently perceived a ﬁ%rent as being leds adequate,

for'example, being committed to that decision, iny her mind,

<

prior/to using the rating scale.

The rationale underlyfn asking social workers to

.d1v1de caseloads prlor ‘to using the scale re ates to the

‘earller mentloned contlnuum (Wolins, 1963) on which foster

parent appllcants are rated by workers, and re either T,
accepted or rejected. The continuum oﬁ ratlnﬁs for foster
parentg at time of application for-lrgen31ng ﬁlght range
from excellent to very bad. The homes licensed would tend
to fall mainly on the positive side of.toe continuum.
Therefore, it should be récogoized that the ratings of

more adequate and less adequate, on the positive side of
the-contdnuum,'was difficult for workers to determine since

each home had already been considered'adequate ehough tao.

‘be licensed. This could also explain why any differences

between more and less adequate, on the positive side of
|

the continuum, could be minimal. . ~

" [

Instruments

{
i
|
. |

The instruments used to examine parental/attltudes

toward chlld—rearlng were constructed by selecting 51x

scales each !from the two Parental Attitude Rese,rch Instru—
. - . ! .
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ments, one for the Mother and'one for the Father, as
developed by Schaefer and Bell in 1958 and 1960, respec-
a fa

tively.

e
{
‘.' Parental Attitude Research Instrument-—

* Mother Form , .

This.instrument contains 23 scales. The six'ecales

-

selected fram thisy (and the Father Form of the PARI)y,are‘

descrfbed in the section which gave an explanationaof termé'

‘used in thls study’ (p. 15). fThe. cale titles arxe as '

Gr

follows. Encouraglng Verballzatlon, Breaklng ‘the child's
Will, Eéualltarlanlsm, Excluding Outside Influences, Com~
L ' .

! -

radeship and Shariné,,and Suppression of Sex. ‘Each scale
. L )

had five statements with which the respondents wefe asked
to eilther St{gpqu Agreei Agree, Disagree, or Stréngly
Disagree to which nnmericai values of i/ 2, 3, and 4 were
essigned 'respectivelf "This precedure is similar to that
used\by the developersaind others who have used the scales.
(Cllne, Rlchards & Needhen, 1960) ‘The statenents were'
.cycled so that every 51xth statement referred to the same
scale. ThlS resulted in the restondent presumably not belng
aware that she was responding to the same scale five tlmeS'
in_ the ceutse of the interview (seewAppendi£~D). . .
In uSLng the Parental ﬁttltude Research Instrument
with his study Fanshel (1966) noted that the 1nstrument may

have two possible sources or error. The first is acquiescense

response-set. Persons operating with this set may tend to

Y

e R T ) id




R , i ,
. ragree with mdst items on the questionnaire even if some

AL “u e

are.inndirect contradiction_to'one another. The tendency:

. [N

of such ahpérson is ‘to be agreeable, thus overloading the

S N

)

pbsitive‘responses. Fanshel offered a possible explanatfon
. Q, .
,'as to why foster mothers 1n hlslstudy tended to agree more

o

w1th the statements 1n the,dnstrument than dld ¢he com—

parison group.’ He noted that the foster mothers had much
. e o g LA

" <.

parlson group The second source of possible error 1n'the\

S o
s \,.x. -

’

'uimabout 1ts belng used as a’malled questlonnalre, Wlth the.

P

Ithat lt should be treated as a progectlve test, belng com—

i:here,_the resear&her and a581stants admlnlstered the

.Vlnstrument to the respondents in. person, conmlylng Wlth
uhﬁ;fthe authors suggesthn ':'Jjﬂft .;-jj‘ }ae'” iﬁ f‘ff

“:fp 25) observed that, . hﬁ{ﬂ{fg.ziiw‘t' E 4
SR .‘.-g,.a B B P
there were .a.numbet - of 51gn1ficant correla—'

- tions found between’ index ‘scoreés .déveloped .
L frdm’ direct. 1nterv1ews with the’ foster lw[~;“«
o parents and the PARI scales.-,:r T— 3 S

' >\».-4“. Cee v o ',

'J"JThere were also strong p051t1Ve correlatlons between the

4 . ( . .

[

1 ss educatlon and were older’than the women 1n the com—.j,"

!}“1nstrument lles 1n the method of 1ts admlnwstratlon.n;Itsﬁk-fﬁ

'”wauthors, Schaefer and Bel; (1958), had ralsed some questrons

:1'p0551b111ty pf 1ts rellablllty belng reduced ' They suggested

'j}_;" Evaluatlng hlS use of ‘the 1nstrument; Fanshél (1966,

, Benefactress scale and the Anomie.scale and the PARI scales; i

f:pleted qulckly w1th spontanelty. In the study be;ng reported

W e .
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) ?Research‘Instrument by the wrlter were’ pretested on a small s
.f'fgroup of “foster parents ‘in the Long Pond dlstrlct.' ??1s e
T was accompllshed at,the t1me the Foster Parents'ﬂGlobal |

_Adequacy Scale was belng developed and 1n conjunctlon Wlth-

;earller meptioned Whlle only 20 foster familles were used,

\ .
,of the scales was undertaken}essentlall¥ to ﬂetermlne 1f :

v more and less adequate foster parents would score dlffer— e N

f'f of the more adequates to reflect less authorltarlan and, more

In a report on the constructiom of the Parental ‘ :ﬁf

Attitude Research Instrument, Schaefer and Bell (1968, p. '
351) noted that the final form, Number IV, was extensively
tested for 1tsitest—retest rellablllty. They observed that,

Test- retest rellabllltles, which were e
-calculated’ for .60 of the group who were . ' . O
retested after a period of three months, | T <
.. were generally good although a few scales ' :
;on’which there. was .very little varaablllty - i
in scofe in this group had a@preCLably IR co e
flower tést-retest. rellablllty as -compared : .
_to 1nternal con51stency relrablllty. }j.,_f L. (.
o ,/- I

\The 51x scales selected from the Parental Attltude - :l'&':’

AR U AR

_J

the pretestlng of lnstruments"belng used by fellowrresearchers

14

half had been rated as more adequate, and. half as less,f

T

adequate by agency soc1al workers in Long Pond Pretestlng

ﬂ ently on the 51x scales selected for use in thlS study.‘ “\ 3 A o l'ﬁ:.

L Y
. . .

Mean scores obtalned dld 1nd1cate a tendency on - the\}art S

b
®

perm1531ve att1tudes toward chlld-rearlng than the less
t

Adequateni Retestlng on thls group was prohlblted by tlme i ‘}.” ”f$??

S _".

constralnts 1n the completlo of thlS study.;,
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et . '
Radin and Glasser (1972) reported on the utility

of the Parental Attitude Research Instrument in a study

~

which .involved low income mothers in three groups, testing
parent inVQlVement in their children's educational programs.

The instrument was used sudcessfully-in predicting'which

-

?thers would drop~out of the program.

The Parental Attitude Research Instrument has’ been_

o

o used hy a number of other researchers w1th varylng degreesd\

of success.‘ Hellbrup and McKlnley (1962) used 1t success—*ﬁf
fully 1n conjunctlon w1th the Mlnnesota Multlpha91ﬁ ' xﬂi
Personallty Inventory._ Thelr study showed that parents o
of 1nclp1ent psychopathologlcal sub]ects were percelved by
the subjects as restrhctlve.

Willlam and Hartup (1962) used the 1nstrument to
/

‘examine a’ relatlonshlp between the sex—llke 1m1tatlon of.

' father by boys.

' ment of 26 nursery school chlldren matched the 1nstru-~‘-

ment s flndlngs on thelr parents 1n that, poorly

preschool children and maternal attitudes. JMaternal dlsj
satlsfactlon w1th husband and the homemaklng role was _—

p051t1vely related to 1m1tat10n of mother by glrls.; Five

maternal measures, all reflectrng authorltarlanlsm, 1ntru51ve

ke

‘OF. suppre331ve attltudes, were related to 1m1tatlon of
Zuckerman, Barrett and Braglel (1960) deﬁcrlbed ‘an

unpublished study wherein the Parental Attitude Research .

Instrument was uséd.: Teachers ratlngs on overall adjust~

('- . v

A

kg b At
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adjusted children had parent§’ YIhO lscored- high on restrictive
scales and low on the permissive scales. . !

Becker and Krug (1965) fompleted a research review'
of the Parental Attltude Research Ins¥Fument. They are

¢ mainly critical of the instr-ument‘ noting that there is

dlfflculty in controlllng for response set and that,

- theoret:.cally, méam.ngfully results have been obta:.ned only

A 'w:.th homogeneous samples of upper, mlddle’ class famllles.

o -fThey do agree w:.th Schaefer and Bell however, that it is’

e 'a uSeful J.nstrument a$ an economlcal 'flrst approach.,' '1n

,‘uncharted areas, that .'LS, break;mg ‘new ground as was the'
[purpose of thlS study.

I _ Parental Attltude Resezrrph Instru.ment—- o
' - ’Father Form- '

’ ) ) - . . .

DRI P

has not been used as extens.lvely as the Mother Forfn It
F o was developed by Schaefer and Bell in 1960 and later ref:.ned

'by Cline et al (196-3) The reflned ’Lnstrument contalned

six . scales were' selected as earller descrlbed in: d:.scuss:.ng
e .‘ . . . L " -
’ the Mother Form of the J.nstrument The response optlons

and numer.:.cal values ass:.gned thereto are the same as on

[ the Mother version® of the :Lnstrument wh:Lch was’ adapted for

’

\

.'use in thJ.s study Scale statements were smllarly cycled

(see Appendlx E)

28 e:Lght scales of elght statements each. For cuxr purposes, .

Th'ls form of the’Parental Attltude Research Instrument

¢

PRERK] M&mzr 3 m-"}ﬁ} !

NSRS W I - ! 5 o
7 P - i 4&‘ o ““‘ r“"l £rra
- s g et

e

FUUPIRRAGNEL RN .




-

4

- . . Cline et al. (1963) used the Father- Form of the
. - .

: - PARI to conduct a study with a view to presenting data ' I )
. : . ¥

f concerning the form's scale of ﬁeliabilities and scale inter-

v correlatien. They found (p_-. 71) that the scales

N ) strongly suggest that the relz.abrlzt:.es

- : .are as*high as it _is reasonable to- ‘expect
. o . for 1nstruments of this -type. Certa:mly ’
S S w7 the.large majority’ are.of ‘sufficient . '
e T © U7 -magnitude| to. justlfy the ‘use of these . . SRR P
. scales ip group comparlsons. L L

' 1I'.:_-»Scales whlch they found to be reaéonably clear J.n

ER J.nterpretatmn were,_Encouragmg Verballzatlon, Exgluding

r

‘ ) 0utsrde Influences, Equalltarlanlsm, Comradeshlp and Sharlng,
) ":1 P ) - . [N — ! Lo . . o
z - - : h and Suppress:v.on of Emotlons. . N L R o RRP: B

}} ., . : ) . ) e

o Demographié. Qtes’ti‘onnaire ' .'.-'
In addltlon to the Parental Attltude Research ' : 1

Instrdments, a questlonnalre desrgned by the researcher was
’ ¥
used o obtaln}demOgraphlc 1nformatlon on the populatlon

studled Informatlon of thls nature -was reunJred so0.as . L

- '.‘ to prov1de a demog,rap‘h:.c proflle of the populatlon‘ being . .

exam’lned and, where p0531b1e, to relate dlfferentlating

. o charactexlstlcs to the foster parents des:Lgnated as elther o - L
moxre’ adequate or less adequate. R : . C S

. The demographlc questmns dlrected to foster mothers R |

(See Appendix F), and foster fathers (see Appendlx G), wére R

the same, except 1n the followir{g lnstances. ‘The quest:.op

3.8 . - , L . L - . . ".r e . . ‘ . ot
£ SN L. . A . . .
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regardlng family income was on the father's questn.onna:.re,
but prov1ded%responses should 1nd1cate flf there was ., '
family income received frﬁ}m _spouse s earnings as well as
i from the husband's earnings. Similariy, the question .
regard:.ng ln.vmg arrangement‘s was asked of “the father only.
K o .' E The foster mother s questlonnalre dJ.ffered from -the

-~

“foster father S J.n the follow:.ng manner ~They.were -asked.‘

~

E how many natural ch:g_ldren they had had how many natural B )

‘,chlldren 11v:..ng at home at the time of the survey; and how

R N BT AR R

P A ~many chlldren they had fostered smce becomlng a fOSter _ ) N
,‘— ‘ . . - ) B _’ . o ‘? L . N X \ . . . .

. I L : . parent. Plac:.ng of the above noted questlons was governed 0 B

BN , by ‘the’ appropr,lateness of thelr belng dlrected to the" spouse o

L

: 'thought most llkely to pest handle the response.

' . ( o The followrng questmns were asked to détermlne : J

_ socroeconomlc characterrstlcs of the study group.

T P
N N e

Occupatlon. Responses’ to this questﬁan ‘were taken

as glven, that 1s,' lf a person was a plumber, the occupatlon : S

S ' ‘

,‘ was so w!rxtten on the response sheet._ -Pr:Lor to the surVey,.-r

) the Newfoundland Government 5 Departmen\t of Manpi:wer and T

e '.Industrlal Relatlons was contacted for a551stance in codlng R

'occupatl-ons. As a result seven categorles were developed

R n :

o These arer Homemaker, Homemaker w1th Part-TJ.me Employment,

Retlred Unsk:.tl.led Seml—Skilled Skllled, and Profess:l.onal

'Responses to the occupatlon questlon were subsequently

.assigned to the category wh1ch they were. thought to best

N P : Lo

. f1t after referrlng to the Canadlan Class:.f:.catlon and e

L

S LT : L B

y

i -,. _,..,lk_,r. e 1.!‘ ’:-!
(L g )Fu.)...-_k. :
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Dictioné{ry of Occupations, 1977, prepared by'Employment ' ‘ o
and Immigration Canada, Otfawa. o \
\ Edugation. d[ategories were developed to det' rmine- ;
those persons who'had ,NO high ._school, gsome high scnooil,- ' ir
techn1cai tralnlng w1th e:.ther of the foregonxg,,hlgh j .
/ school graduﬁtlon,-and um.versity educatlon ; ( ..
A ‘ S : Income.-. 'l‘he Department of Manpower and Inrlt’zstrlal \— (

Relatlons also assrsted ln dev:.slng 1ncome ranges based

" ) on current occupatlons in Newfoundlan? Two ranges, :.-'_: f '

R 'f ss ooo OO'to $6, 999 oo ‘and: s7 ooo oo to $9 999 oo were

L determlned to be the lower income categorles, $10 000. rOO o k

to $l4 1999, 00 and $15 000 00 to $20 000 OO were ‘the _

e e

m:.ddle 1ncome ranges, over $20 000. 00 was the hlgher income

»lqvel.

i
Age. The quest:.orﬁ regardlng age wJas asked to S “,' ) l
determlne if a part:.cular age group, for example, 40 to e l
, D . "'l_ .50 years, provrded f:he 'majorlty of foster parents, or 1f 3 ‘ v
], . ’ there were some other variations.' Two questions sought " F B Y ..
f. :. to determrne lf the foster fam:.lles in th:n.s study tended
rto’ remaln in the one place for 1engthy perlods. Indlcatlons'

.."

°f -stable. LlVlng arrangements, partlcularly 1f ‘the' home- was: i - L &

) occupant owned, asC\:vell as length of re31dence ;Ln an. area,, )

|- would reveal the permanency] of the arrangement R
Informatlon was sought regardlng the sxze of the

place where the foster parents were ralsed, the number of L RN

Slbllngs\l_hey had, and/ the s:lze ‘of thelr own, famllles.. iThe . .. .. BRI S

: OWn, FAISABE e IRV REES
f— RS L e L S e - . . , Lt X6 :
=7 fﬁ'? | G l
A , Ry g " (CRAN A o
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"'population ranges used for places where'respondents‘were o ’
raisedfoare the same as those used by Census Canada, but

i . rnodified slightly for use in t’h‘is study. Two new ranges T,

’f . " were added, under l 000 and over 100, 000. rCensus Canada |

i . A\ : con51ders all, areas w1th a populatron less than 1,000 to be

'rural. Cons:.derlng the small s\lze of many of Newfoundland' S |

outport settlements, us:.ng the{under l 000 range was neces- L Lo ..5'

..._ . ,'

' _saL:y . And smce there J.s only one c1ty ,1n the Provmce
. T w1th a populatlon of more than 100 000, there was n ) reason _f- R

to go beyond thlS range. '_" The reason for asklng thlS q 'estlon,-

{ . ot

'.',and the number of subl:.ngs, was to deter[m:me if foster

A L ' .parents J.n thls study generally came from large families

’ . ¢

in rural areas .

: Survey Procedure

S Through ‘use of rthe Fost;er ]?arents v Global Adequacy .

‘Séal'e, agency soc:Lal workers prov1ded two groups of foster :

e

.parents, whlch together compr:.sed the total regular foster R L
S parent populatlon serv:.ced by the Department of Soc1al

Serv:Lces offme J.n St Jphn s+ One group was des:l.gnatedI \ o

. 12
as more. adequate foster parents and the other as the less

’ e - i . . P . B [ L
adequates. e S TR e

f \‘" o D o One week prlor to the adtual survey perlod, researchers
;arranged w1th the Chlld Welfare Dlvn.smn of the above noted

- 'agency to maJ.l a Ietter to each foster home.. The lette_r-,

_be_ar:.ng the. l_etter. .‘head -of the. Department_ of s'ocj‘.él\l“slefvlces", s

- ' C A A Mgk —-mmtwwwm»wﬁ*‘f*

e e . o e KdFwy 5 n 00 - L e T




eyl

. N 53

over the signatﬁre ¢

the ChiJTd Welfare Supervisor,
informed the fostermparents that a research project in

ch‘ild care was underway, aﬁ_d requested their cooperation

' (see Appendlx H) Do S \

s

DurJ.ng the period 6-19 June 1978, foster parents
-

'.were t‘elephoned and appo;mtments scheduled, at thelr

o convenlence, for mtervmwers to v151t th[em. Three graduate

students (fellow researchers) ,,qnd three undergraduates,
. l g

. ﬁll in soc1a1 work, formeh three 1nterv1ewing groups,..

‘researcher and student 1n' each Before the surxfey began

1

each 1nterv1ewer was fam:LlJ.arJ.zed with the lnterv:xew

. ¢

1nstruments, and all were aware'of 71nterv1,ew format,

ij/e., no prompting of responses, no(explanations of the

statements in the interview schedul’e'. 'I‘heyl were{also bnefed'

in the use of the codlng system devised and the response

sheets (see Apf:endlces I a:ld J), used for record:.ng the

foster parents reSponses.

- gy

The lntervn.ew schedules were admlnistered to both
parentg; usually, J.nI about 35'.“‘].'7‘41:.68’ " The schedules for

4

. the two researchers interested in foster parents' 'satis-

fa'ctiohs' zInd " chn.ld-rearlng practn.ces' are"not* included'

'here although they were - adm:x.nlstered W.'-Lth the writer! s . !

'-l\- ,

1nstruments as one schedule._ The sect:.on on Sat,lsfactlbns

i the( demographlc questlonnalre (D) - .

(Aﬂf was a’dmlnlstered flrst, follored by that on Cha.ld-

. Rearmg Pract:Lces (B) ,fand Attltudes {C), fan.shJ.ng wz.th ‘ [ N

L

dlir o

§ A ——————— e S o
IR S e
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The inte_rviewing teams visited with the foster
parents, usually in the late evenir‘1gs, since this was the’
only time foster fathers were available. They were always
advised that their responses would be treated confide‘ntiall‘y.
While.,one interviewer spoke with the mother, the other spoke

with, the father. Throu'ghout the survey interviewing. members
1 1

'alternately interviewed" the mother or the father, though .‘

—— -

not by de51gn..' There was lJ.ttle poss:.blllty for an 1nter— i

v1e’wer s bn.as to énter s:.nce mterv:.ewee responses were -
llmlted and pré’glpt:mg, or explanatlons were prohlblted =

Response cards were given to the respondeénts on whlch were

| :
printed the response chlioices for the sections as outlined i

,a):fove. The team approach of interviewing necessitated,

where po'ssihle, separatmg mother and father 80 that, with
two conversatlonls in progress, neither would be a dlstract{_ii.on -

to the other. The use of survey teams made possible. as

many as five interviews per evening, accomplishing the

actual survey  in a two—week perJ[od
Collected data were collated and the dlfferences
betWeen groups were exam:.ried us:n.ng descriptlve statistical

technlques. Analysn.s-of the prepared data, reported in

R ’

the follOng chapter, focused on the characterlstlcs

—
’

'of the study group and the results of exaxunlng thelr

Chl ld-rear 1ng attltudes o ; !

r R

e et o

atosen
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CHAPTER 5
ANALYSIS

.

~The foster parents served by the Department of

Social Services a{;e_ncy in St.-John's were divided{ in two
! s . 'gro'ups,". as noted previously The more ‘adequate group of
. foster parents w:.ll be referred to heYein as Group I, and

~the less’ adequates as: Group IT. There was a populatlon " " ERE

of 82 fam;lles.WLth a total of 156 persons,.inc_ludrng 75
_/ L men and 8T women. fable 1 indicates the family composition

of the 82 families.

; .
g : " TABLE 1
i v Family composition of foster parent population studied
- /
¥ G “
CE L Composition No. Families - 'Males . Females
N s I Two Parents M 74 f 74 74 ;
i 7 widow o 7 0 . 7
. '.-,3'._ Widower o1 1 0
Totals . - ' . 82 , 75 81 b &

Table 2 md:.cates the compos:.t:.on of the families

ln Groups, I and II who agreed to take part in the survey.




) T e T V‘ -
. £
/ ) -
, o .
< . o ; - TABLE 2 .
Respondentgf‘_ family composition
A,
_ GROUP 1 GRQUP II
\ . No. T Total No. , - Total
- X Composition Families Male Female Persons Families Male Female Persons
Two Parents 38 35 - 38* 73 23 .21 - 23% 44
. One Parent 1 0 1 1 7 21 . 6 7
 Totals "39 35 - 39 74 .30, 22 29 51
- . .o v’
rs $
*In 5 instances, only 1 parent of a 2-parent family.respon.ded. .
. l .
J’..‘.s - s ) -
_-'1; g - ’
B ‘ -
A 31 -
=¥ '
,.: ‘_E I— —_— J
"i - ‘ / .
s N . .
e b, PN i LS migaineion = ey - . ' -.4%%"_:“ ey o N s P RORPIIN T it WA

s
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. ., * ”
The response rate for all families was 84 per cent, with

Y S et 1 P e« .
~
w3
L}

— o D

83 per cent for females and 76 per cent for males.

Table 3 indicates the family composition of foster
hd R ’ -
: mothers and foster fathers who were unavailable to take & .
part in the study. } !
|
. ". ) ) . N : . . . :r
. C - TABLE 3 ’ _ | . R A
. I3 . N - X ’ L s . ,_,! .
, S L - Nonrespondents' family composition (’ )
| , R
- . , . . " Total . .
Composiltion .2No. Familpies - Male f Female ,_ Persons 1«4‘"‘
Two Parents S13 18* 13 31
e o R ;
° - b ' . -
o . Totals 13 18 13 31

‘ *In 5 instances, 1 parent of a 2—parent famlly refused to

respond. o

Table 4 contains the reasons why ﬁﬂnrespondents

\

] " were ux;avaiiable to ta.‘ke part.in:the study. ‘Charactera'_.‘stics
of nonrespondents were not vexamined. ‘To press for their o Coe

. ) partic:.patlon may h7ve caused -discord among the nlonoartlc-w" - , . :
,L n - ipants, the researcher, and the agency which made the group ’ -

. 'av'ail‘able for study. It -q,s ‘unknown, therefore, if char—

W
S

actefrlstlcs of ndnrespondents differed from those of

hg . -

respondents.

- .~.ls€-’- 2

<

1 . .
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. : TSBLE 4 | .
. ! X L
' " Reasons for nonre sponse ‘ , J '

IS -

B e S R :
Aadi vl g -“E':T.f.“f."ﬂ'mm—-:a—g .
.
[ g
e apil,

FOUTR
‘e

o Family . , * rotal o e
Composition. Male Female. * Persons Reason

.. wmm

A ‘. N P 5 -

. 9 .2

Two Parentg. . 11 " Refused

: : . . L _ , .
[ """ng$'~Pa;ents‘n' w27 2 Excluded

__Two- Parents . 3 ' 1 Illness ,» . . : I -

‘N OObd b O

Two Parents _ S R

R cidhnaanabos
: h .

Death

r
[}
o
}—J

 Two Parents Absent

. Totals 18% 13 31

*In 5 ;Lnstances, 5 parents in 2;p%rent families did not ;
. respont - . A\

] : - oy . L. .

. The usual reasons for refusald were that the ‘parents - R

were J\Tst too busy to talk with the :Lnterviewers. One ' +

wls

extreme .'LS the reason of a. fogter. mother, wﬂ:h two foster

chlldrqp', who saJ.d that she Just was not J.nterested ln
‘ !
g fosteding. Two families had to be excluded from the study. :

: In the first 1nstanc,e ~the foster family had just moved into
’ i . ) [ . '. ,
. _ the agency's area. Due to the social worker's unfamiliarity

. with the fanily, she’wal unable to assigna rating of eithex -
" morée or less adequate, precluding the family's inclusion in -

.. IR either group. The second case was a hom& erroneously

licensed as a foster home by the Departméent of - Social ~ »

' ' . : R Al

,»<- .5“-.,

y ,a u g gric:
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y - : } '
‘ ) . - . ’ ' .. - . L"
: Ty SerV1ces. "It was aétually a sltuatlon where a Chlld was
v ‘. . . 1‘ - . . 3 . .
L'fh“w e 11v1ng,w1th relatlﬁes, not technlcally considered to. be .

,‘“.‘ _ a foster home arrangemEnt Such an arrangement 1s'ord1narily
;h' L ) ' ~referred to by the - Department of 3001al Servxces as a Chlld
. Ut ‘ * ,‘ y ' : 4 ! o : -

o Welfare Allowance case, where famllles are pald to care Ty

I3

-

BNl \,

Dlsregardlng the excluded familles, the nonresponéerﬁl

. ..' i . R 0

rate for 1nd1V1dual foster parents categorlzed as morefﬂilff

fadequate was 18 7 per cent (N“ 91*) for the less adequate

N
DRSS ‘- S g

lt was 16 4 per\cent (N -61) The nonresponse rate forJ :

4

foster familles mms ls‘per cent.'fﬁ"

-\." .

It was obserwed that 50 per cent of the study group

llved w1th1n the metropolltan arew of St John' j The-‘"l

other 50 per cenb llVed 1n small rural communltles 1ocated

it SEAT MR

. '»' S ..l.‘; . . '~ " '. _-_,,_:" i "0 .:‘ . :.... :.'.’\‘-.l \
haracteristlcs of Study Group N ““_fﬁ;ﬂgi" .f,i;f'u,%_j

,uregardlng rellg;on, soc1deconomlc characterff i

. B
-, M

”

"' f-‘,- ."}f‘—.;'-.' h 2
A

y ROman Cathollcs comprlsed 42 per cent of thé foster:fn
: - S \5 e
parents ln the stddya The remaqnlng 58 per Cent werq 1n .Jl
I . - , k :

ER R

R I

2 N for chlldren who are. relatlves. ‘“pﬁ ,~c1’k SRR

wlthln three to f1ve mlles of the c1ty llmltS. U ,'dpz"*; -

Demographlc data were obtalned from,foster parents.» {-

.‘origln, 51blrn§syand famlly smze,,and\lLVLng arranq%ments{,;fiﬂf

'5.Va number of protestant denomlnations, 74 per cent of these REREES

Pore )'.ﬁh‘,..v_',fivl<ra“

] ').ag'; =

"
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- 60 -
’ 1

}'__ . - S _ | -
_ being Anglican. FreqnencieS'and percentages'are displayed
.,in Table 5. ~ . . - '
, TABLE 5 -

'Fosterlparents‘ religidn

T .
[

Mothers
(Ereq. % .

Fathers

.ﬁDenominations;‘ :#Freq .8

Roman Cathollc .1129';f:'42,6f:"~t'“5
. . Lo L v

Angllcan _,,_“,;,.g;fyjj )~¢_g ,.ij_ﬁ - 25 x 4536§8.|-. AL

Unlted Church ";-Z’j;,3;9nf_ 15 8»;JLLJ"'h,f8-;1j 11 8 ;
Salvatlon Army‘ :? “"ffg{2?3 ‘,-3.5' N p?'v 2 9
- 5. rl8.8 S SR 1Y E =

“.T@tals‘w‘,'"f-3'v,;'57 :
.o o, . T r . L S

The percentage dlstrlbutlon bf Toster parents across

the varlous'denominations-was fairly representatlve of :; S

v ,

Newfoundland's rellglous denomlnatlonal comp051tlon,as-

Verlfred w1th Canada Census Statlstlcs, 1971.w In 1971 the
PIOV1nce s majpr rellglous denomlnatlons comprlsed per—h}» ';;1

'-centages of the populatlon as follows. Roman Cathollc, 36 5

[ ’ N ' )

per cent Angllcanp,27 7 per cent and the Unlted Church,; 3; ,
l9 5 per'cent A frequency check on the dhstrlbutlon of -f‘“p R f

relﬁglons ln Groups I and II revealed a dlstrlbutlon 51mllar
/ R . ,',',-_ ) ,-.'DI‘B.-" .

to those reported in Table 5.. ST L Vf,.j'ffw 7-.'€:£ y

.. N '
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“all foster parents.:,;

_._fell in two categorles, those w1th grade elght Qr leSSJ

SocioecondmicfCharacteristics

“In order to deVelop ‘a socioeconomlc proflle of the

foster parents in Groups I and II, ‘most of the 1nformatlon

3

was obtained from the fostrr fathers. ThlS 1ncluded opcu—

pation and income. Educational Jevels were assessed for .-

N

5 Only 13 per cent of all foster mothers were employed

7

; outslde the home, nearly 46 percent of these on a part-tlme

€

ba51s. Educational achlevements’for all foster mothers ;-J'h"

.,'

: ' .
and those w1th educatlon beyond that level' Table 6

LI

ii lllustrates that the majorlty of better edutated foster ’

mothers were 1n Group I those th had been rated as more -

‘\

adequate' In that group, 99 per ceht df the foster mothers

had eFucatron beyond grade elght, whlle only 31 per cent
e , .

“in Group II were beydnd that level.

H

be as we?l educated as the foster mothers, 39. 3 per cent

(N 57) of the foster fathers had grade eléht or leﬁs and

38 6 per cent (N . 68) of the foster otbers had grade elght

or IESSu Although 60 per cent of fathers and mothers have .,“:"

educatlon beyond the grade elght level, foster fatherS'

appear to be ahead overall There are twelve hlgh school

graduates among the fathers and only four ln the mothers..ﬁ[ N

; Educatlon also appears to be a factor or determlnlng

[

adequacy 1n foster fathers 91nce the b tter educated are ln

N - - .-'\..' ‘~- ' . . g - . : .
bt < T EEP . P AN N
- . . ~ . .ol TN . J N
.

Foster fathers 1n the population studled appear to T

."/' '

N L




_ TABLE 6

Foster mothers' education

R

. | GROUP:fﬁi 'GROUP II
( y Education Level Freq. | & . Freq. . %

5 g e e

"

Grade 8 or less’® .7 18.0 20 69.0

_—

R f-;r-.~'"Some"High.school-r< . w359 o9 a0

\
oAl roa it

ngh School Grad 'Jg g,_5'1_4, .1623:';. S0 h 00}0_'Q: :"f“ .
.ff'ji:gﬁ.'t'. *Tech/Trn o H S w0 J1zeel w00 00,00

**Tech/Trn Some H s..,i,LLf,;~*§‘ﬂ}f20£6hr"f”37",Edf”gfOo;b"' Lo
| K T A UI Sr N VAR

[ "\-i ::.‘Totals T .'.:;-1':34 lbbeﬁﬂ""",r:.29’ 100.0 v”:.j:

_ *Technlcal Tralning/No ngh School . : _
**Technlcal Tralnlng/Some ngh School - o - <~

i .

Y S ) . . . . '—‘ . .
1, . . . . . . . . .

It S L . e

. . . ’ ’ . - . »,. e g ]

the more adequate grouP, as shown in Table 7...

Table 8 deplcts the occupatronal categorles for

3 b ' ’
{f T - ' ‘all foster fathers 1n the study.,

About 46 per cent of all foster fathers were in" the

h ,’\' ;

'.skllled and beyond categorles. The other 54 per cend

RPeTo

41ncluded the retlred, seml— and unskllled 4 Elbht of the

PRI PP N

N . “4.057 fathers were classed as unsk;lled Just over 54 per

N J '
:4cent of the more adequate foster fathers in Group I were

"fxln skllled and profesSronal occupatlons. Ohly 32 per cent
- 'of.the 1ess~adequate fathers 1n Group II were so employed
|' . e . “' .‘ )\ . . ‘. - . n . —
I '4 _‘ li' I "*—s l
) wdee T M

VNS S




’-:***Tech/Trn Some H S

o

:gt- Skllled Y

-*Tech/Trn No H S

'J'éatégéry wﬁ

- Retied v :_'3'@; 14.3

TABLE 7

Foster ﬁqthers' education

63

. GROUP I

Education Level Freq. - %

GROUP IX
Freq. | %

Grade 8 or less _ 14 40.0 °

Sore. ngh School | .- 7 20.0

2000

e

ngh School Grad T 2

N —'.. ’;

Some Unlver51ty

I R )

Un%ver51ty Grad 2.8

0.0

’

8 36.4
7 31.8

5. "22.8

;Totalsf;°-,,'._‘ S 35.':10019.)

*Technlcal Tralnlng/No ngh School

~**Techn1cal Tralnlng/Some ngh School

[4 ]

o ]

'-Fostei”féthéfsi,0cqup§tion I

[ i gﬁ,;' L ]
a0 o GRQUP ' GROUP Iz

Freq ﬁJ;}:.

;[,'Freq —:%:,,'Q

: N ST
IUnskllled A L R Y

Sem1 Skllled"‘

b Professxonal.

e 13 2

2 = a. 1 f

:'N7” Totals

e ST

23*g
?;'.
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ElghL foster fathers, four in each group, were self-employed

bl '
Table 9 shows thé 1ncome ranges occupied by,the

foster fathers in terms of their yearly earnlngs .Where

TABLE 9 “,-' -
[ . M .

R R . U Foster fathers"lncome [

SN,

N :.‘.‘.‘_: R .." -,“.'.; N A .. 7. o ;

S ST P GROYP : GROUP 11
L J;n¢bméfgéngézgfﬂ'ﬂ‘i“fﬁ?Ergg}ﬁ{f,$;' Freq.fk %,

7, ooo oo =, 999 00 .3 86w 5. 22,8

o 10 000. oo - 14,999.00 . . 17’ 486 - ¢ 7 3l

| over 20,000.00 .. 3 8.6 . . 3.  13.6.:

The majorlt lof foster-fathers, 42 per cent, were

‘  x;per cent were i the $15 000 oo = szo ooo 00; range, and 10
L .'ﬁ’&“"nper cent earnlng overl$20 0%0 00 per year‘ The remalnder
' 'yﬂ19 per cent in. the study group were ln the $5 0%0 00 —f

$9 999 00 1ncome range.g It was observed that 80 per cent

". A, . . K . N ' “ . v 1 .
. T y;' R S ,,( . .
A : .-‘ '
- A . Sl
3 . P
" Ay
. N Lo =1 ’
4 PR TN .
e
[ '-'C,-’\._ L. N ~
¢ \ L
. ' T
el I

both parents in a foster famlly were employed the motheér's
] income was included w1th the'father‘s for reportihg,purposesf
4 ‘ , . ) h x . : '

$ shooo 0 —'$ 6 999 oo~’{~ R SRR S “'jj 4.7 1gv2

15,000.00.—~‘20§opoi00j,' 8- 22.8c . 3 T 13.6 .-

CoTotalls - e 735 7 100,007 22 7 100,07

4 in the $10° oo% 00 - $14 999., 00 income- :ange, Another 19 ;f

bt

e

| T
. .
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. y

?E"A - of the fathers in Group I had yearly earnings over $10 000/00 .

compared W1th 60 per cent for Group IT. o
o Age ' -~ (
&fﬁ : ' Age distribution is quite similar for foster mothers
S 'and foster’fathers. Age dlstrlbutlons for foster mothers
fﬁ;t T”', L ,are dlsplayed in Table lO. TS E L .1 'ﬁi:
~ | IR B T S
4 !¢ . TABLE-10 -~ ~ .~ ‘ P ‘
_:i}*;;lf;ﬂ'j-fmt.5~\u_“f_f ”V?TJgjﬁﬁFostér{yothersffageﬁfjf“:’-j~..*g'ppfﬁh« f337*34::
- : GROUP I - R ‘emoup Iz v f

Lo

?fl fﬁﬁl “;"t o Age Range T i' "1* Preq. - N S Freq R

Under 40 YearS-qi v 23 59k - o .8.' 27,6

g D40 - 49 years .. .8t 20050 L 6 20067

| . .-

. 50 and over o I 8 'LZZO.S - : :;115]q4'51,9';;

"3T6t515:5”7”74'* 038 10040 0ot 28 10007 L.t

It was observed that 59 per cent of thh foster KV‘;":J_,JuT“

;: mothers 1n Group I were 1n the under 40 years age range, "
) - F-compared w1th 27 6 per cent 1n Group II.. Thls 1s in contrast s )
: Flteito the Parker (1966) and Trasler Cl960) studles whlch found ‘;} R G
:;lti'the more successful mothers to be over 40 - years of age.-.f,:l;;,dlﬁgjazi

*:A;Fanshel (1966) found that foster mothers in his study dia RN

v . “y

“‘f_not present any type of sharp dlstlnctlon regardlng a?e

Lo . : - . row

R .~ R v .
v ' ‘ " . .
2 » . « ‘.
: 1 L , v
I . . e
h] ‘. ., ‘. .

. . ) s

Fe b . 0 Lo
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distribution. George (1970) did find that foster mothers _

: * under 40 yedrs of age were the more successful fosterers. B

Table 11 shows the age dystrlbutlon for the foster

fathers in the study group.. ] ' g,f
* . , .

‘;I.‘: ;; . L o IR TABLE 11 ] o ) \ «.ff

' -:Fosrer'fathers' age .- f. | :
0 N M N N ‘ : N .l - - ’ I.

. oy R ] ' B C - - . _..‘ . . . R B " J_,- l

GROUP kSRS GRQUP\II.:

3 ; "fﬂééc:Rahgc.:gf'wﬂ:':pFreq %fﬂ;;;f'{,ﬂ'Freq;r;'u%ﬁ”:"

T 'Under. 40 yéars ' . “";16f *545;91. CoT Y g

- BN e o e .

| "54?r;14§-yéafs"i Lo 31,47 = 527 L IS &
f 50 and“over 3 .."f'l - 8\- 22.8. . ILQ -.54.6 ' ' i
Fe 0 rotals .. . 35 100.0 .22 .100.0.

Y S It was observed that 45 per cent of the foster - - 5

ffathers 1n Group I were 1n the under 40 years age-range,

ﬁkl; _*”:zr'r ;Tgcompared w1th 22 per cent 1n Group II Foster fathers 1n',f

‘;%' . ‘ ‘ijroup IT were found malnly in the over 50 years age range,; | :‘:r‘{'@{
¥~3131-'-' 'T':comprlsing 54 5 per cent of that. group. N o l.",‘r o a;ﬁ
B fjgfi /,11 l-.-ﬁf Orlglns, Slblings, and Famlly size )'1'2"::'“.ff ':" v T
R Flfty—elént per cent of.all fosterlfathers and foster SRR
‘eazfylmothers were ralsed 1n'rurellareas, where populatlons were ?'; " Nex
. .} ;w“\t';less than 2, 500 Whlle Census Fanade does deflne an area ‘.' é' ';I'f
P :; [;:_'._“}.-~ :*'*j“';V.f- H.Qt T ~'};,' '~1“: L ﬂ"fl'”' %f;',f f%

RN
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oo« ' .

: . of over 1,000 in population as urban, population centers-
. ) 0~ . ! ‘ N

ST O in Newfoundland under 2,500 should be considered as rural.

They consist of communities scattered along the coast, in

S , -a.rural setting.-hThis'was certadinly the situation 25 to
N i -~ . ' .
. " 50 years ago when the parents in‘thiSIStudy were growing up.

w% Table 12 presents the populatlon sizes of the areas where

5 “J'".\,f{- . ,\foster parents 1n thls sthdy were ralsed

FEF ' ; O o ) '_':‘
g;g L :‘73N' L Area populatlon where fosteﬁ parents ralsed o
. ) . ) . gL e - o RO :
1ﬁ$#.~ T T e e B e T
RS EUA A R T’ GROUP T ~ °  ,.GROUP II

K R ‘ T . s .
Population Rahges Freq. XA Freq. %

? -

o ' e T '
- L Less than 1,000, - - 22 38.6 i 34 © 50.0

e T 1,000 = 2,499 J12 210 1~ 5 7.4 -

Lo . 2,500 - 4,999 1 1.8 2 2.9

Tt 5,000 -~ 9,999 © 3 B2 4 5.9

10,000 ~+'29,999 1 L o

.1.

ﬁﬁfﬁff o 7g' 30, ooof~} 99,999 . 14 246 73 7 19.1
‘;iﬁ?‘ 7 over 160,000, 0 . 4 . 7:0 7 10.3
ArE(L S L - IR — : I

il I -

T . S O a L : ’
. Totals . 57 1000 . . 68 .300.0°

1

- Fanshel (1966) reports that over two-thlrds of the'
. oL
foster mothers 1n hls study came from rural backgrounds.

.
-t
o

. 4
s

[N ge percentage obtalned in this study bears a cloSe 51m11ar1ty.

i :'_%L: - | . «

s . Oagonts bat o0 s 4e .
SRALR Hge e
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{ \
Two-thdrds of the fathers in his study came from families -
with four od more children. Again there is similarity in
¥ this study, as Table 13 demonstrates. . !
(g _ ot | , /
N - 4 N o
'3 ’ : : : E
' . - FFster‘parents 51b11ngs ) R . ' ff{
b : : N . . . o . ' a i Lr';' 3
e Ee T e Q.aROUBAJ ' B CROUP I s
'ik S ,IE'No;'S}blinés' St Freq.. ~:'% o Freq. R - :

el 7T None ._‘i' AR o700 - o UL as i;
2 1-2 oo 12 21,0 13 19.1

- 3 -4 C11° - 19.3 .16 23.5

5-6 S 15.8. 12 17.7

7 or more - 25, 43,9 26 . 38.2 i
& . ! . - . : i’ ) ;
Totals L 57 - 100.0 - 68  100.0
lﬁfﬂ :‘”' f ) . ”‘ Table 13 1ndlcates that a llttle more than 60 per
oy R - g \

'}g: S cent of the foster fathers came from famllles WLth five or

'zmore chlldren.' About 50 per cent of the foster mothers S ’ *%
l , LA

‘came from 51mllarly large famllles

* :

"H ' . There is also a tendency for the stter parents in® ~ - :jf
C thls study to have'large famllles., As Table 14 1nd1cates,” }
: ’ |
[

‘ nearly 28 per cent of the foster mothers had 51x or more

'chlldren, whlle nearly 53 per cent had between three and

_'flve,, This is- 1n keeplng w1th Wakeford's observathn (1963) R
X Ty .
v . ( ! 4 . .
i ) : - K g o
L : < SR A o T
. B e o v R e T
AN v e i S Gt T i
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[} ! . .
that fq$ter mothers tend to have large numbers of children
i as a means to improving and maintaiﬁiné their status. ’ ”
: . ]
TABLE 14
: Foster parents! natural children ’
|
N . . ,
No. Children o Freq. : $ - !,
s - ‘None ' , S 5 e 7.4 -
4 o " o o - , . #
’ 1 -2 T ) P R .. 11.8
~3 -5 o s s2.9 L
N\ T ) N , ' ' ’ ‘ o d
3 & or mq&e _ . N 19 _ 27..9
Totals = . - | 68 \ 100.0 .
: The: majority of foster parents in this study were - ’
B raised in rural areas, had four or more siblings, and tend
{{ to have 1argelngmbérs of natural children. This compares .
i 2, with the findings of Fanshel (1966); Gearge' (1970); ‘and .
. : v
Wakeford (1963). - = i - . . - S
- ’- \ —
Living Arrangements. : £ S

' Nearl&'go per ;éﬁtxof'the:population'gxaqinéd were |
1i0ing in théir\bwn‘thqu>.Tﬁq'reﬁaindgr wéré renting.
Aiﬁost 52-per cent ﬂadibeen living'ih the same areauthroughkut1
their }ifétimes, with ;notﬁer 35.7‘?ér cent beiné settled |
for err fiye yéarsf'.Babcoék.(i965a) citesAstability (lack f ‘o

’

o
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— .
“ of upward mohility), as a characteristic of the 25 foster
families in her-study, who tended to exhiliit authoritarian :
attitudes in child-rearing, protecting their children from

L]
: the influences of others. ’ '

- . . s

"_E o N - Foster Parents' Profile
i Thé peroentages of foster parents: in this study,

. | .
in various rellglons, ls representatlve of the rellglous

7 ,
. 1 F 4 . 4 .
fjdf‘ o : denoh1nLtlonal composltlon for Newfoundland Ehe ma]orlty
PR . ;,'-'ﬂ we;e, in . the flrst instance, Roman CathOllCS, followed by _ﬁj

i o ) :'Angllcans. o L ' l ' :

FqsterAparents' demographic-characteristiCS‘indicate

. . that few are educated through high school completion. For

.g"f example, only 16 of the 125 foster parents-in the study -
| - : graduated from high schooi. It was observed-that 30 per - t
cent of the parentswoWnéd-their homes, while 30 per cent

" -had annnal earned'incones beyond.the°$10*000"00 range.
| ‘. ConSLderlng the low educatlonal level for: the majorlty of o S O

N ,—-élz ~ foster pa§ents, this was. difficult to understand Explarn-

ey e

atlon, in a few cases, lles in the fact that worklng foster 3

»

[ - - -mothers, full or part-tlme, helped to lncrease a family's

TR

Lo - -‘earned .income. Another observatloq is that many foster

fathers’ had ahsecond full or part—tlme job. While this - ‘
characteristic was. not;ezafaned it-arodsed the researcherFs d

)

LT v .
SaL e o Jhas A dac onaa ) T wm ok

\\_ I

TN

.1nterest when trying to arrange lnterVLew dates amenable

4
>

to thé’foster_parents' busy;schedules..’ o ' i-- . ,;

e 5

T T T wcﬁa&a;a;ranc Ve




Foster parents rated as more adequate by tHe 'social
workers displayed a{clear tendency to be the better educated
people in the study group. :The more adequate foster fathers
also occupied more‘skilled‘or professional positions than.'
the less adequate. Contrary to Petersen and Pierce (1974)
foster parents dld not tend to reflect the" soc1oeconom1c

'_characteristics of.the area where they reside.” Only three

"foster fathers could be categorlzed as. belng.engaged in :

. ;profe551onal occupatidns such as teachlng oxr law. The
.metropolis of the St. John s area attracts a large number;
of . profe351onals, belng the seat of the Prog1nc1al Government,
a un1versmty c1ty and a reglonal service center. Skilled

occupatlonsrheld by foster fathers'tended to be centered

in trades sPch as carpentry or electricaI

~
]

: Tw0*th1rds of the foster parents were' under 50 years
of'age. Soc1al workers tended to rate younger parents as
being: ‘more aJequate than older foster parents. Nearly 60
1per cent. of a11 parents originally came from rural areas
and large famllles.‘ They also tended to have large famllles
of thelr own. * In hlS study, Kraus (1971) noted that.the
more successful or adequate foster parents had more Ehan(;
four personé in the home, lncludlng foster chlldren. J.Z

Demographlc characterlstlcs examlned in this" study

°group dld not reveal anythlng unusual in relation to other-

[ '

I
4studies which have examlned cHaracteristlcs of foster parents.

Ay fBabcock (1965ﬂ) descrlbed hexr study group as 1ndustr10us and -

v
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N . ’

hard workiné. This is perhaps the most strlklng character—

istic of the o;;;ﬁatlon examined in this stuydy. The majorlty;

S ' own their homeg(and tend. to be foyund mainly in the middle

. . . f .

o | ’ of the income ranges which were used to:examine income. - -
; ? D ;

LT e B

Foster quents"Child—Rearing Attitudes

4

o o ) - . . Si% scaleJ were used to megsure the ex15tence of ’;L;; . ) Q

. ', authorltarlan attltudes in foster parentlngT Three scales

-

were used expressly to examrhe authorltaran or restrlctive

attitudes, namely, . Breaklhg the Chlld's WlIl, xcludlng

' Outside Influences, and SuppreSSIOn of Sex. Three others;'
o . o -

<

rEhcouraginﬁ Verbalizatioh, Equaliterianism, and Caomradeship
and Sharlng were used to eﬁamlne perm1351veness. The i

‘I ' a
lnclus1on of perm1551ve scales added a 9051trve aspéct to. .

[ 3

}fﬁlﬁ L . the examlnatlon procedure whereby a balance coula be- achieved 1 . -
SR . : ol
to prevent respondents ffom belng dlsmayed ghould only ' ‘. ,}
7 seemlngly negatlve or harsh.stetements be presented for' :”_;
| thelr response. o ST ’ i

-

Descr}ptlve measures were used to examlne for dlffEI-

ences in the populatlon. Spec1flcally, dlfferentes between gkoup

N
' o

means’ were used to determlne dlfferences in the responses

- N
4

. between foster parehts in Groups I and II.
The results of examlnlng foster parents' att1tudes¢£ 5.:: 'f:

are presentedfln three sectlons. The flrst outlines the H- 4»f,“f§¥

« ’

flndlngs for restrlctlve attxtudes of: subgroups oflfoster ,‘ . ;.5”

mothers and’ foster fathers in Groups T and II The“second \_f; :*5}

AN
=y
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3;;;'J9 section is sxm;larly,presented but for permlsslve attltudes.

The thlrd sectlon reports flndlngs for all foster fathers

. ( ..

BeVelopers of the Parental Attltude Research Instruments, L v

'ﬂnumerlcal yalues”were asslgned todstatements ln all scales.,?n -

. ‘ i T a _( . . . o “_‘"
*‘Sive Parents-.;~1:<ﬁﬁf""°T'$“ur,?-firﬁ17’ thele T*fn”‘I
' T T S A

psmng the mean as a basis for measurement, Group I

K

'ﬁand Group II could be compared for dlfferences between mean :Qi@,ﬂ

S ,'-, [N S ’_" IDC TN ‘ . “ " .: " I'.L;Y K .- . __. AR ,
o scores.» '*..'7.'4 g ~:.~,*’_*4-'-\' ' Lol Ll U e
e P RITRL. S “__1&6 Wl e

Fg Table 15 presents the mean scores andmstandard~¢-f; .
.,rA"" ' L ST -z SN S

dev1atlons (SD) for foster fathers 1n Groups I and II Whlch

s

"they obtalned on the restrlctlve attltude scales.i{l”ff'?:f*lf

R ,.~~.b' T .
ofﬁﬁ 0 betWeen means.: The dlffereﬁce between means

w e r..»

_~on scale 2 Excﬁudlng OutSld‘ Influences, 15 2 2 On scale/ rf?
R P / ). .... . .,_,‘

EfSuppreSSIOn‘of,Sex, the difference lS l 6.‘ Group I

P SOCE LG A D N L v
* AL '.n‘\'»(" e, 3




then.r be‘u.ng less restrn.ct:Lve J.n thelr ch:.ld—rearlng attltudes.

!

The revense is a(lso true. Group II, o‘btam:.ng the _1ower
mean scores, are more restrlctlve 1n thelr child-—rearmg )
attlﬂﬁes.; ag/f;,-- ”ﬂ‘§¢~;f#,,g"-.f,,j',':Vﬂ;g(

) B TABszj o ijj.,fhfaef*ffhlflffT
les—-foster fathers R
g g ~GROUP 1 '

SC”‘ES : ‘,;, ., (§=35) ; (N=22) :
No o Sy _Mean_ -SD D Mean s SD

SR O Breaklng Chlld’s Wlll ".Azo 4 3 31 ’ 18.4 ;3,57[:"

.'_,

'17;S_f

Exclud,:mg Outéra.de i
" Influerces U S

19: 7, 2 58 C:T 2.52° [

Suppﬂesmon of Sex ,' LB ._6 : 2'99 17-0 : 3 1’-'1; :_:;“ '
"'['-' ' “- F {",'.-" T ,-.‘ .m.. L

Tty V! ‘,,ﬁ.%-‘(:';.- . e T T

'I'he dlfferences between means for Groups I and II
L . ~. . %

obtalned on 51m.1.lar restrJ.ctlve scales used in exam:.ning the
“chlld-rearlng attltudes'_'{,.‘_f foster mothérs :Ln \rhe stﬁdy group."
N L. |"} o "l_,...' ", ."l' AP {5

GROUP 11 ;f;gi”"“ L
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jf_ o _The tendency for,Group II (less adequate mothers) to be‘ ' . d |

L3 ."'\

resg;rctive is not: as pronounced as wrth the less adequate

Y e

J el
- L o~ N Lo

.fathers,v'Gr‘oup II; ln Table 15 (P 74)' y E Coe T
‘j | Restrlctlve‘attltuhe scales~—foster mothers ;fnf;fu,'i371{33ffFT
'.1" ;‘,.-_:”‘ ‘: RS L . ~ ,\.Q“,. I..c..ﬂ ':;, RN } S T
’GROUP FER e
SCALES (N 29) | e

'hNoﬁ'fof‘“;f Title'fﬁ f? tMean SD:

oL '.}"BX:eakn.ng ctu,;Ld ‘s W:l.ll 'f_'-;-'1~2_'.. 51,93 " 117 71.86" IR
':'iz:pp'Excludlng OutSIde 3”iif.’7 IR R *Z'EQ,fﬂ;ﬁfg,";
. Infldences DL 11'8 1'8-2.,1 \ 11‘7 156 T = ?

s

if?A "SuppreSSLOn of Sex '" S ﬁi3;3"?l:§lﬁ. TﬁElZJQ 'l}90':*
‘ - W R LT Ty

T N T S L P T DI R
Y i . . . .. RN S L. - : . . . . DY P [ Y
. . . N ' C . . c . . - .o oL Lo - ' &
3 P L -0 1 . L ST . ', Lo S e e B

gxamlnatlon of Permlssive Attitudes
= —." /.

The mean scores obtalned by fosterafathers 1n Groups ff,_}fI”
. . .,_\,‘ 2' . ot
I and Iq on the permlssrve attltude scales, are presented

m ‘I‘able 17. * T A

./‘4 ).-'. -:.

There is- llttle dlfference An, the mean.scores (';fjf<;@s:ﬂﬂ_

. S
IS

achlebed by foster fathers 1n Groups I and II on the per— _f{ﬁzlc*?ﬁk .

-'-"..' -

f.” mlssave scales.. However, on scale 5,‘elua11tar1anlsm, Group' -

" . S

Hmore adequate) ?chlbved the hlgherfmean score 1nd1cat1ng
X ".: ll Y, h
a sllght tendency to be 1ess permlssive than Group II (less

<

‘.‘. T

adequate);z'On sqales 4!and 6. Groun IT had sllghtly 1argerfﬁ

1
mean scores_than Gﬁoup I, dlfferences,between me

ans h:1ng..§f



N .f o 1 agid 0 2, respectlvely._

L e
e

;than Group.,I_.Q

; TABLE 17

_‘-.f--.'
4 . l
'."

e

B S

GROUP Q

(N—35) {

“Mean " SD'

;}ﬂMean .

GROUP 11
(N-22)
sD

'

4.

.;5;_ Equailtarlanlsm _ E;
' yé. Comradeshlp and Sharlng

e

o

EAcouraglng VerballzatLOn 7
L iéfl
‘ ':1};9

16,2

(2,29
2, 45ﬁ;
3 ol”

15.6"
LA

- o
.'-\" i

o

R

"ﬁ;”fL$ii

"‘The mean scores obtalned by foster mothers 1n Groups

.“£: 7

/a L‘_.-ra A2 (PN /",,;/
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Thié indiéates a very sl”ght-(

L 16.3 [2.00,

Y
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'Tiﬁ__' ) S The more . adeguate mothers in Group i achleved

. \ AP : lower mean scores than the less adequate mothers 1n Group
! {II onlLlI three scales.n In’ contrast to foster fathers, ];f" Q:
-:-Teach subgroup of foster mothers dlsplaged a consistency v

“Lf:i 1n soorlng dlrection (see Table 17, p 76).mnThe 1argest e

"3ﬂd1fference between means obtained by fostér mothers ln

LI

;;:Groups I and II was l 0. on SCale 6, Comradeshlp and Sharlng. ff;ﬁ;;

-;The achievement of lower mean scores by the more adequate ~”*f€3ﬁifi,

'ﬁzfoster mothers 1n Group I 1nd1catesithe1r tendency to be~,'l,:tf:}5f¢

‘t'fm°re permrssrve than less adequate foster mothers 1p thelr S _'3;
‘ 3. ‘ . . Lo L . :
;chlld;rearlng attltudes.; ,:,*.j;“ ORI

S T e e "’:ff':°x}: 5.;"_..3'? - I'ﬁ,f-.c']w\j.;;;“-n SR

¢ . Table 19 1nd1 tes the dlffereKCBa.between means ' g
L ftr_foster fathers and foster mothers 1n Group I, and all Ry
’ f’those 1n Grr;phII, on the restrictlve scales.-dﬂc' 5:T
‘}.jﬁf\;¥;-{ygﬁfﬁ_l Whlle the hlgher mean scores on all three scales
;:x!';slrhtwere:obtar%ed by Grou?rI, the largest dlfference between iggjyt
"@f”;.f:fia Tmeans:mas_péﬁ onfscales l and 3 w1th 0 5 on scale 2 At
” PRy i{é#ﬁferences, in: favour'of Group I, rerlect‘a ;l?i&::f;;;té
.'é5§¥ fzi more adequate foster Parents to be l L’{fftn o

';';than the dess adequate foster parents in’ Group II.,.,f“j:-

”ilef?D dlsplays the mean scores obtalned by all 'f;ﬁﬁrlliﬁﬂ

'nts;ln Groups kS and II on the permlsslve attltude
S S . K

e

RTSS
4
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Restrlctive attltude scales-——foster parents

' -411N—74)
"_'.:”Mean

GROUP I GROUP II

(N-,-Sl)
Mean

4+

. 8D -_.-'_«i

" [Bre klng Child s Will :

S e, T

2. Bxcliding Out51de T RN
Do n..«Influences} _:j ) e 3-03 5
¥ “-ﬁSuPPIeSSl°n'5fﬁs¢*v?n7‘: 2.59 % 1.13.47 3:11
N ’ o L . " Y
’.-I" LN A &' -
5{ - . .- '.:,: R \ g Lo . “ , o
R T A 'I‘ABLE 200

. ":Pé'r',xhi"s“s'i_v'qattltude scales-—f)oster parents |

N

B

j\\émum ﬁﬁﬁi?;;;h |

\NO. R

Tltle\

:?ngoug I

R 'Mean

\;_.,\ ~ -
:' GROUP II

(N- 51)
a Mean

(N74) S
: ¢SD ".f_

~SD

..p

; 4 Encouraglng Verballzatlon .

Y

' 5 Equalltarlanlsm \

"l

,.- _\,6“; ol Comradesh:.p and Sharing

t. 1411" :

\5;2 a. 11ﬂ',3'619?;

14, B"5583
e .,‘. > - \

s.a s,

4,410
4”65?55'=
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' a te/i.ency to be more permisslve than the 1ese adequate

L=

- :Ln then.r chlld-rearftng attltudes. The three hypotheses ‘

R

..."\: s

|‘l‘ - l.' e - v
¥ SO - P

aarents, Group I, ach:.eve a, lower mean 9core, 1nd1cat1ng
X i

foster parents in Group II{ .'l‘he dlfference between means,-r‘""-'

on that scale, however, 19 merely 0 7 On scale S Equal-"';."

. q, i ’ R '_—,!.-- ’
obta ned the lower mean_scoresr the d::.fferenc s between~

o S

. Lo .- . . ' F a v " ¢ '
5 L. *
- "_' ‘ ’ '-'.' . '-,'\"-_ -’:':\, .

Results of Testing the Hypotheses ,_

Restrlctlve Attltudes Lo ;":,. J, Cy

o

The three hypotheses testmg restrlctlve attitudes ' .

namely, Breaklng the GhJ.ld s Wl,ll, ExcLuding Outs:.de Influ‘--"-':~

ences, a&ad LSuppression of Sexl 1nd1cated that 1ess adequate

[

foster p nts, Group II, dJ.splay greater 'tendenc:.es\ than

'. more ade te foster parents, Group I* to Be restrlctlve

¢
TN,
’. 1

X . Y .-. .

were fqund to be J.n the dJ.-rect:Lon préd:.cted, and we.ré accepted

‘fathers _m Group I.’ Foster mothers ln Group II were more




o predlcted, and was accepted Foster fathers 1n Group I :, Do .

' & The hypothes:l.s whldh 1‘nd1.cated that more adequate

[ foster parents, Group I, dlsplay a. greater tendency than ‘ S

. . ' ) ! ,
. ’ i 80
[ - .
’ /i
Permlss:Lve Attitudes o s o
l . v
The three hypotheses testlng pernussn.ve attltudes, _

- ;’ amely EnCOurag:Lng«Verbalizat1on, Equalitarian:.sm, and o
Comradeshlp arrd Shar:.ng, were not all fourﬁd to be J.n the
dlrectlon predlcted, and are reported as. follows. \ .',- L

Th/e hypothes:.s wmch indchted that ,more adequate

fostex— parents, Group I, dJ.Splay a greater tendenhy than .' S

less adequate fostefw?parents, Group II, to be permies:n.ve \ "-:7'; o

in encourag:n.ng verbal:.zatlon, was found to be 1n the dlrectlon :

PR

were xnore perm:n.ssave than foster fathers m Group II‘, ’ .
FOStéL" mOtherS 1“ GrC’uP I were -moref Pemlsswe thanhth-os,? f“ :
in érade II. .' All foster parents in Group I were more S L
permlssn.ve than all foster parents 1n Group' II \;_&_ 5 *..; ;

less adequate foster parents Group II, to show equal—'

7 -
P

J.tarian attltudes was not found to be 1n the dlrect:.on w7

L

pred:.cted, and was not accepted.,,_ Foster :fathers : J.n Group R
I were 1ess perm1551ve than foster fathers 1n ,G‘rO\:(p II ‘ b

Foster mothers J.n- Groupf I were more perm:.ss:n.ve than

fOSt £ mothers J.n Group II All foster parents J.rL Group sl
T“ , R

.,\ v
\

gcombmed)"'.m.' G‘rjoup II.




SEEL mean scores on both restr ctive and permissive scales. e 5

'.L‘he more adequate foster fathers in Group I tended vto be .

81 SR

less adequate'fost_er parents, Group II, to display a per— .

o 0

: :,mlsslé.ve aj‘ttitude of: comradeship and sharing, was not . found
' .. to. be in .tke directlon pred:.cted, and was not accepted..

t D
S .

"Fqster fathers m Group I were less perm:.ss:.ve than foster ' _5

',.'~'fathers in Group II. Foster mothers in Group I Were more

° .. ' .A. ) ) ‘. ! '

"~"':f?'.,perm1551ve than foster mothers :Ln GrOUp II 3-;"]\11 foster . . { :

parents (mothers and fathers combined) in Group I were less_' .
\ [P I . _ Tl ." - w0l . .
pem1551ve than all ‘foster pafents in Group II. LT ; :

» . . - -
- . N . Ve - -
Y L~
. " '
ot . C .
[

Sumx’nary of Examlnation Results

1 S

Exam:med as subgroups, foster mothers and fwbster

R

fathers in Group I dld reflect an overall tendency to be

’

less restrictive[and more - perm:.ssive than Group II. The L N

. ':"."ﬁ." ' tendency Was reduced when subgroup's of Group T were combined . ) "N
and compared with combined subgroups of Group II ) A poSsmle : _ )
: explanatlon 11es 1n the fact that foster mothers in‘ Groups Ll ‘,'-'-\-" 1
I and II\obt.ained very]little dlfferences between their '. "._ ",

’. : - T ' tf

less»,p' :m1351ve than the less adequa.te fathers in Group II. S
' h B 5.‘._--%" '

As Parsons noted, attitudes of :Eamlly members toward the _‘-.1' PR
) . AR .

J.nstrumental leader (father) can 5be reSpect'ful constraz.ned, . B

i) o5 ; 'being at‘ease\'v.'“

;-.expressiv ",ﬂleader (Parsons & Bales, 1935) -'



'v’von the restr:n.ctive att;Ltude [scales.. Explanation may be s ';:-.., o
-'related to thel.r age dlstributlon. Nearly 5’%5 per cent of

"the less adequate foster fathers (N-—22 were ,in’ the over " B 11
"50 years age range. This may account for their tendency R - |

: to demonstrate more restrictive att:a.tudes. The older 'person,

"::.n hlS attitudes toward children and youth, generally

'did c0ns3.stently 1ndicate a tendency, though marglnal, to

..__reflect an overall parental tendency to be more restr:.ctive

.;"reported for the restractlve attitu e scales, and lend ,' o

'-themselves to the conclusmns and recommendations which

82

siveness where foster fathers are perceived as being

restrictive (Baldwln, 1968). - - : _ '
In examina.ng attitudinal differences in cl‘illd-'
rearing attitudes, between more and 1ess adequate foster

parents, the largest differences between mean scores Were o

foxmd tO‘eXlSt between more and less adequate foster fathersf'

T

'_a' P s . S L] .
e " . . R T
’

~
D

being moré dogmat:.c and 1ess tolerant, may be less fle)ai\'\le
»

(Klmmel 1974) J ) K el ,"i’jH' . - S -

LI

Another: observation J.S that more adequate mothers G .

s “

be ,more permissive than 1ess adequate mothers.~ Presumably,
' ‘

,'-then, the more restrictive foster fathers 1n Group II, and

'-1‘ R

J'..'the less permiSSive foster mothers in Group II combine to '

< -

or authoritarlan J.n their child rearlng attitudes.._, 'I‘h:n_s Y,

o comb:.nation is: more clearly observed 1n the findJ.ngs S e

P '/ [ -
' r ' D
-

' e ]

" fE &i’ﬁ e ﬂ""ﬁm’?"’”“
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»John s. Included also are the major conclus:.ons result:.ng

. | a3 .k
CHAPTER .6 . ’ : ‘

' "CONCLUSIONS: - =7 -+

:'- ( R *
Thls chapteiﬂf’pxzesents ‘a summary of thib study R S i
wh:l.dh examlned for authorltarlanlsm and permlssweness in ST -
. /'o', . L ey . _.. (. . . - ?'
the chlld—-rear:l.ng attltudes of foster parents worklng with sy e g
the Department of Soc:.al Serv1ces dJ.strJ.ct offlce ln St" . ¥

|

from the study and some recommendat:.ons for future research

b »

re;'ated t,o foster chlld care. - - S ' .

Summary, o R A L -
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- -\ l-";g ‘
less adequate than fo,ster parents who dc-Tot. ! similar .

att:.tudes.' Theor:.sts 1n chlld development and soc1allzatlon . .

v T

‘are in, general agreement that chlldren are better prepared ,

in- personal:.ty deVelopmenr,’, and tﬁe ablllty to handle\ 1nter-' '

. [ U :. Co '
personal 1nteractions as a result of belng exposed i:o e a ’
- LM SRUETNE
parent:.ng where perm1551 chrld-rearlng att.Ltudes prevall. T

i ,.suggested that foster chlldren may not be soc1allzed

T 1 N
k: manner th.ch adequately prepares them to funct:Lon as




\1'

\

‘o

' A group of foster parents 1n St John s was elelected to

&4

”,

capable, emotJ.L)nally mature adults. Since the majority

of foster chlldren in Newfoundland .are malntalned ‘in foster
home care, the p0531bility exlsted that they were !ﬂemg
exposed to an inadequate sociallzation process wh:Lch cQuld
be reflected in the foster parents' child—rearing attitudes.
study thelr chlld—rearmg attitudes in order to determ:l.ne

J.f this problem ex:.sted. Agency soc:.al workers Were asked'
to rate the foster parents in thekstudy group as bemng ‘edther
more or leis adequate. Hav;.ng two groups, :Lt was poss:.uble
to exa.mlne for any dlfferences between them in chlld—rearmg

attitudes.

- Six scales each from the Parental Attltude Research

>

Instruments———Mother Form and Father Form, were used to.

~me

examme the foster parents chlld—rearlng attitudes. Crltics

- have asserted that these 1nstruments are more approprlately

i

uséd w1th mlddle and upper class people s:ane they are’ more

educated and would more readily understand the statements

in the scales (Becker & Krug, 1965) . Thex wrlter was" unaware
-

A ¢ !

t:.me they were selected as a stusiy group. ) Furthermore, ’

, oriticfs had acknowledged the 1nstruments" usefulness An

‘-.,.foster parents 1n’the study

Y ~ T

breaking new ground'in the examn.nat:l.on of parentai chlld-
E :

~rear1ng attltudes.. A demographlc questlonnalre was also

~ e

" used to collect data :Ln order tq present a proflle of the C’bl

e AN v

Data collectlon ocJurred

' e Ly

. ‘--

of the educatlonal levels of the foster parents at the o .




v * CN

. - . . - .
- . )
X )

’ through "persorj'al interviews. The dita .were__,analyz_ed using .

descriptive étatistics.' : Examinat»ion of . a total'- popﬁlation' oy
. ] . T e )
.‘precluded the use of mferentlal statlstlcs -as well as

lt‘, Wt : : )
:

. N o

SR . génerala.zatlons from the ‘E:Lmdn;gs,

\
-, . I3 .|.l

L. . .

g Data analys:.s revealed that demograph:.c character-—- K .""
- 1st1.cs of foster arents studled were s:.milaxj”to thoserf -l_ 6 ‘
.}:. R ’ foster ;::arente 1n Amerlcan and Brltlsh studJ.es (Fanshel, Tor
| ) 4" ) : 19n6'6 ‘Par}cer, 1966)'. {' The majorlty had not graduated’from K . L
. " ‘ ‘hng‘jh school' only 5 per cent of the foster fathers~were f

) - I B X ’ ¢
«  Jtin professmnal pOS.'!.thnS while another 40 per cent were.
o . ) 'J_n skilled’“occupatlons. " About 43 per cent were in the

~ . o+ sl 00Q. =00 - $15 000, ,00- :anome range. The remelmder were.,

A found on elther 51de of th:.s range, with 30 per (:ent earn:;ng

o
2

” L ! zl-ncomes beyond $li, 000 00 per year. N:Lnety per cent of the

vl " - a-.

* A foster 'famJ.lJ.es owned thelr homes.-\ The majorlty of fosfer

IS [ N

" ,' '

‘ . parents tended to orlglna‘te from large famll:Les in rural
‘

R areaT and have large famllmes themselves. " Yotngexr foster
parents -tended t0\ be Jin - the more adequate group, as rated

by socxal workers. ST S f s S

. - ] LS . T
l K o

Foster parents ralted .as- 1ess adequate by social

.

s

workers dld reflect a tendency QtO “be more restrlc’tlve than
: L e .
Tk . more adeqLate foster pa!rents J.n\ thelr chlld-rearlng att-::.tudes s

-

Speclf:.c fm‘d:l.ngs for each' hypothems teated are reported

as fol lowe.




."' ,

. Encodragn.ng Verbala.zatmg

e
3

The hypothes;s stated that more adequate foster
parents dilsplay a greater tendencyd t.o ‘be permiSSiveﬂn.n \‘ -

emrd'hragmg verbal:.zat.wn then would less adequate faster

v . o . . \“_ o ‘. . .-*_ ) L ,'. . N i N >
SR parents. S e e
b L e - EE ST ; : : o . - R PR . .
l S " o More adequate foster parent,s! as a gro 'y dld

dlSplay a greater tendency than,less adequate foster f'

parednts o encourage verballzatmn in ch:.ldren.. Th::.s was

u

also true for foster mothers when exam:.ned as a subgroup

-

of the more adequates, and the subgroup of: moz:e adequate

' fathers. ,,The hypothes:{s was. accebtbd . o

= . v : . . . - . 0 . [}
A . . ‘ -~

\ ‘ (I\ . . ) - . f ‘;§.
' R Breaklnq the ChliTs Ifl o L ) '

:."‘-f S T ' The hypothesn_s stat.ed that less adequate foster o ‘; - ;:,’_-};

'.'~'§~ “ o parents d:Lsplay! a restrictive att:.tude 1nd1cat1ve of S T
.Y N PR L R

v breaking the chlld' w111 to A greater extent than '‘mdrd,

L
° .

*

adeQuate foster par/énts' .- o ; '._

! o '\-

T,

o . oo Less adequate fostee' parents, as a group,'dld ’ " C e
S S T v Lo
o L 1ndecate a. greater tendé/ncy than mone adequate foster S

- K ¥

. parents toward author tarlan attLtudes :LndlcatWe of T

’ .

r . . PR .". E
breakmg the chJ.ld's w111.- As subgrougrs the less ' e f . ,

adequate mpthers and- fathers alsg xhlb:x.téd a greater - o : ""-;": ¥ B
',‘_ 1 . — S . _'_/e - . "..I . )"“:l.’-’;* ‘
Clae e tendency toward restrictivenesa than d:x.d subgroups oﬁ T T

N ' .

more adequa‘te mothers and fathers. ’l‘he hypothesis was'

: . accepted ..




childz/en to a greater exten,:'

parents .- B

accepted. e

More adequate foster parents as a gro
/ display a greater tendency than\less adequate/ foster parent
to have equalitgrian attitudes.

' more adequate mdthers were shown as more, permissive dn this

W

scalé" than 1ess adeqt}ate mothers. As subgrbups,_mog -
" adequate fa,thers were less permissive on this scale than ;

» the less adequate fathers.

Excl\ding Outs:.de Influences l, :‘, R

was accepted. L

than less adequater
u/p, did not f

As subgroups however .

'I'he -hypothesis was not fully
e N

: ‘ The hypothesis stated that less adequate foster /~ _
parents dZisplay a restr:.ctlve attitude of excltudihg outSLde
influences in then_r children s lives to a greate,r extent
than more adequate foster\pa.tfents..‘, R
o ' Less adequate foster parents, ‘aé a.group, dld

indi'cate a restrictive attitude of excluding outside 1nflu—: .
ences to a greater exten,j:
As sEgr\oups, both 1ess adequate mothers and fathers éywere
Yound to 1:;e more restr:.ctive on thJ.s scale than equivalent

subgroups :m th‘e more adequate foster parents.

t\han more. /adequate foster parents.,g S

The hypothes .'LS




'3'5.'712'3ff7'.tirgé'ffComradeship and,Sharing\ "-i:e‘ ;%‘ 5;‘447*”;4 LEPY

'ffirThe hypothe51s stated that more adequate foster ﬂ 3i.h‘

L8

/

:1_parents demonstrate permissive attitudes toward\comradeShip .
,,\. . Y

and\sharing to a greater e;tent than.less adequate foster N

_:,'..‘:. '_ _— . : .:" .- - ~ ,_‘l ‘ parents. o ‘.x ,\ 1 ‘ r’ v - I - - ; ., ‘..‘.:: ‘* : .' . : . L
e :g'_. More adequate foster parents, as a group, dld not;}’
. o ENNCRNE

”=75j:?:i' demonstrate a. greater tendenpy than less adequate fdster L

-'-7J€%2h?' : parents toward comradeship and sharinq\‘ As a subgroup,\;”i

however, more adeguate foster mothers did show a greater,,w-_fﬂh

. e

tendency thaJ 1ess adequate foster/mothers toward\permis?3"

'siveness'on this sdale.; The more adequate fathers were

'-‘. . \ L : .‘

found to be less permissive than the less adequate foster

Iif":. fathers.i The hypothe31s was not fulIy accepted :i;j7{f

S *3f'“\' e L el AT
O Suppression of Sex vg~ff5” ~j,nJi ” :;q-w.,. T
. ’.' . . ﬂf '. \_ - / \ R : , . _' L ) —' .’

. T
'parents 1nd1cate a restrictive attitude of suppressing sex

I . \ Tl \ e

_;f‘,”,5{>pj“jzknow1edge on: their children s\behalf to a greater extent

. : . .. -
Y . f - i

.'-.‘ry ;f);: fthan more.adequate foster parents. }f\*g\f

e ;f:f}'"f,«3;2'1~,-rj' Less adequate foster parents, as a\group, dld dis-fﬂt'ﬁ
PR --:\ , L ;"'. Lo, = l'.“".: .
. o gplay a greater tendency than/more adequate foster parents

ﬁﬁto be restrlctive 1n their attitude toward suppression of
L N2 ~\
"}dex. As subgroupS/ less adequate fathers and mothers showed

. thls tendency to ah even greater degree than when combined. O

- R I
;321-:7_>The hypothesis was accepted T
el u~:.*"ﬂ~-»- Ly
. -\- i ) o /
IR S : J
’./ s :“‘ . \ < - ‘
) § g : N \ ’l ;
. PR K ]
- - 1 . ST :

v \ W - '-.'.'. ;! ] '

The hypothesls stated that less adequate foster - j'gTEf“

coNG T S

.‘ \\' -
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PR

- soc:.al workers, displayed an overall tendency to be more

Concl usions

The conclusmns resulting from this study are as

:.\ N < b '_.- .- . "'-1 ', - . e . .

'_ fol. mf&"" T A AT RN A :

R

1-. Examination of demographic characteristics displayed

. : "g

by foster parents J.n the study group serve to verify the g

e

foJrl‘owing.- They resemble foster parents in s:.milar studi(es

which atook place in: Britain and the United States (Fanshel,‘ IR

L : )
1966 Wakefo’rdf 1963) .. Similaritles exist in their soc:.o-

economic characteristics, number of siblings, 1n hav:.ng

sen

| or:.g:.nated predominately irom rural areas, and in having

/

large families. They are also a relatively stable grOup

in terms of remaining 1n the one place for long periods.of

/ time (Babcock, 1965) / o \ {f
K .. / BN PR - . A \ , I.
Toet _2. Foster pafrents as a group,.and as subgroups of

fathers and mothers, who were rated /as less adequate by
R E

authoritarian in their child rearing attitudes than dld

foster parents rated as more adequate. Th,is may indicate '

that foster children placed in their care are being exposed

~,

to an. 1nadequate socialization process.l Foster children

" br:.ng a variety of problems wrth them when they enter the B

fostering processV(Maas, 1969 MacIntyre,. 1970) These )
c:ould be undoubtedly compounded .'Lf they also have to c09e.
w1th ad]ustment rn a foster placemsnt s:.tuat:.on w;xere S
parenting attitudes are restrictive, implying a c0ntrolled. '-

dependency creat:.ng and unloving experience for the foster’;f

L i . P
T A ot ' B e S o '
. : /' . S & ' o
. / . :‘:

.\

B LT T T L LI Il . VI AT R .. S
T By R PR N ket L IS Rt ATERTR L s b



‘l"p->_

\the study it was observed that' foster fathers tended to
| be un:.nvolved in the foster/lng process._;_ It would seem,

"7"'V";'therefore, that most“'of"“the foster chlldren 's. interaetions

displayed more r/estricb:,ve and less bermissive chlldpreating

W
¥

',,

e

.,".5jj:'-presence, she mu,s/t}abrcome the most /sn.gnificant adult to the
. 4 . .

- foster children \\/ Her/ restrictn.ve attg:udes will have a:

'»negative effect hot’ only on’ the children s emptional

' ‘_vd\evelopment, but on the:\.r perceptions as\ how to Valuate _‘7'.'-

R .-and anticipate adult behaviour ‘in a/family (Brophy, 1977;

. _.'Parsons & Bales, 19155) U

- the observatlon that the auajor:.ty of foster

[0
\ -
&q,"l‘ ' A

| '4, The greatest tendency toward restrictiVeness 1n '

- child-rearlng attitudes was d:.splayed by the subgrbup of h

. l_ess ,adequate foster fathers., This factor, coupJ/ed w1th

1,
I

thers in both

'more and 1ess adequate groups tend to be awa' from home /l a

K often, and uninvolved in the fostering process, must create

"concern about the foster child 8 soc:.alization. therature/

g on the family, Chlld care, and personallty development

Ve

emphas:.zesthe need for the nﬁrolved presence of the father
; as .1mportant 1n aiding a Chlld s healthy development, |

"_-“'emotlonally and soc:.aIly (Johnson & Medlnnus, 1974 Lynn,

' "5': 1974). ThlS 1s part;rcularly true for boys who/will benefit

.;:from the enabling presence of a father figure, making less :

L

\‘

| . attitudes than the more adequate f,oster mothers. During ie

‘A ,are occurring w:.th the foster mothers. 4 By the foster mother s
SN .

LY

e . ‘ RN ' ,e - - - . K T . .‘ ‘ b _. Lo RN 1, T
. R - S RN e ..: N Ve ./. T b -‘ | . ) .

T P As’a subgroup, the~ ].ess adequate foster/mothers e



| P B / i ,/.'"'L’:"‘v' n.._ __',\. ’ -
R . . . N . . . “ . - - . L T
“ L Che . ST . o S 1. . o [ S N

L V'_difficult their progress in Sex-like and s'exual ident.ifica— S
. - . .'_'jvtion (Green, 1976) Whe;e the foster father appare/ntly; r .;_‘.
- EN ‘2

Plays a minimal ro,le 1n the lives of foster children, _ ‘é ,

cL R the conclusion can be drawn that they are rtceiving less Co } .'/

' / than adequate pai'en;ing, creating difficulties in their )
- overall s%cialization process. —F 9 .
| / M . ': L 5./ Social workers, who rated foster garents in this .

study, appear capable of making accurate auessments as to

-m‘ the adequacy of foster parents :ln their Q) seloads._ This - ,
/ ‘:'-l..-,J.B supportive of similar observations {n tudies by Fanshel
A I ) D
'}-. R /) (196[6) and Trasler (1960) However, the‘y were aided in Sl T e
.. B N S s e S

making their judgements b% the use of 'the Foster Parents' -

P ,.Global Adu&uacy Rating Tcale which prOVided specific LIV P

l o criteria on which to base ratings.f, Observation thheir
S apparent rating capabilitty is suppo{gted in the study 'S ‘.;-y ;‘ \

-fihdings./ Foster parents rated as less adequate by social B " /}l

& /:.- ":workers did demonstrate a tendency to be more restrictive

_ ,
: A profile of foster&parents demographic characteristics i -ff, _
,:_-'"'\_-_.indicated that, less adequate foster parents t/ended to be
) R less educated, older, and had féwer skilled occupations than /
- T P
R the more adequate foster parents While 1ittle educa‘tion,._
.' . --?.'_-aging, and/ unskilledﬁoccupations do not imply inadequacy,
. ": e foster parents WJ.th these characteristics would have more ":,
difficulties in coping with the variety of difficult inter- e
L S personal interactipns presented by children needing foster
) : ., . S u‘ - oL o .\ -_~_ ';',’-A'I" o - o ~ LD
Lo T R <
: .' w f } o

.
o e 1) € AN KL BT R g e N b et e by
S T S M AR e ?




S '. - : f care This :.e)'aupported- tc: some extent by‘w the "3a5¢“6‘ck':i;-."-' o T '-"f'- :
o o (1965b) stﬁﬂy. B ,"_ e e '

..’.,' Vel k . , .

4._,,"
o

o o _ It must be noted, however, that éome bias may have o
: ‘ T A ».-.-_‘-‘ ’ ..4- \ e - '.' S ' ) ".

4 -
existed in rating foster p/atents as either more or less - S -
w adequate, 'n add}tion to that already noted in the method-./ A

43‘) Soc:.al workers who rated the foster parents SRR
Rk S :-weré a younger group, the average being about 30- years of A
| '*--‘-age..-. It is posaible that these younger soc:Lal workers

ten/ded-.to identify wath, and pe}:ceive th/e/ younger foster

,,...,:". 'l B
o] mothers—as more adequate because of age proxim:Lty. Theyﬁ- Sl e

D rated 23 of 31 foster mothers under 40 years of age as ,' ) "

: ,'/'.._,""‘.-j-'.”.' be:.ng more adequate,. And 16 of the 21 foster fath rs under v R
o ":'_' / B 40 yéa,rs were sm)ilarly rated. . An opposite trend was . N o '.
: e R h observed in the ratings for foster parents Who We“re 50 'I“
\ . | years o/f age and over (see 'I'ables 10 and/ ll, pp.l 65 and 66). ;)
) , L 1\""\1-',' Research .should continue ‘in the area of child”- ' ;-' T

e A s T rearing attitudes maintained by foater parents,- especially BT

1 S . / “_ . A ‘. L
o / o '_ to determine /1~f they are sz.milar, or" d:.fferent to otherw:l.se R TR S

cOmparabIe nonfoster families.\\ s i ; '-‘.: i «'L,"',". / AT A
Rt " S S A AN TS
';'2"..- A study to determine how much time social workers / -

g " - :-j.-?- spend w:Lth less adequate foster parents 'compared w1.th the n -
7/ ' /more adequates,' would be useful . Soc1a1 workers, :Lnfluenced

- X A s 2
L - - N o ‘. .. N
' - Y - [

by their personal blas values, a.nd preferences, may tend

£ . to spend more time wz.th you.nger and better qualified foster L

: . . ..."\. R T s . e - ,_,.- . o R R TR . LR

“"' - ..‘. i ':.... . - ’.--:‘. ..‘.Iq ' " =
N - \V‘ ; - . /:" . ‘ l: -‘. B . “‘

i C k A e Ly

r « - A A

-} - . _,A " . ',-,‘

qeE A



.
o o .
Tam ’ v
- ’ e
e . ! a
. N P
LY . ! " . ‘
‘ . ] »
‘ .. .

S S 3 pafents.,'--' At the same tilma,' it ie probably the 1 c)e
R qualified fostér paren't who heeds the soqial worker 8

¥ of childhood

help and influence in gaimin'g’ u’ﬁlderstandi"

e - (velopment and pArent-child, interpersonai' elationships./
",' 1t

- ',f, ately, it is’ the foeter child_ whp benefits frox;\ the
. . 10c1a1 worker s ~activ1ties to improve child care standards .-
."'* . -, \ _l,-.._.-:'\ .,'.‘ -_ s ) .'.‘,‘," Lo .'.. ,,,' P . .
% in fpsten parehting./ R L P S U

d - '. ok o - . o ‘

//", we 3. There :Ls a. need to" determine the effectiveness of
dot e T H" ; '. ‘ /,-'- . L

o :.;.'""-? the foster father s role. Impress;.ons obtained while doing

1

to be uninvolved in foster family 1ife.,‘ Ma Y. are. aWay fr€m
o .
homelnearly“ all the time, holding down two ﬁpbs. . 'l‘his

" o absence, coupled with the tendency for less adequate foeter :

P o

: L S
fathera to be authoritarian,\must combine to haVe 'a negative ,’
L effect upon childrenoin foste}: care. SRR . | BN
R \ /4.' 'I‘he foster parenting process has tended to excludé

/
the foster father.‘ Thie was ppparent 1n this study where

R many fathers wondered at the interviewers' interest 1n them,
w - ~:‘ .. ) -
and appeared to be subsequent}ly flattered They ment:.oned
o e

S ".“-I'.l-."'. often that it w‘as “the wife who haﬁ all to do"‘with the

Nl - foster°children, no{: them.. Simil/arly, rseveral fofater - _
I _'; mothere WOndered at the intereét this study had in foster '

REE @ 'father\s' ;[t would be useful to determ.ne how much timé

3

/r SOClal workers spend/with foster ’fathers' on a professional

' _'," ".—'_{' bas:x.e, once the init:.a], contacts, prior to llcensi

,‘ - home,. have been completed. . .'b.
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":.,?' quallty o’f parentlng for children placed in. thege/ homes. ' SR

: :'/

2

I other community provided familial supports“- '

[Coneideration ahould be glven to researoh ,a:.méd at..

exploring the alterhati,ves to foster the care. 'rha.s study :

/e Pl
found that 42 5 per cent of the foster parents irﬂ the R
population exam:.ned were rated as leea aﬁequate by the ," '
"‘agency social workers.- One-thxrd of all parente were over
ARE '

"'50 yea/x;s ofﬂe, ,Th:Ls 1s suggestlve of difflculty in

j:-obtammg enough adequate 'hom'es. to tﬁ‘e po:mt where the '

',":-'agency has 8 set/tle for les‘s adequ,ate, implymg an inferior i

[ By

Reseaa:ch could play a role ‘J.n de erm?ning how many

e

fostér@:?ildren may haVe been apreve/nte/d fro:n going into care /

’. e :Lf thelr natural families had had supports stzch as day care

XS

facillt:.e omemaker servmes, 'family counselling, and

iy RSP
.

—. 6. A study of alternative child care w:.thin the foster-

s

J.ng aystem could bé of bfenefit to the foster chlld. Many

foster parents form attachments to chlldren who are :Ln

long—term care and free for ad0ptlon. ' Slnce ‘the: Sta/te has -
to pay fgra foster care, what beneflts could accrue 1f

"

where feasxbae, tﬁe foster home paymente were to become C
avallable to subsidize an adoption by the’ foater parent? -

Concern abouw term flnanc:.ng of a chlld's care may \

s

prevent many foster parents from adopting th J.r foater chlld

wher-e such a.n opt:lon lS avaliable.. Adoptn.on, although
subsnd;,zed, could brmg great securlty to the child and
//

foster parents, ellmlnating t’,‘he fears o£ both regarduw /
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1£1permanany implle(d';.n ahy f.oster care\situation. '3"',

Ve T w}:A,. research study to dateruune the feasib lity of‘
- P - ..".»_.i_. ! N o

‘( the use\of contracts .within the fo_ 'er carL syatem would

: N U','{_ .- 1also befu\seful This ‘15 'an ‘arran'g ent- whereby a foater

\ggrent (Liﬁna*an agreﬁment to be responsible for a foster

<

the child ah Well as the knowledge that there is someone,x

apart From agency, jwho J.s responsible for him. 'rhe

benefic ial ef

;,--j,-_;_.‘_ \child's ove\rau.weu being. : This provides a/ security for o

'cts are prmarilyﬂpsychologida;\: yet— this '..'t

s
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. M
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L | This. informatron is part of,a research project belng cona.
. “i ducted by graduate students- at.the School of [Social Work,
; -Memorial Un versety. -In this study we are interested in

:'Vpurposes only .V"fj".i AR |

. . . . -',. - . .o .o
? . . LN A R v
IR ST P S U AP
" . S . .

hngoster Parents' Name O U e RO
""‘,?Address *¥V{f”tdfﬁ.f.;}?f

"';iPhone Numbeﬂ

“:one rating for each statleme

‘understandl g more aboud the "attitudes,: behaviours and:

. \satisfactions of” foster - paf@nts. In order to do.so, it is

ifirst- neceSsary to rate each of your foster families. We

ould like you to complete the follﬁwing questlonnarre'for" h

each of the regular foster homes in your district: While

e have asked you to give the name, address and telephone

aire will be -maintained- 1n confidenc

and used for research

- umber of each foster: home, .your answ;rs to ‘this questlbn-:

years

Yo7 | B .

”:Pleape compleye one - questlonnaire/for each foster hOme.

& Length of Time Fdstering “ﬂ"“f

‘The
’following statements have 4 posslble,ratrngs.“ Please circle o
The rating. you, circle should'

. best represent 'your ‘overall " ratlng of the statement as it
applles to thls partlcular foster home. .j L )

i /-n' . . e . - -
S e r,:a ;:: RN RN

J-EMOTIQNAL MATURITY oF THE FOSTER PARENTS 3\&;f;'# “

’fThls statement is deflned as the foster parents ablllty
‘ . to love, give and- take; “the. ablllty to ‘cope with-day to’
.-+ day problems; flexlblllty and exerc1se of’. good- judge—'i~

JmentJ adequate enactment of one's social roles; .
.acceptance of all one's weaknesses and strengths;

_.rcapaclty to form satisfylng 1nterpersona1 relatlonshlps.?fiﬁ

f-: . . ,- N . /"" ’
. R . - .
. ', . »

Average to - Average to

Above ‘ Slrghtly ve SIlghtly Beloﬁ f :Belbmfj*'i .
. jAverage ,fjﬁ Averag , ;;.:=. AVerage -, ./Average

o P T
e -
n;

"fABILITy-oF FOSTER PARENTS TO UNDERSTAND AND ACCEPT

S

j_?NATURAL PARENTS 7 .- .;,..<,

J;This may/be expressed by the 5oster parents by thelr:‘“
;. indicating that they vieg/the natural parents as normal
?f‘;people, temporarlly unable to- cope, that the foster—
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PR . s
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-

/&_ - child may eventuallytreturn to the natural pafentsv
L

. by their encouraging foster child’ to malntain a 1oyalty

. /._‘ _.' 2 % g \

toward the natural parents..

B

v

Above )
Average

Y

Average .

B - " -j -S-E;.-.‘ .I '

Ve

Average to XY L
Slightly Above o

Average to

Average

I .
PRV d - v

”Slxghtly Below

'f/%i‘

.‘Below

NEEDS OF THE CHILD

Emotiona

.-'.’-

vtb._ d

eedﬁiare deflned as giv1ng th

3l amIniy o JOSTER PARENTS TO MEET THE EMOTIONAL S

hild 1ovew

- ‘Average.’

"and warmth, .enhancing. the child's feellngS‘Of self---"‘

- R
L - #,

ﬂ;{;‘}gilﬁ

"}_-:-;~‘ AVerege

e,

©

+. Average - Average

. TR '.‘”'\-.
ce T Aver ge ‘to
v :Abovéﬂ:/

. "'1'

S Avenage to
'Sllghtly Abovel '

;_,worth' developing child's socially acceptable behavlour:

:- t N

p-u_'
iy .

slightly: Below.J

Avérage

’ .
’ ~
o > .
. . n a~t
roY - v P Ty . - . .- e T _‘.
it “ L ~ . Lot b EYE .
. . - .t LT v . o Los ' o
R . P LT .. -

he CAPACITY “OF. FOSTER RARENTS TO -BE CHILD CENTERED

‘71 f_-.;} RATHER THAN SELF—CENTERED EENT : .,f”

!7; his is® deflned as’ the abllity to aCCept the Chlld fOr
S hls own self, rather than' a means of fulfllllng ‘own
f?'~_‘"'ineé&3- for example, do fostér parents.more.often talk

“abbut their own wishes, needs, pr
the ch;ld ‘do. they use the words,
v A f’ qulte a lot. \'

ety

lems, than thosq of’
ome, yove and chlld,-g

B, . . . L

. - te »
LI . ! '

[

“u .

RS Abbve -
Avefage ;

o . B A

'E;S:w

: rage ‘to -
Sllghtly Above

*3 5119

Average to

age

ly Below”

ABILITY OF FOSTER PARENTS TO MEET THE PHYSICAL

NEEDS OF THE CHILD

. PR Average to " Average to. Wi
. ... Above Sllghtly Above‘ﬁ Sllghtly BelOW‘_' Below« o
R Average R Average P Average Average

. v PR . .. . /. L ) . . lew :‘

e e /’ G el . Tl
e ;“‘ e . ., . ) _ M . .; 'ﬂ} U

A

These are deflned as clothing, fobd, housrng, giv1ng
.(’,1 proper attention to medlcal needs.;,'

‘Below
- "'Average-

o




V' Average

RN }Verage;T

':fof reasons fox- slqwness in t01Iet tralnlng, bed= " A
- wétting, ‘or hypersactivity; an’overall readiness .to =

ABILITY OF FOSTER PARENTS TO MEET THE CHILD'S

IﬁTELLECTUAL[NEEDS 1 R ¢ . Lo .T;

_-'_., —

\Examples of thlB are represen y foster parents' T
efforts- to’ prov1de the ¢ d:w nhew learning experi—
ences /éipressing ‘interes in‘hls school . progress-

| ﬁncouraglng t?e child ln learnlng new tasks. CREZ

r~

Average to_
Sllghtly Below
' Average

.. Average to" e
Sllghtly Abpve
.‘Average :

LI

ABbve Below .

;/.

PRI T f’ -u:tuv_.' - .“*Z -*.r .g_x;“f,i{:ﬁ?:.y‘iyﬂe
ABILITY oF FOSTER 'PARENTS 70 UNDERSTAND, .ACCERT, .. . " .

D C PE WITH DI.F RENT CHILDHOOD BEHAVIOURS

Can foster parents 1ndependently evaluate chilé s~ N
"behaviour, -for-example,*do ;they 1ndicate an . awareneSsia

. ‘accept. chlld's behaviour .at various ages and stages
of hlS’development.v_'[ﬁj L e A

. . . S . . P
. ,. . .. g .

T e '77. Average to.:

~ Above . Sllghtly Above

- Average AVerage
T :'

. Average to_ TN
) Slightly-Be}dw
4Average "

'.:‘x,. B
O .

Below
Average

SATISFACTION WITH FQSTER PAREN;I ROLE

: : x,_-lf;:;:uﬁ_ .;-;-.? :

oster parents may express thls 1n mak;ng p051t1ve
comments -about;: their” relatlonshlp w1th socxal'worker,
(agency),.py 1nd19at1ng that they enjoy meeting \ ‘
challenge of difficult tasks -in-fog terlng, “of! ‘being .
"able to serve the’ communlty (Hunianity) . in fostering; . ;
'exﬁre351ng fasc1nation at’. watchlng chlldren growﬂupa.

s R . e s .
N

. Average to Te
L Slightly Below
-”Average.w‘-'“

_',j kf%' Average to ,f1
Above Sllghtly Above
Average ffu"

..Beibﬁ
Average

Averageffi"f
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Using youﬂ/foster home 1ndex cards, please d1v1de
your fosger parents 1nto two groups, hav1ng approx1mately
the same number in each One group should represent those

"fbster,parents’who, at thls polnt in- time, have been above

- - NN

average oriaverage to slightly above aVerage in overall
" P

parents whose perfOrmance is aVerage to sllghtly below_,a;.

oot

'n each foster home 1n each group.ﬁ-fﬁiﬁfnf uJ;lf

.....
‘ -

Adequacy Scale should best represent your overall ratlng

e

as It applies to a partlcular hom:g;\ / '.V

'f y For example. Statement ‘N er ‘one on' the Scale.

N EMOTiONAL.'Mp{TURiTv OoF l"’OSTER" PA—REN'P'S"' L

RE R - g - N T - R

- . L . . » '- /§ i e T, ' .
oo R Referrlng to the deflnltrsn just below thls state— :
. . -t / . -

.b,,-fl ment you may determlne that the foster parents in a,f‘ :T'l

. = . [
[} » H

LT " _.... /‘ :
oL ;: partlcular home may be able to cope qu1te well on a day

to day basls, requ1r1n9.an above average ratlng for that

. ~.

; ' L However, they (or one of the foster parents) may have

}fy“ R difflculty 1n formlng satlsfylng 1nterpersonal relat1onsh1ps,

. v ..w

,{f_.-fi o or a. weakness in some other akea outllned 1n the deflnltion.

In that case the overall ratl g would then be less than

/<,l e above average : perhaps requrring an average to sllghtly
. - Lo B I

'above average rat1ng,,de%end1ng on your 3udgement of the

cs overall adequacy 1n regard to Ehe foster parents matchlng
__ . o ‘ ,

v ' o \ Lt -

P T S VRN PRPL A IS . . LR - S rea

performa/Ee., The other grouplng shOuld contaln those foster~ﬂ

f_f average or helow average., Then, please complete a question-f? L

- "
.,\:,-.._

.



e o c — : . ' .
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with the 'defin,ition) given for this particular-scale.
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The follow;ng is the outllne of the Foster Home ,ﬂ.‘ - "f,if"
Application PrOCedhre (selection criterla) as stated ...
in the Policy-Manual maintained.by the' Chﬂ Welfare . - ;"fn“ﬂt ,
ivision, Department of- Social. Servlces, G;ﬁernment ST F A
.of Newfoundland. .Reproduced erewith’ is all of ,-':" L
Section. 233. oﬁ the POllCY Manual, Rev1sion No. 282='

DI . s [ e T YL
] : Lo T -
. Tt T L

October 1976. S A N R R R _.o_..fl_z'f'
LT u . --“,. i R

233 Foster Home Appllcation Procedure ﬂlrtisihﬁﬁ

. .. are neéded by-foster parents iand’ they are'folj;*'

s ke .- . .
T e 0T

.l Inltlal Contact Flﬂ ,,;~

When prospectlve foster parents qéntact a .
/Soc1al Worker -to | ffer their’ services: to” carej,a”
for children. he should discuss very carefullyf”?'
:? "and’ thoroughly with them the meaning,- purpose}‘ﬁ
and—resp0n51b111t1es ‘of. ﬁosterfhome care,-. .
‘Unless ‘it is very ;nconvenient/ arra gements’ 15
should bé made: for: both,prospectlve oster
- parents to-be intérviewed in- the'office. lf
the appllcants appear ‘to have qualltles whlcﬁ

offerlng a ‘home for ‘the types of’ chlldren
for which’ fosten -homes” are - needed,.they
should/be given ‘the Appllcation‘for a Chlld,‘ L
. (form 8=607, Revised. 10-170) . to be completed . “{\”
in- trlpllcate and returned to the-Socxal "j“;”
WOrker..-.,. D e . /‘. _— ‘514:°'

1 o - (o

3

It is to be expectéd that not all appllcants ,
will be considered suitable.foster ‘parents..
They may”haVe ‘proved to be excellent _parents’ -
'in ‘caring for their own children ‘or, if’ th_y]“?
~have ‘no childreén of .their own, .they ray be -~ *.-- . .
“.considered. c1tlzens that any communrty would“-i;ﬁ
- be ‘quite proud of; hOWever,‘lt mustibe .. o
recognxzed that such appllcants may.. not ':f;ﬁt}ﬁv
~ possess. quallties which* are necessary in- . oo
:'providing care for. other’ parents. 'chlldren. e Tt e
. Whén “such. appllcants have their' application* S
rejected and request -an’ explanatlon for- ‘the. ~ 7" .
dec1sionr'it ig- ch51dered advisable “that =---.-
o the ‘Social Worker.should explaln to “them the j .
. reason for not avalllng of thelr serv;ces <

g ag foster\parents.-; PR T
,2 s pportrng Documents~ ;;ff.ef.p .jff::;g:ﬂ;jfﬂf.ﬁ;jf*.“
: FolloWing receipt of . the appllcatlon ‘the™ ,,__"‘, P

Soc1al Worker must VlSlt ‘the home and complete_j_-gg‘

\; . N .
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- ..3 Foster Home Study

AN .:r‘

very carefully the Foster Home gtudy.\ it
-i8 easential that both' parents, -and .children -

lo- where th:.s su, pra_ct:..cal,, sheuld be’ inter-' - ,

v1ewed T

-t

'I.‘he followmg supportlng documents are A
requ:.red )
*(e)'- Proof of date of bJ.rth and ‘of marriage
. '“gshould be’ geen by the Social Worker.

e / » and J.nformation/ transferred to Verifi-
.o~ .cation of Birth. and Marrlage (:Eorm
B-614) S R

(b) A Medlcal report is: requlred for all
members of-the household wfu.ch :anludes
-a.chest 'x-rdy.. The applwants are’ .
"_- respons:.ble for. obtalning these documents
. ‘at -their own expense. If it.-is known -
..early in -the application proceSs that
applicants may- not qualify. as ..foster ,
- parents.-for any reason, they should- ‘be:

TR

"to obtaln medlcals.

LN

(c) 'I.‘hree references (form 8- 608) are’ re-»-."

' -_"/f woe quired and wheréver possible: one. of these

L “'should be- from the applicant ‘s own R
clergyman., The Social Worker should ,
-explain. to'. the appllcants that the- other
EwWor ,references should’ be from persons -
in<the community who are not related to ..

_the applicants -and who:are well- respected '

‘and ‘whose recommendat:.onsL would be’
e 1mpart1a1.- o : ; :

: (d) It is. 1mportant that a comprehenslve
, " 'and detailed home: study be: complete& on .-
Gt ,‘- ‘each foster. home appllcatlon .in order to
- “ properly evaluate the ability-of the

' children placed in their home. Thé:
~fol lowing outline ‘may serve as a gulde.
’“‘“'Other pertinent information, :which" the -
" worker feels would. be of. value, should
oo also be 1n(;luded.‘,’,. Y LI

,‘c-
L .

(a) Parental Hlstory O

e

« 7 of.birth of both peten_t,s. Descrlbe the

or

S

3 (25 IR LT

di:3couraged from mcurrmg/ any expenses v

', -applicants to provide adequate care for l.' ;

State t\he full name, bll’.‘th date and place




]

(d')f Env1ronment

childhood experiénced by both parents '
with emphasis on their relationships

with their own“parents and how they .were, -
.themselves, treated; foxé, example, dis-
ciplihe, The" employmen history of both -
‘should be included,: -as well as their- .
present - occupation and the . stabi,/litymf

- their present employment ‘Job satisfactlon.'

~should be gauged and if the wife 4is not
employed out51de the home, her concept
of her role ‘as a. hpmemaker and mother

should be described. Include the person— L

;Zty of ‘both’ parents in detall with -

. icular. emphasis on. their concern foz: L
L 9 children, their knowledge and: sens:.tivity

o children, -their "patience and Itolerance.
Is ‘the marital relationship a; stable one

' / " and how ‘ddes "each’view: thé . other as

. spousé and.as pirent? Do both. share—"’
responsibility for household chores and -

care ‘of - the children? -Who . J.B the disa;:".'-"."h

c:n.plmarian in the. family .and:what. is the:
" method ‘of° dlSClpllne JAre they .im: utual

agreement on. this topic ‘and are the e any
;. problems 1n kthis- area? .

‘
S )

~ T ' Ty

.(‘b) Other Persons in the Home_ :

lest all othe.r persons ‘in the home,

LY including thé. place of birth, date of

birth, :and the. relationship to the.family.
Describe all -of the natural children of
the foster famlly, including their . °
A personal::.ty, educational ‘achievement),
“‘ability' to.interact with othéer.children,.
knowledge ‘of -and: attitug'ie vtowards foster
‘care. Indicate whether' the children
‘have had .any  serious problems in the
.past, and if a. foster child’ comlng into:
‘the home ‘would be viewed 'as a threat. . . -
,WOuld jealousy be a- problem? -Ef there /.
are other- persons-living -in the home who
‘will be long—term\members of the household,

£

descrlbe their personality, their att:Ltude '

towards foster eare . and any chJ.ldren who

might ‘be placed 1n the home. R
N -

. _.p,

Describe the home, 1nclud1.ng the number
of - rooms ‘(specify which are bedrooms) , o
.the type of ating and llghtlng and the

A
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Sl . ™~ , plumbing. Indicdate the type of'. '

: PR ~ . furnishings and the standard of house~ .

I S : o hold management. Describe any indoor A
' : . and outdoor play area, - Is the home owned

. . ot rented? .. Describe the community and .

e e neighbourhood where the home is located™

ey . . : . .. and. the location w1th respect ‘to distance

- - . : YT from” school, medical fac:.lltles, and - , -~

church. L.
LT \_ 7

R AR _ S (d) Health and. Educatlon , .
. n}p adda.tlon to the }med:\.cal certlf:.cate o .,.f/
S e T L . and x-ray. report, 'the worker -should - .. ~~
S D A // S o describe; the fq.mz.ly 8. health background,
T B T TR U or example, any ‘instances:of’ medical
L T / S .“_ . 11lnesses. ' ‘Are.there any-health prohlems A
j SAEIEEN C L T ;" -' ‘in the" familkwhlch ‘would ‘limit. - the- S T T
B T T Cfamily's abxl:,ty to. care: for foster B
B N I TS A R children? IR R / g
SRR R S De5cr1be the educat:.onal ach:Levement of : /'-',
: A ae .+ 'each member ¢f ‘the family.-and, .if there - '
b : e _ 18 limited educativnal. achlevement aqutline
' v . " thé reasons for this. ‘Describe the:.r '

L . . . . : att:.tude towards educat:.on in geheral and .
o P o o - .whether they would be interested in helplng
BT I : . ... . children attain their highest poss;Lble
0 S _ L slﬁndard © Do they view education: as a
o T erequisite. for: boys, and girils equally?
- Are they” prepared to assist cHildren- w:.th
. . L -homewotk, v:.sn: the school for ,perlodlc L,
" repor+s? - Do’ they do thlS w:.th the:Lr own - " /
chrldren? s . .

L]

(e) '; Rel:.g:.ous Attltudes '

N T Indicate the religion of ali family members : :
,.-:/" . S ..~ - and whether they" are activek members of =~ - .o v
o o their rellglon., If the e 'is . a difference’™ : e
: . +in rellglon indicate 't e. religion::in which’
°any child - placed in, the home will be raised,
'What. is’their attitude _towar‘d religion-
) L '-';.generally and do they. feel” -religious
R >, ... . upbringing of children -is: sn.gnlflcant? . .
N . . = po:they attend éhurch wn.tah theit .own’ . T '
R S ~ * children? ~-Describe dny “unusual: practlces
. : . of their treligion which might make«them,
o "different from .others in the community.
- - . 'Are they tolerant “of :other religions.or do,
N they J.mpose J.nflex:Lble rel:_glous standards?
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(f) Community Standing

Do they take part in.community activities
~'and how are they viewed by the community -
-« as a whole? Would they be ¢onsidered

good examples for foster children? -

€ep] Income .

" Indicate all sources of income and the
- amounts. . Is "the income of: the parents

. on. Social Assistanceé?  Is. the, family able.
' /to budget well with their .income and ‘are.

L .they able’ to- functlon mdependently or wills: -. L

.t they rely on income from foster.:care?. Are
'_“"they willing .and ableé to prov1de extras -
S . ‘for-.children . in their: care? -How does’ [ "*: "

«oewho 70 thelir standard of llvmg compare ‘with ‘the
Co "‘.communlty ds a wholé?- .Does: employment take

- either spouse:away from home for: ‘long. perlods""' .

of - time .and," lf 80, does thls .cause any.
. 'problet\s? » L T . _
(h) Mo-t:'uvat‘ion ' : ' .

) K Th:Ls is. t most crucial - aspect of’ the !

appllcatlo ‘whereby the. wérker should -

mccurately describe the reasons why the

. applicants are 1nterested in’ becommg foster
)arents. - Are both- display:.ng an equal

.J.nterest .in becomlng foster parents and

'is one not'merely going agtong with the

/. othery Are all other members of the

_ household equally motivated? ‘Do. the

'__'appllcants demonstrate a. genuine love .for
'.chlldren? ‘Do’ they demonstrate’ patience, ,
tolerance, ‘and- understand:.ng fpr ‘a foster

.child? = Are ‘they fully aware of- their - role
as’ foster parents and are they able to.
love a’ chlld, care for him, and. help-

. "prepare him for returnlng hone ‘or for
.adoptlon? Do -they have a basicknowledge © -
of ' a child's development,. both phys:l.cally, -

.. .. intellectually,’ socially,/and emotionally? .
L, _ . Do they have practical ideds about’ how .to’
Co -handle the child-and are these ideas

& . 7 " “flexible or are they so.set that they.:

. would have difficulty accepting guidance -

m S and suggestlons from, the worker and other ' -

‘ profess:Lonals" What 1s the:Lr attltude
~ \ ‘L /

\ : _--stable and ‘is - ‘there. any ‘history of: dependence_t



s romtan

o

S Al

-towards foster care itself and. towards

.foster I:hn.ldren in general? . Is there any /"

" hint 'of the attitude of "welfare ch11dren"?

/I Do they see the foster child: as having

- ‘different values, standard and behaviour.

. patterns than their.own children and are
.they able to accept this or must the child
£0% into a pattern? 'Will they show patlence

- and.understanding-in helping a child to
".change; gradualiy, yet reta.;l.n his ,

- mdiv1duallty? g y ,

_:Are the foster parents awar of 'th'e",_ : S
,necesaity of” having. natural arents;- isit
» and. how. receptive are. ‘they. to this? "Do"

"'"-,..they ‘have "negativé feel:.ng/ towards parehté I

““who are. unable ~to . care .for their chlldren

the: chi Q? Are they: prepared to také the

-7 i 7child as if it were their’ewn? [Are they /
© ' ‘cdoperdtive with worker ‘and’‘willing. to - = °
.- ..work closely w:.th the: worker in endeavouring
. to. care for- ch:.ldren? "Will: they share = .~
problems ‘with the worker or ‘will they =~ =~ !
. conceal, theff - pretgnd they 'are not’ there
~or endeaVour to solve them by themsalves?

/
;

(i) Preferences and Expectations

\ -The worker and foster fam:u‘l.y should together
_.cons;Lder the: type, age, sex ;and number of = |
‘children best suited to the particular . \

- family, The foster. parents should - be'. —i
given -an, opportunity to ‘discuss in. deta:Ll
‘the, types of :children requiring. care, '

.. . the reasomns for .their being" in:care, . and’
\.. 'the problems these children may possibly -~
. have. . Both the foster: parents -and vorkKer

"\ should. s:.gnlfy .ag exactly as possible '

.the ‘types ‘of children thé foster home/ﬂrould

.. “'be best suited for.._The natural age spacing. K

should be con51dered, as well as the need ™,
L \%1 not. overwhelm new ‘foster. parents with ' -
v 1ldren who ‘have serious.problems. At

" the ' same ‘time /£oster parents should be’ . / o

encouraged and - supported in -taking a ch;n.ld
vith problems :Lf they have the ablllty td
cope w1th hlm. B coe e T .

AT AT, R [AYE RS R A

, -1 %child ‘for .any medicals and ‘Other. appoint- : ‘ S
LS mept }s ‘deemed necessary - to treat the/ ‘ ;'—.

\
e
5

— l‘-

"l

" 2% an@ wil]  these:attitudes bé conveyed o~ ,
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: License

"The Child’ Welfare Act, No. 37, 1972 Sec la.on
. 45, .enables’ Reglonal Directors to J.ssue, 3~
‘classﬂy, refuse to issue ‘and revbke a fo ter

.. Act :to” grant permlsslon for the boarding ofa
sendld, T T

!
!

When all. required documénts pertalnlng

to" the foster home appllcatlon have been

received, the worker will make an overall
recommendation as ta whether the home

- gshould be licensed and the specific;

" number of children for whom the. home '
.should be licensed. 'In all cases’ ‘workers

' - should be, truthful with- applicants advisn.ng

- them- of their recommendatlon, the reasons,

eta. In those rare instances where thls T

wonld - seem J.nadV1sable, consultation should

take place ‘with the’ Reglonal Directox and

-all: documents should- be ‘forwarded. to the
'-"Reglonal Director. for his decikion.; It

) _{g'.-_;"jshould be noted. thaj:fappllcations for " ,
"\" teceiving homes"should . be completed - J.n '

.- .eéxdctly tHe same: manner ‘but'with 41l

. -documents- belng ‘forwarded:through the:-
o\fﬁa.ce ‘of the Regional- Dlrector to the".
‘Director -of Child. ‘Welfare.  Licenses for .

“.receiving homes will'‘not exceed two child!r.‘en .

unless very except:.onal c:.rcumstances -
1ndicate otherw1se. e e '

] .

lome license. . He- -also -has authorlty under\t

,f."

4When an appllcatlon is approved, the 1lcense ,/
" should be issued on form 8-625 and ' sent'to’ the

appllcants with'a cover:.ng letter . (see Appendlx'

l.

will .obtain knowledge of a. situation which: may

“.}-constltute an illegal placement in accordance
. .with. Sectlon A5 of. the". Child- Welfare Act ™
,37, 1972. = Such placement should be dl'scus ed

~ A).. .When a license has. ‘been . revoked or reclas- . ..
..sifled ‘foster parents- should be advised by. -~
“letter (see: Appendlx E) . "'If the -home, cannot "
" be’ approved the appl:.cants should be- not:.f:.ed S
-as soon’as. possible (see Appendlx D). /The . o
"Soc:.al/Worker shall be, advised’ of the- reason ‘
. .for. rejectx.on ahd \these reasons may be shared. -
. 'with the applicants. if- this is- deemed adv1sable o
by the Reg:.onal Dlrector 1is ' e '
1. . .
.The occasn.on may arlse when the Soc1al Worker



i W‘lth the- ?{egLonal D:Lrector who may decide. to

o mation are essential~at: Headquarters and this
“‘can. only be maintained” when ‘forwarded by- the
. field 8taff 'to the Child ‘Welfare Division, & : ' -
In" this connection it ig wety: :meortant that - . ‘;/ﬁ :
as copy be sent -tothe Director in every mstance -
. “'where action ls, te.ken as described in- thls R
"j-.section. L e e e

o The lx.censn.ng of rece:.v:.ng homes, 3pecia1 %omes B
. and group fosteér: homes is still  the: respon—'-. R
. sibility of the Director 2 however, all such -
"applicatidns should : be forwarded through the - ,”;

+ “will.notify Receiving. Home . Parents and: Group e
", Foster Home parents. when. their ‘application-is = > ..
..+ ‘approved; theJ_r 1icenSe revoked or. reclassn.fled

“.In gach . situat:.on a copy .of: the Director s

" letter will.be forwarded to the Soc:.al WOrker

‘and the Regn.onal DJ.rectOr. S e o
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;
legalize the placement and‘advise the person. or-
persons boarding the ohild accordingly ‘(see o
Appendlx B). B o L &

Accurate and up-to—date statistlcs ‘and mfor—‘ : -

. ThW ....-.‘.,\ R S .
" _,a H B 3 N,

office. of-.tHe’ ‘Regional” 1rector._, ‘The" D;rector
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. - . : / . . . 'y
INSTRUCTIONS FOR INTERVIEWER '

.o . k) o ' . " ' N ..
" ' . '7, . T, . ) / ’ . > 1] . —
Y There are two 1nterv1ew schedules, each - contalning
! - K
e ~ four. sect:.ons- A-D. One achedule 1abelled M is for use with '

| foster mothers, while schedufe F is for _usge. w:.th foster

fanthers. As »the‘\/questrons vary, pleaae ensure t at the
R v . . ' ) : ) . B
S correct schedule is used for each 1nterv:.ew. o Interv:.ews are'__'.'
to be carr:.ed out separately and answer sheets are labelled

Foster Moth'er 0" Intervaew Schedule and Foster Father 6 s L

Intervmm Schedule.__ Please ensure the correct answen sheet . o _

is utlllzed and that answers are clearly coded Lo -"/,7'/

o

- Please do not prompt answerlng, glve subject:.ve
reactlons or attempt any 1mput w1tzh regard to the statements
- or questions. -Before each section of the J.nterview s'che.du-le
. beg:.ns, please read the wrltten explanatlons given. 'Th‘e- ‘
glven 1nterv1ew format should be adherei to - bng. n1ng with
, readJ.ng the following paragraph-' . o o

4

INTRODUCTION FOR RESPONDENT' o S .

-

'\_I_
Thls survey is part of a- ;esearch piject on famlly
- life bemg complet/ by graduate students at ‘the School !of
R Socral Work Memorlal Universlty of Newfound].and. Oplnlons -
' ' *"‘ /are used for research purposes only amli will be. str;.ctly
o] conf:.dentlal _This is not a ‘test /nd there ar_e_ no right or

e

{vrong answers. R S -
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, /
. SURVEY~OF OPINIONS ON FAMILY" LIFE SECTION C

| .This section cdngists of a series of statements :

::-i - v about family .life"wi.t'h 'four bossibl’e opinions about each
, N . ~ statement. / Theseriour poss:l.ble opinions are.' |
. , | | l. I Strongly Agree . 4Tl I Dlsagree" — .
- o | . 2., I Agree - 1‘ . ' 4 ES Strongly Dlsagree l".
: ' —— i .. It J.s 1mportant that ‘an OPJ.niO:X— be g:Lven For all ._ .
' H/ .' .'statements.x‘_ Som\e \o/f these statements may seem alJ.L but | | e
SRS -,-_all are necessary.to’ show sla.ght dlfferences of oprn:.on._:_ -

.'\.: ) S ) ‘ X . .. . . ,v} . . ) v . . .-. " . . . .
oo 1. Chrldren should be alloWed/to dlsagree with their parents
if they feel their own ideas are better.

‘ ' ' ; 2. Some children are just 's0' bad they must be taught to
' fear adults for their own good. ‘
- ' 3. Parents should adjust to .the ‘ehildren some, rather than '
. always expect:mg the chlldren to adjust ‘to the parents.

W 4. It is best for. the chJ.ld if e never. gets started
o : ST wonder:.ng whether his mother s v:.ews are right. .

5. Chlldren would be happz.er and better behaved if ! parents '

= _ - would show moxe- J.nterest 1n their. affalrs. ' P '

_ 6. A young ch11d should be protect“ed from hearlng about

: sex. _ R .

R . Children should be en\couraged ‘to tell the:.r parents about B
. it whenever they feel famlly rules axe unreasonable. :

8. It is frequently necessary to dr1Ve the mlschlef out of
a child before he w111 behave. : .

9. Parents must earn the respe(:t of thelr chs\dldren by’the

way they act. . . ‘ . BN
/ _ _ 10 a parent should never to made to look wgong in a child' N
i : eyes. - . . ) - - o
3 : " o | :
115 ' -. ' ,‘.-
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:.1-3" A Chlld has a rn.ght to his own poin't’ of view and ought

el /

SECTION C {cont*d.)

=,

1. I Strongly Agree 3. I Disagreé

2. 1 Agree ' . 4. I 'Strongly Disagree

Y

.11, Laughlng at chxldrens' jokes and tellmg chlldren Jokes

. make thmgs go more smoothly.

- . : o

13,0 1t is’ very 'h.mportant that young boys and girls not be

allowed to - see each other completely undressed.

- "'a

to be allowed to express it. e T e el

ld. A w:.se parent will teach a child early Just who is boss.

_"15. Children are too often asked to do all the comprom:.singl /

and adjust::.ng, and that is not fa:.r. I s

ls." children should never .learn “things’ outside the home
" which mike them ‘doubt their parents ideas. .

-
-~ .

'_ 17. Parents who are J.nterested :Ln hearl.ng ab_out their .

children's parties, date and fun, help them grow up
r{ght. - : .
18. X Children vtho take part in sex play become sex crlyu.nals
when they .groW up. .

19. 2 Chlld s 1deas should. be serlously cons:.dered in mak:.ng

fam:n.ly dec :.s:.ons. -
20. Chlldren need some of the natural meanness taken out
of them. . ..

21. As much as' is reasonable, a: parent should try to treat . ,
a ch:le as an equal. . / ‘ ' .
22. The child should not quest:.on the thlnklng of hlB parents.

23, If parents would have fun w:.th their chlldren, the
children. would be Tmore apt to take the;x,_r advx.ce..

24. “Sex is one of. the greatest problems t& be contended with
s in. children. ' . . _

-

25, When a chlld is in trouble he ought to know heé won' t be
pun:.ahed for talking apout,’ 1t w.xth his parents.
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26..

Te

30.

o
{
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R
T "..‘,,crlticlsms of his mother S /

- . ’ 3 4 . R

“It'dis somet:.mes necessary for ‘the parents,-;to break the - ..
- ‘ch"ild § w:.ll Do :_‘:;\-»—;'., o .,'__j EEUE R

= m‘ v Bt

all £he time,’ -‘anymore than children shou have. the
own way all the tn.me. I i e L,

oy . R B P Y I

.There :Ls nothing worse than letting ‘a ch:le héar

. 3 . R R
\ . T . K ,."

- o
SECTION C (cont td.) / ,\
1. I Strongly Agree 3. I Disagree )
. '2." I Adree 4, 1 .'.Sftronglylpisagx_"ee'

When you ‘do- things together, ] ch_iidrén feel cﬁlose-'td' y"o_'ukl

and can talk eas:.er.

'l‘here is usually somethlng wrong wa.th a chclld who asks
‘a lot. of questions ‘about sex. )

-
v ‘
.
'
o ! h
. -
-
) .
i '}
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'-."'l‘here is no.- reason parents should have t 1r ‘own* wa% .
1t
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' readlng the follow1ng paragraph.:',¥

. ¥+ INTRODUCTION ‘POR™RESPONDENT. .
T, T ' oo 0o L . [N RS

confldenti

fﬁwrong answers..a

~ ! . ’ !
INSTRUCTIONS FOR INTERVIEWER :L oo

—~7 . - K rl/}?.,
\_;-/\ S e ’

~ There are two. interview schedules, each containlng
four sectlons A—D. One schedule labelled M ls for use w1th

foster thers, while schedule F 1s for use-ylth foster

! l

fathers.

-

As the questlons vary, please ensure that the .

correct B Hedule 1s used for each 1nterv1ew. Jnterv1ews are

\

2

ko be carrled out separately and ansWer sheets are labelled

J'v-, - .

Foster Mother d'Interv1ew Schedule and Foster Father 6r'
B ,i_ .f AR }. "'l’_‘ll . ,.

Intervxew Schedule. Please ensure the cbrrect answer sheet

. ,. oo v.

S

1

'~ 1 : ER I

r N o / -

Please do not prompt anSWerlng, grve subjectlve

‘,.. N

: reactlons or attempt any\lmput wrth regard to the statements

v °

or questlons.h Before each sectlon of the intervrew schedule

beglns, please—read the wrrtten explanatlons glven. -The-'“

glvenxdnterview format should be adhered to beglnnlng with®

¢ ¥ a

e ‘. . . . ey Lo '
" P R N :

NN . REAEEDE . oo . . . K LR R B
o R P " \" DT R | ;‘ L . N ‘-\ KRN N
ooy e T e Co- - l' . . . \ . . ¢

E*L' Thls survey ls part of a research pro;ect on: famlly

\ :
llfe\belng completed by graduate students at the School of

-t o L e

Soc1al ork, Memorlal Un1versxty Lf Newfoundland ”‘Opinions 7

\ s l"' l u.‘
ﬁxe used ﬁo; research purposes only and will be strlctly

,,'\..

rn

. 7

?

wj 1s ut1 1zed and that answers are clearlm coded _7§y;sﬁffij];1j

ThlS lS not a” test and there are no right or ;15"
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’

-"2' Some children are. Just s0 bad that they must be taught

)

\3} Parents should -do’ what the children want sometimes

“ o 130

9

o

This section’cqnsists of a serie% of statements °
about family life with four possible oninions'about each
statement. These Q?ur possible opinions are:

l: I Strongly Agree 3. I Disagree /

2, ‘1 Agree . .4. I Strongly Disagree

Ny

A is 1mportant that .an opinion he given for all

statements.. Some of these statements may seem alike, but

all are necessary to show sllght dlfferences of opinion.'* .

o Vo

o l Children should be . allowed to gripe about rules which

their parents make._o .

to fear adults for their own good R .
AN

"rather -than always expecting‘khe children to do what
the parents want. : .

4. Children shouldn‘t be confused by lettlng them learn
things that differ from/what their parents have told
them. . SRR

o oY .
N

5. Children are happiest and best behaved when arents show )

a lot of 1nterest 1n their affairs._jlil . :

_65 A young Chlld should not hear about sex until he 1s a

lot older.-:A/g', , ..};--5, . ?1_“, ) s~-~:'

L

Vid7;3 Parents should alwans take what their children thlnk

WfZQJ._Parents must act #n such a way that they earn the -
. respect of thelr iC .

8. - It lS freguently necessary to drive the mischief out

= into account in making dec1srons whlch directly concern”
their children.zn". . .

i - e
A

of ‘a Chlld before he Wlll behave.-<

hlldrenv "I ‘,' .:...l." . ’, } PN

TG -
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10-

11.

" 1s;

16. .

©17. @

‘18.

19.

{39,'

22,

12.°

143

'A o]
qfam

23,

o
lo
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2.

SECTION C (cont'd.)

I Strongly Agree

I Agree

s

3y

3.

4.

I Disagree

I Strongly Disagree

A parent should nevér be . made to' look wrong in a Chlld'

eyes.

/
Laughlng at children's jokes and telling children’ Jokes
helps you to get along w1th them.

allowed to see. each other completely undressed.nl

It is very 1mportant that young boys -and glrls not be

A child sﬁould nearly always be allowed to ex“’ess hlS

r|\

~own p01nt of V1ew. L

a

-'p,"

; .

A w1se parent w1ll teach a chlld/early Just who 15 boss. 4”T5V57

[

/

v

e

Chlldxgn,are 1ucky when they have" parents who are
interested in hearlng about ‘their’ partles, dates, and

fun. N~

a

LY

“Itris not falr to expect the children to do all the'
_compromlslng and adjustlng 1n a famlly

Children who take part 1n sex play dfteh become sex

crlmlnals when they- grow up

Chlldren need some of the natural meanness taken Out
'_of them.:n . . :

. \ .
1d's ideas ‘should be serlously con81dered in maklng
y decislons. . .

EA parent should try to treat a ch;ld as an equal.

It 18 best for the Chlld if he never gets started
. wonderlng whethér his.. fathe 's vrews are. right or not.

.

A

‘There is no’ excu51ng Someorie who upsets the confldence\
a Chlld has in hls parents' way of. d01ng thlngs.

>

If parents,would have nore fun with thelr chlldren, the
chlldren would be better off. : B : 2

1Curiosity about sex 1s one of the greatest problems to
.,ﬂbe contended Wlth 1n chlldren..: i , :




S
SECTION C (conf'd,)- ~ _ '

L
. 1. I Strongly Agree ~ 3. IfDisagree
2) I’Agr?e- ' 4. I Strongly Disagree ° \\
. LS . - ) . . i ’
‘ 25.' When a child is in trouble he always ought to be able L -
y ' to tell hlS parents without belng punlshed < S
h f26. It is necessary for tﬁe parent to break the - chlld’s w1ll
= ln order to traln hlm properly.
‘. ’ LR ~ .
o 0,27,>»Ne1ther parents nor chlldren should expect to have thelr ,_'
N o g-own way all the tlme. B ; S ;,} “.;. . ,3.e:: . .

et T o280 TE is a, very bad pOlle to let a Chlld begin ‘to have Ry ;

;(- "'v~;*‘?gf.doubts fbout what his parents have told him..i_'_ } _‘7,_'f- .

L Z{";ﬁﬂgﬁ'.When you do. a lOt of thlngs together, your chlldren feel / “'_~: . 2&”

‘ Lo gloser: to you and ‘can: talk more easxly/ .g .,,:-;g./'..fjj*'; Lo

' gdp;z?There is usually somethlng wrong with a child who asks f?ﬂrj“~"’“

. K//° | a’lot of questlons aBbut sex. " L SR A -
CA T 3. gChlldren should be encouraged to. express thelr oplnlons SR AR
o - - : :
= - . about anything whlch lnvolves them ot - S e A
32. "~ 'Many chlldren, lrke horses, must be broken ln order to
' be trained, . e Co
' - . . B N = . -< ".‘A ‘I
33. Fathers and mothers should treat chlldren w1th as. much e 77
con91derat10n and respect as they show to. one another: \\ -

34 A Chlld should not questlon the tLlnklng of hlS parents.

c. 35, It 18 best for parents and teenagers to have a "frlend-” C jfg S
e B '\,}to—frlend“ relataonshlp.u - Co s LT
. .36, -A parent can. be very. helpful to a chlld by teachlng
- . him how to keep. from showzng it when' he is “b01ling“w
- ',_'W.lnside..;;x_‘_' __”_\?'_,ﬁ, - ~K A I pr
N B 'ﬂ\-37f:1Family lrfe wduld be happler 1f parente\made chlldren X S
S - . feel" that ‘they were free to say what they think about A
' -1anyth1ng. ”~”3 . :_, Dt e P / L

.38;f.A chxld's trngt in hlS parents should be safeguarded by ﬂffu{:'.y o

Y ',not hav1ng so many people with different ldeaS'arQund e a

L e L ‘ i
RS R P
g, " R e
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| SECTION C (cbnt'd.) - B
B : l, I Strongly Agree i3. I Disagree
2. 1 Agree o 4. I Strongly 5isagree
. .

39. Parents should respect: the wishes of ch%ldren just as .
much as they . expect chlldren to regpect thelr ishest .

~_40. /Chlldren who know a- lot about sex’ just’ become more
S ,curlous about it and are mofe llkely to. get into- trouble.:

e o 41., Most parents shoﬁld be more playful and less dignlfled o
o w1th thelr children. S o e

S

_';;lfTF:42}; a Chlld who~always looks calm. and cool ho matter how
,{"i'" L_@; : upset he feels'1n81de gets along best._.~;?F.fJ'

, /43-. Children should be allowed to/dlsagree wiith ‘théir éarentsz'f“ai»7'
.fa“w lf they féel thelr own 1deas are better.,, g,{-lijn e

o ) :1—44;; thldren should never learn things.out31de the . home'-'

A whlch make them doubt thelr parents' ideas.'h

s\ B

o 45. hlldren have a rlght to know why, when thelr parents s
* ask them tor doisomethlng. o : : o !

46. A‘normal Chlld isn't curlous ahout‘aek; o
AV. Fathers who play,a lot of games w1th thélr children.- '
' " usually have the best‘children.\,A .

A L ‘ ‘
“E\\\;:l T 48. Parents should teach,a‘child to. control hls feellngs as
. o 2. soon as he can - understand L N
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R | FOSTER MOTHERS' DEMOGRAPHIC QUESTIONNAIRE




 INTERVIEW SCHEDULE 7 SECTION D

) J : (.Mother)
{

Demographic Questions

J ’

L. What rellgion do you follow now?
J SRCo Ang,_‘-z u.C.. 8. A. : j.Pent;;ﬁ.j Other -

AR IR S }7,ff34‘°ﬂffﬂi TR S

4 A , - . R ot R o . Sy e
F N S T T LD i P LTI N
Lo g?a:“What;;shyour.oocupation?;(wrlte;response_on,ansqerjsheet)
"‘x ‘.'. " t -'--'l “..” - -':, .‘.‘ -.vl. " ,' : ) '." .' . _" L '-'-' .- J‘ -'_' "‘A . e .~ : ' ‘p| ..'| A I

G .;1‘ Bth grade or 1essj -5 -.j“[6, :SpeCLal or. technical

. = 7Y "3\ High school. graduatlon ) ‘high school ©.
A ' 4. Some college, no.degree -~ .° - ' '
o T 5. Special or’ ‘technical: S Unlver51ty graduatlon
' ' training, but not hlgh L (spéclfy)
school : , o L o -

- . - T R
T What is your age?

-

. o

. 20-24, 25- 29 ,.,io;3§[ - 40-49 . 50-60 . Over §0 .

ye - — Lo . ] ;

ﬁp'fj_- . *,7w54- Ho# many brothers and slsters were there in %dur famlly?
R '/.'jif. s QTQgN,": _3:5'4f:”ﬂ2 5 - 6 ol 7 or morei'f
B N A 5 S 2e 0 e '-3' R __'*4;'sv -
*jfff” T What ‘Was" “the approxmmate populatlon.of the c1ty, town
- x«__g:jj*..or v111age 1n whlch you were ralsed? *k-? :
. 1\\ Less than 1, ooo ~”5; 10 ooo - 29 999 R
2 I, 900 = .2, 499 RN PR 30,000 --99 000}. R
- "3—A_?“500 - 4,999 R ~~7; ~OVer 100,000 -
" 4. .5,0000-9,999 ; . s

‘L‘i.'ﬁ'-,ﬁ.'v::'x'{ v,

.2, '‘Some high school' .- .-..-.ﬁftralnlng, with ‘some hl
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SECTION D (cont'd.]
—_— ’ /
7. How 16ng have you lived in this area? (city, town or

~village).

less than 1 year -1 - 5 years over 5 Years lifetime

i

Y 4

\\8;';How long have you been married? ;] ' > -

ﬁiﬁ« 5 y;ars 6 ~ 10 years S11.- 15 years 1626r more yearaﬂ L
SE N

4o * R ' . L
L ' . . . , LT

'j§:~'“:f"-'"'“fﬂ‘uf ST e ;?w"t Lo e
' 9, . How' many natural children have you had?

-

‘iff-~“'l:' - ffﬂone. a ):1“472 _ ‘5'3 Q'E il G or more S . B
o | - 2 o cL ﬂ' 4";'“' "-'_;' e

™~
_ S

=4

o . . 10. How many foster chlldren have you ‘had singe becomlng a
L foster mother? L

None 1-3. 4 -7 8 or~$ore S

- T 1 o2 3

; . . [ |
"llk How many chlldren of your ‘own do you Stlll have 11v1ng
‘ wmth you’ o SL= S !
; o None i-2 3'?[5‘.@3, 6 or more
R e
,'12;u;Llst chlldren, gf any, by sex and age, e g., M —-ll E . y
. }‘years, Fo- 3 years, etc._,;' ' S S .
‘ ._'N,B. lThlS 1ncludes all chlldren. (Adopted children ? S
! w0 - are’ con51dered natural chlldren) ‘Please. write . S
a S . dnFC after Foster Chlld Ne after Natural Chlld.;i L
[ ‘f_;-V?vl_jJi;}'f .:tj 'Ff;;aj;"f o —
AT e SERCEERRA EEREI ST T i i '

o - .o, «
- o . . . . , \
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* INTERVIEW SCHEDULE - SECTION D

(Father) .

Demographic .Questions

- : >
l. " .

- .

}

What rellglon do you follow now?

JR.C. c. 4~é£ﬂ$f' LR s A. f_ _Pent. -7 Other

N e . 'R'- .t - R
I . ol . -

. “What is your occupation? .(Write response on answer: sheet)’
What is Ehe'la$€3§:e§e3you4eoﬁpleted at school? .. .-

P

1. 8th gradé or less = ' 6. Special or technical
2,  'Some high ‘school - P -+ training, with some

3. . High school graduatlon B high schopl
4. . some unlverSLty, no degree C :

5:{ Speélal or technical - : 7. ,Uhivéféity_éraduation

training, but: no hlgh (specify)
-school . b

What 1s your age? S 'l- o ' s -

| 20-24 | 25-39 ¢ - 30-39 ' 40-49 - . 50-60  Over 60

12 3D e

What is the éﬁbnpx1mate amount of your yearly earnlngs?

5. 6

- (husband and wife) (excluding famlly allowance and foster
: home ngments) ‘ . S ,

$5, 000 6 999 $7 000—9 999 $1J 000—14 999 $15 000 20 000

i i s T
S over'$20,000 .

s



SECTION D {cont'd.) ;
— \ :

. How many brothers/sisters were there in‘your family?

1 -2 3 ~ 4 5~ 6 -

7 or more
1 o2 3 _"4.

»What was the approximate populatlon of the Clty, town
._or village, 1n whlch you were-ralsed? '

Hh

gy ‘\“;’%B

1i

Less.. than 1 000
1,000~ 2, 499
" 2 500. - ‘4, 999

:5-_

6.

STAN QLR

" 2..-
3.
4. P2y 500 = 9 999

Oén Home
. R 2

town or v1llage)

less than 1 year

Rent:

2
a

3

1 - 5 years

Other

. . -— l .
How 1ong have you been: llving in thlS area? (city, :

‘Qver 5 years

10 000 —'29 999
30, 000 -.99, 999 ‘f/
Over 100 000 .

R ;

What are your llving arrangements? "

!

—

lifetime

I

ey e

Faner

2.

< |
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COVT!{\\iLNF OJ \L\\’f OUNDLA\D AND LABRADOR .
¢ . . DLPART mn' OF.SOCIAL ssnwcr-:s AN . 3

N
B A Um.ve s;.ty., Three "of . the Social Vork. students are .
R PR Co N} nterested in obtaxning moxe :Lnformat:.on about fbste‘xing
Ce ‘ e as part of the).r \iork in grad“ate studleSf ;-,
o Lo /f-‘oster home ‘care for c‘hlluren has been Jn exi.stence An O o
’ SRR I‘cwfm_ndland for" overx’ twenty-flve years, and is-" consaaered .
to bé ‘cuite- succe':sful The. \So:::tal Work* students are
_interested /.:ln lr_a*ning ?bout ;os tex home care.-. In order -
) - -to do'so, they wculd| “like youxr ovinion on"a- number of ,' .
D ) ) - questions, reqgui r;ng ..-.op!c:- F-ately 55 mlnutes "of your ’
. , ; . R ) TN . . e : ‘v. - . P '. - T .“
. Your co-—opera._lon in helplng t].-‘*se s._uc’.ents w111 be
" / creat]y appreciated. : :
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S e e U o BPPENDIRUK T CRRRER T
.0 . PERMISSION TO 'USE PARENTAL ATTITDE-.. - S0 0 L. 07

“RESEARCH INSTRUMENT: ~“MOTHER ,FORM: .




s Te et . . e . ‘. Cats
. T 5t . ’ E
Crec

: Reproduced below is the Permission of Schaefer r
e .. and -Bell to.udethe- Parental/ Attltude Research
oo Instrﬁment (PARI) i as .1.t is given :m

-

"Development of a Parental At\titude Research
Instrument," hy Earl S. Schaefer and’ R:Lchard
','ﬁ,‘ -Q. 'Bell;’ in' Child Develo ent_Vol 29, No.._ ,,-_‘.'.." R

3, September, l‘_ 587, - o ) R T

'l‘he followmg .'LS the footnote on page 354-""'

o

(fn.nal copy of F:.nal Form v (PARI)* - . e
N / L ; . 4 . ,1 .
2 *"Perm1351on isi granted to anyoner to re—
: S .+ .. produce this material -with' proper '
g : o \' LT S _..'-acknowledggment, w1thout .permission: of
S \ % ... -the authors or of:the. Soc1ety for Researchu
3 S X '.,'-‘ln Child Development. " S .
}I.l

b ~
- v
b [
m !
o

3




PERMISSION 'ro USE 'PARENTAL ATTITUDE

RESEARCH ID}STRUMENT - FATHER FORM




. DEPARTMENT OF ., |

Jear IJ’ Gabnalo e ' ‘,,’ ‘ - '.:“- __. "' . ’

":rro-x. Ur. Yiotor B Gline

e o R

PSYCIIQLqu 7 ",'
M:I-!O / L
N - _
'...__'.1_.‘0.: Reumo d Gabr1e1 S .

Your 1ett.er didn't arrive untll th,e 3
January "But I-am enclosing & ‘used form t.bad%he

. Father Forxln of ‘the PART.. You may keep it and
_'use it as you wish C e

ol e
















