
AN EXPERIMENTAL STUDY OF THE.ìRELAT IONSHIP BETbJEEN

PARENTAL INTERACTION AND BEHAVIOUR DISTURBANCES

I N CHILDREN

THE REponr oF A REsrnncH Pno.¡ect

PRESEt'¡teo to

THE FAcuLTy oF rHE ScHooL oF SoctAL I¡JoRK

TxE Ur,¡ l vE RS I Ty oF MAN I ToBA

I ru PRnr lal Futr TLLMENT

oF THE Requ t REMENTS FoR THE DEeRee

MRsreR or Soc tRr- h/onx

BY

H ¡loe Houuo ¡ rue

MauReeru McDowEuu

BREt'¡oa Mu I nHEao

PENNy Owerus

Apn tu 1970'

i',".i',:,
!...,,:';
i

.,¡.rl

-."J

\.')'':,tI
T



ABSTRACT

THE puRpoSE OF THE RESEARCH PROIJECT h/AS TO STUDY THE RELATION-

SH I P BETI,IIEEN PARENTAL INTERACT ION AND BETI¡JEEN THE DEVELOPMENT OF BEHA-

VIOUR DISTURBANCES IN CH¡LDREN. THE SAMPLE POPULATION OF NINETEEN

CHILDREN WAS TAKEN FROM THE FILES OF THE SOCIAL VúORK DEPARTMENT OF THE

CU II-O GU I ONUCE CU I¡I I C AND I NCLUDED THOSE CH ILDREN h'HOSE BEHAVI OUR PRO-

BLEMS COULD BE CLASSIFIED AS EITHER AD.'USTMENT REACTION OR SPECIAL SYMP-

ToM REAcrtoNo A quesrtoNNAtRE THEN ADMtNISTERED By rHE RESEARcHERS ro

EAcH pARENT REVEALED THE pARENTSI perreRN or tNTERAcrloN AS BE¡Nc ES-

SENT I ALLY SYMMETR I CAL OR COMPLEMENTARYO

THe RESULTS oF THE STUoY REVEALED THAT A cH ] Lo T¡J I TH ONE SPEC IF I C

TYPE OF BEHAVIOUR DISTURBANCE TENDED TO HAVE PARENTS WITH ONE SPECIFIC

PATTERN OF INTERACTIONc THRT lS, A CHILD ìiì'tTH A PROBLEM CLASSIF¡ED AS

AN AD.JUSTMENT REACT ION TENDED TO HAVE PARENTS I¡I,HOSE PATTERN OF INTER-

ACTION !{AS SYMMETRICAL AND THAT A cHILD tr/lTH A PROBLEM CLASSIF lED AS A

SPECIAL SYMPTOM REACTION TENDED TO HAVE PARENTS ÙÚHOSE PATTERN OF INTER-

ACTION WAS COMPLEMENTARY"
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CHAPTER ONE

I NTRODUCT I ON

THe pno¡EcT I¡,AS AN EXPÊR I MENTAL STUDY OF THE RELAT IONSH I P BE-

TWEEN PARENTAL INTERAcTI0N AND BEHAVIOUR DISTURBANcES lN cHILDRENo

Tge pnesENT STUDY DEVELoPED AS A RESULT OF A PILOT PRO.JECT CON-

DucrED By PRoFEsson G. ERTcKSoN AND AssocrATEs tru M¡RcH or 1968" THe

LATTER I¡JAS PART 0F A DRUG STUDY AND THE PRO.JECT F0CUSEO ON DEPRESSED

pAT TENTS ¡ N A psycH tATR lc uN I To THe xyporHgs I s oF THE sruDv I^JAS THAT

THE MARITAL RELATToNSHTp oF THE DEpREssED pATTENT (on rHe RELATtcNsHtp

To rHE Mosr stcNtFtcANT pERSoN tN THE pATlENTss utFE) !'JouLD TENÞ To BE

V I Et^lED AS BE I Nc ESSENT I ALLY oOMPLEMENTARY BY THE PAT I ENT AND SPOUSE e

THE ptLor pRo.JEcr HAS stcNtFtcANcE FoR THE pRESENT sruDy BEcAUSE,

FtRST, THE pILOT STUDY EMPLoYED A SERTES OF qUESTIONS AS THE METHOD TO

CLASStFy THE PARTTCULAR MARtTAL RELATIONSHTP AND SECONDLY, lT EMPLOYED

THE CLASSIFICATION OF COMPLEMENTARITY-SYMMETRY TO DESCRIBE THE MARITAL

RELATtoNSHtp. Tgr pREseNT sruoy ALso MADE usE oF A qUESTtoNNAIRE lN

GATHERING DATA ANO ALSO CLASSIFIED PATTERNS OF INTERACTION AS BEING

E I THER COMPLEMENTARY OR SYMMETR I CAL.

As rRear¡IENT oF THE FAMtLy uNtr HAS coME T0 BE REGARDED AS A

NECESSARY ADD lT I ON TO SOc I AL I¡/ORK PRACT I CE ¡ N THE LAST DECADE, THE KNOI/'r-

LEDGE BASE OF SOCIAL WORK HAS EXPANDED TO INCLUDE THEORIES ABOUT FAMILY

LtFE AND ABour coMMUNlcATtoN" THEsE THE0RtES, Hou,EVER, HAvE Nor BEEN

EMPIRICALLY VALIDATËO TO ANY GREAT EXTENT AND IT WAS THE PURPOSE OF

i: i$:
,r,i'jr,,J
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THIS PRO.'ECT TO VALIDATE THE HYPOTHESIS THAT PARENTAL INTERACTION IS

RELATED IN DEFlNABLE I¡/AYS TO THEIR CH¡LDRENTS TUNCTIONINGO WHILE THERE

IS A SCARCITY OF EMPIRICAL DATA CONCERNING THE RELATIONSHIP THAT IS

ASSUMED TO EX IST BETtr'rEEN PARENTAL I NTERACT ION AND CH ILD DEVELOPMENT,

THE COMMUNICATION AND FAMILY THEORIES SUGGEST THAT PARENTAL STYLES OF

BEHAVIOUR AND COMMUNICATION PLAY A FUNDAMENTAL PART IN DETERMINING

PATHOLOGY IN CHILDREN THROUGH DIRÊCT EXAMPLE AND REACTION THAT SUCH

1
STYLES PRODUCE IN THE CHILDRENO

An RoorrroNAL ArM oF THrs pRoJEcr t¿AS To DlscovER vúHETHER oNE

SPEc lF I c TYPE OF I NTERACT I ON BETWEEN PARENTS t^lAS RELATE0 TO ONE SPEc l-

F IC TYPE OF BEHAV I OUR D ISTURBANCE I N THE CH ¡LDo I TT¡ OnOeR To ATTEMPT

THIS AlMr lT tiúAS NECESSARY TO EMPLOY DIAGNOST¡C CATEcORIES FOR THE

cHILDRENIs BEHAvlouR DlsruRBANcES, To DEVELop A cLASSTF lcATtoN scHEME

T0 DESCRIBE THE TYPE 0F PARENTAL tNTERACTt0N, AND TO DEStcN AN TNSTRU-

MENT THAT h'OULO DIFFERENTIATE BETWEEN THE TYPES OF PARENTAL INTERACTIONO

THE tNVEsrtcAToRs cHosg To sruDy oNly oNE TypE oF coMMUNtcATloNs

vERBAL, AND oNLy oNE cLASSrFrcATroN oF rNTERAcrroN3 THE syMMETRtcAL/

COMPLEMENTARY DICHOTOMYC THC ERAITRARY DECISION IdAS ALSO MADE TO STUDY

ONLY THE PARENTS, THEREBY EXCLUDING OTHER FACTORS WHICH MIGHT HAVE BEEN

slGNlFrcANT SUCH AS pARENT-CHILD INTERACTtON, StBLtNG TNTERACT¡ON, pEER

RELAT I ONSH I PS AS lirELL AS FACT0RS SUcH AS SOc IAL CLASS o

THE roptc HAs stcNtFtcANcE FoR THE FIELD oF soctAL t{oRK BEcAUsE

1'T. LtDZ AND So FuecK, rrSoME Expr-oREo AND PARTIALLY ExpuoReo SouRces or
PsvcHopRrHoLocyrr, tN Fe¡¡tLy THEnapI nNg DrsruRseo Fe[4lutEs, EDITED By
G. H. Zux eruo l. BoszoRMENyr-Naev (Par-o Alro: Scle¡¡ce AND BEHAVIoR
Booxs, lNc", 1967)¡ PPo 43-5"

i.,: .

l:','.:
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IT I,{AS AN ATTEMPT TO VALIDATE A PART OF COMMUNICATION AND FAMILY THEORY

AND THUS ADD TO THE KNOI'"LEDGE BASE OF SOC IAL h.lORKO ALSO' S I NCE FAMILY

THERAPY HAS BEoOME A MA.,OR TREATMENT METHOD lN SOCTAL IÂJORK PRACTlcEr lT

HAS BEEN RECOGN¡ZED THAT THERE IS A LACK OF DESCRIPTIVE CATEGORIES THAT

WOULD CLASSIFY THE FAMILYT ¡TS PATTERNS OF FUNCTIONST COMMUNIcATINGt

AND So oN. TxIS PNO.IECT HAS REPRESENTED AN ATTEMPT TO SO CLASSIFY

pARENTAL tNTERACTtoN, TLLUSTRATE ITS EFFECT oN THE DEVELOPMENT OF CHILO-

RENIS BEHAVIOUR PROBLEMS, AND THEREFORE ADD TO THE KNO!{LEDGE OF THE

FAMILY AND FACILITATE FAMILY TREATMENTE

MUCN OT THE PREVIOUS h'ORK IN THE AREA OF PARENTAL INTERACTION

AND CHILD DEVELOPMENT HAS FOCUSED ON FAMILIES IN WHICH THERE IS A SCHI-

ZoPHREN I c MEMBER. VAR IOUS STUD IES HAD FOUND A CORRELAT I ON BETV\,EEN THE

TYPE OF RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THE PARENTS AND THE DEVELOPMENT OF SCH¡-

ZOpHREN¡A lN THE cHlLD, AND THEI PRESENT PROJEcT IÂJAS AN ATTEMPT To DIS-

COVER A SIMILAR CORRELATION IN THE NON'SCHIZOPHRENIC FAMILYO

THERE I¡,IERE THREE MA.JOR ASSUMPT ¡ONS UNDERLYI NG THE HYPOTHES I SO

THE FIRST ASSUMPTION ÌdAS THAT PARENTAL INTERACTION IS RELATED TO THE

SYMPTOM DEVELOPMENT OF THEIR CHILORENO THIS ASSUMPTION IS SUPPORTED

BY FAMILY THEORIES WHICH SUGGEST THAT PATHOLOGY IN THE CHILD IS DETER-

MINED TO A GREAT EXTENT BY PARENTAL INTERACTION.2

THE SECOND ASSUMPT ION !,JAS THAT PARENTAL I NTERACT I ON MAY BE

0ATEGoR]zED AS SYMMETRIcAL OR COMPLEMENTARYo A OETINITION OF THE TERM

rlrureRAclloNl ls lN oRDERo

A s¡ruele coMMUNtcATIoNAL uNtr ts TERMED A lMESsAcEl. A sER¡Es

2l'0.

ir
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OF MESSAGES EXCHANGED BETI^JEEN PERSONS IS CALLED INTERACTION AND PAT-

e
TERNS 0F tNTERAcTION BETI^,EEN PEOPLE cONSTITUTE A RELATIONSHIP'" lrufeR-

ACTION INVOLVES NOT ONLY THE EFFECT OF A PIECE OF COMMUNICATION ON THE

RECEIVER, BUT ALSO; AND INSEPARABLY L¡NKED WITH THIS' THE EFFECT OF THE

REoEtVERIS REAcTION ON THE SENDER. TttUS, THE FOcUS lS ON THE SENDER-

RECETVER RELATTONSHtp, AS MEDTATED By COMMUN¡CATtON.4

TuE clesstFtcAT¡ON SCHEME OF INTERACTIoNT SYMMETRY-COMPLEMEN-

TARtTy, TNCLUDES rtALL POSSIBLE KINDS OF cOMMUNICATIVE BEHAVIOUR WHIcH

Ã

Th'O PEOPLE MIGHT INTERCHANGETTO- A CONPRRISON AND CLARIFICATION OF SYM-

METRY/COMPLEMENTAR I TY FOLLOWS :

SYmt"letRv:

-PARTNERS EXCHANGE THE SAME KlND

OF BEHAVIOUR. FOR EXAMPLE' EACH

oNE rNlrlATES ACTIONT 0FFERS

ADVtCE, CRlTlClzEsr ETCo

-PARTNERS HAVE MA.'OR AREAS OF D I S-
AGREEMENT, CONS ¡ STENT C0NFL I CTS

OVER DECISIONS.

CONpICNE ruTAR ¡ TY 3

-PARTNERS EXCHANGE DIFFERENT KINDS

oF BEHAVIOURo FoR EXAMPLET ONE

G I VES, THE OTHER RECE I VES; ONE

TEACHES, THE OTHER LEARNS; oNE ls
tsupER ¡ oRl , THE orHER rsEcoNoARYr.

.PARTNERS VIEh' THEMSELVES AS BEING

t¡\t ITHOUT MAJOR CONFL I CTS r AND I N

ESSENT¡AL AGREEMENT IN MOST AREAS

OF OECISION.MAKING.

-DEALINGS V\'ITHIN THE FAMILY AND 'OEALINGS T^'ITHIN THE FAMILY AND WITH

I¡' ITH THE OUTS IDE II'ORLD ARE B I' THE OUTS IDE I¡,lORLD ARE POLAR ¡ZED

poLAR (rxnr lsr BorH TAKE PART). h,lrH oNE PARTNER.

-COMMUNICATION IN THE RELATION- -COMMUNICATION TENDS TO BE POLARIZED

SH I P APPROAoHES EQUAL I TY \^,l ITH ONE SPOUSE '

THE THlRD ASSUMPTIoN I.,AS THAT CHILDRENIS AEHEV¡OURAL PROBLEMS

COULD BE CHARACTERIZED AND DIAGNOSED AS EITHER THE AD'JUSTMENT REACTION

.>3J. Ru.t.H AND G. BAresoN, CoM¡4uNlç¡IlqN:T¡EllglAL MATRIx oF PSYoHIATRY

(New Yonx: li\,o V{o NonroN A

n-4p. WnrzuAr,ú I cK ¡ J. H. Benv I N AND D. Do Jncxsot'¡, Pene uer I cs or-|lul¿år'¡

ComNun IcAT IoN 3 A Sruov oF I NTERAoT I ONAL PATTERNS ' ÈAT.E.g!-qS.IEq AND

a

tr

"J. HOat", SrnnrEclEs Or Psy-cHorHeneEY (New YOnr¡ GRUUe l¡'lo Stnetroru

Co.r 1963)r P.11.

lrr;ir:'¡:
i. i.:..ì
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oF cHILDHooD oR THE SPEoIAL SYMPTOM REACTION" THT AO..IUSTMENT REACTION

INCLUDES THE CONDUCT OISTURBANCES AND ACTING-OUT BEHAVIOUR SUCH AS TRU-

ANCy, sTEALING, DESTRUCTTVENESS, SEXUAL 0FFENCES AND THE USE 0F ALC0HoL"

A CHILD DIAGNOSED AS HAVING A PROBLEM. FALLING INTO THIS CATEGORY COULD.

BE DESCRIBED BY SOME OF THE FOLLOWING CHARACTERISTICS: RESTLESS, IM-

puLStVE, HypERACTtVE, AccRESStVE, PROVOCATIVE, DOMINEERINGT VERBOSE, RE-

BELLIOUS, D lsoBEDlENT.

THT SPEC I AL SYMPTOM REACT I ON I NCLUDES THE NEUROT I C TRA I TS ANO

HABTT DTSTURBANCES AND tS CHARAcTERIZED BY TICS, SOMNAMBULISM, STAMMER-

I Nc, pHOB I AS, NA lL-B lTl NG, THUMB-SUCK I NG, ENEURES lSr MASTURBAT I ON,

TEMpER-TANTRUMSo A cHILD DtAGNoSED AS HAVINc A sPEclAL SYMPTOM REAcrloN

COULD BE DESCRIBED ASS I,{ITHDRAhIN, SUEMISSIVE, FEARFUL, IJNCOMMUN¡CATIVE'

A
ovERCOMPL I ANT, PASS I VE, I NEFFECTUAL o"

IT WRS HYPOTHESIZED THAT THERE EXISTS A DIRECT RELATIONSHIP BE-

TI,VEEN THE TYPE oF PARENTAL I NTERACT ION (WgCTHEN COMPLEMENTARY OK SYMME-

TRtcAL) ano rHE TypE oF BEHAvIouRAL pRoBLEM oF THE cHtLD(wHerxen AD,JUST-

MENT REAcTIoN oR spEclAL SYMPToM REAcTIoN). Tunr ls, KNor¡, ING oNEr THE

OTHER COULD BE PREDICTEDO

THC TIRST HYPOTHESIS IúAS THAT THE FORM OF PARENTAL INTERACTION

coULD BE PREDICTED FRoM THE DIAGNOSIS OF THE CHILOIS PROBLEM. THE SCCONO

HYPoTHESIS WAS THAT THE DIAGNOSIS OF THE CHITDIS PROBLEM COULD BE PRE.

DICTED FROM THE FORM OF PARENTAL INTERACTION"

iii

6H. G. GrNort, tt'll NNovATIoNS ¡ru GRoup PsYcxoTHERAPY t^'lrH
rru tùruovnrlorus ro Gnoup PgvgHorHeEnpv, !DlrEo BY Go M"

FrELD: CxeRles c. tnolaes, ÞuaulsHERr 1968), p. 273"

PnrA ootes cE NTSrf

Gegon (Spn ¡ rue-

ir:..¡1rl
Ì.1: : .r.: .
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I I.I OROEN TO TEST THESE HYPOTHESES, SEVERAL qUEST I ONS NEEDED TO

BE ANSI/I'ERED FROM THE MATER IAL " THE T IRST tdAS: IÂJHAT BEHAV I OURS TiJOULD

DETERMT NE THE cH lLDrs o IAGNOS I S? TUEse BEHAv I OURS brERE cOLLEcTED

FRoM THE cHtLDrs FtLE AT THE CHILD GutDANcE CllNtc. FURTHERT DID THESE

BEHAVIOURS CLEARLY FALL INTO ONE OR THE OTHER OF THE DIAGNOSTIC CATE-

GOR I ES 3 ADJUSTMENT REACT I ON OR SPEC I AL SYMPTOM REACT I ON?

TUr SECOI'IO qUESTION VI'AS3 tJÚHAT ASPECTS OF FAMILY LIVING REqUIRED

PARENTAL INTERAcTIoN? THe INVEsTIGATORS CHOSE VARIOUS SIGNIFICANT AREAS

THAT I^IOULD DESCR IBE PARENTAL INTERACT I ON AND DEVELOPED THEM I NTO THE

BOOY OF A qUEST I ONNA I RE.

Next, tHE TH tRD, I¡JHAT PATTERNS OF l NTERACT loN IND ICATED A COM-

PLEMENTARY OR A SYMMETRICAL RELATIOruSHIP?

THe pOURTH qUEST ION TO BE ANSh,ERED ti,AS3 vúAS THERE oNE SPEc lF lc

BEHAVIOURAL DISTURBANCE IN CHILDREN THAT WAS RELATED TO ONE SPECIF IC

TypE OF pARENTAL ¡NTERAcTION? THe REsenRcHERS FELT THAT THE ANSuJERS

ro THESE FOUR qUESTIONS h,oULD ILLUSTRATE THE VALIDITY oF THE HYPOTHE-

S lSr

crRpren ll t¡JtLL ELABORATE ON THE REVIEW OF THE L ITERATUREo A

REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE ON COMMUNICATION THEORY AND FAMILY THEORY IN-

OICATED THAT INTERACTION BET\^'EEN PEOPLE COULD BE CLASSIFIED AS EITHER

syMMETRIcAL (meerutNc rHE MlNlMtzATloN oF DIFFERENcE BETVIEEN THE INTER-

AcTtNG tNDtVtDUALs) on cotTeLEMENTARY (menrulNG THE MAXlMlzATloN oF SUcH

DTFFERENcE). THts rype op tNTERAcrtoN EVENTUALLY BEcoMES PATTERNED AND

cAN THEN BE coNStDERED As A RELATIONSHIP (esseruflALLY EITHER SYMMETRI-

cAL oR coMpLEMENTARY). MORE9vERT VARIoUS STUDIES HAD FOUND A coRRELA-

T ION BETÌ^'EEN THE TYPE OF RELAT IONSH IP BET\dEEN THE SPOUSES AND THE DE-
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vELopMENT oF BEHAVT ouR symproMs lN THE lR oFFSPR I NG. \¡JH lt-E ALM0sr ALL

OF THESE STUDIES HAD BEEN CONDUCTED hJITH FAMILIES CONTAINING A SCHIZO-

PHRENIC MEMBER, NEVERTHELESS IT SEEMED PROEABLE THAT A SIMILAR CORRE-

LATTON COULD BE FOUNo 1N THE oASE OF NON-scHlZOPHRENlc FAMILIESo CER-

TAIN STUDIES_ HAD ALSO SUGGESTED THAT INTERACTING COUPLES COULO BE

TESTED tN ORDER TO DIScOVER I¡JHETHER THEIR PREDoMINANT PATTERN OF INTER-

ACTIoN \¡JAS SYMMETRICAL OR COMPLEMENTARY, AND THAT SUCH TESTS couLD BE

coNDUcTED BY MEANS OF A PAPER ANO PENCIL DEVlCE SUCH AS A qUESTIONNAIREO

CNNPTEN III Ì¡JILL DEAL \¡JITH THE METHOD AT LENGTH" THE SOCIAL WORK

DEpARTMENT OF THE CUtuO GUtOaruce CltrUlc lÂ,AS THE AGENCY SOURCE OF rl{E

MATERTAL oBTAtNED FoR THE sAMpLE" Dlaeruoses oF cHILDRENTs eEHAvl0uRS

WERE MADE FROM DESCRIPTIoNs lN THE FILES, AND A qUESTIONNAIRE WAS AD-

MINISTERED TO THE PARENTS OF THE CHILDREN, TO DETERMINE THEIR PATTERNS

oF I NTERAcT I oN. Two ¡¡a.¡oR L IM I TAT I ONS OF THE METHOD IÀ,ERE FOUNO: ONE

tN THE quEsrtoNNAtRE AND ANoTHER tN THE sAMPLING PRocEDUREo THEsE wtt-t-

BE DISCUSSED 1N FURTHER DETAIL IN CHAPTEN II I'

CUEPTEN IV bJI]UL PRESENT AN ANALYS I S OF THE MATER IAL AT LENGTH"

l¡¡ A¡lelyZl ruC THE DATA, THE FOLLOT¡, ING STEPS l/r,ERE TAKENB F IRSTt THE

INVESTIGATORS MEASURED THE AGREEMENT AND DISAGREEMENT OF THE RESPONSES

MADE By pARENTS tN ANSWER To rHE quEsrloNNAlREo Secoruor THE RESEAR0HERS

.,UDGED THESE RESPoNSES AS TO SYMMETRY OR COMPLEMENTARITY" THINO' THE

INVESTI GATORS COMPARED SELECTIVE SUB-TESTS W¡TFI THE SCORES OBTAINEO BY

THE F I RST TVI'O MEASURES AND I¡' ITH THE CH ILDIS D lAGNOS I S O

lrrl cHeprER v, THE RESULT,S OF THE RESEARCH STUDY l¡JILL BE EVALUA-

TED tN RELATION TO THE VALIDITY AND RELIABILITY OF THE HYPOTHESIS"

ì:: .'.:.

i:-j:
i:.'
i



THls

T I ON THEORY

THE CHAPTER

NENT I N THE

CHAPTER T\¡JO

A REVIEV\/ OF THE LITERATURE

CHAPTER b¡'ILL BE DEVOTED TO A BRIEF DISCUSSION OF COMMUNICA-

AND lrs RELAT¡oN To FAMILY THEoRYo THE pINAL secrloN oF

IS CONCERNED h, ITH A REVIEW OF STUDIES l'^'HICH PROVED PERTI-

FORMULAT I ON OF THE PRESENT I NVEST I GAT I ON O

1. IMPLICATIONS OF COMMUNICATION THEORY

Ururlu THE ADVENT OF THE cONCEPT OF cOMMUNlcATloN, OR INFORMATI0N

ExcHANcE, THE INTERDEpENDENcE OF THE INOIVIOUAL AND HIS ENVIRONMENT RE-

MAINED A NEGLECTED FIELD OF PURSUIT IN TRAOITIONAL PSYCHOANALYT¡C TXCONV'

I^'HICH POSTULATED INSTEAD THAT BEHAVIOUR WAS PRIMARILY THE OUTCOME OF AN

tNTERpLAy oF ¡NTRApsycHtc FoRcES ¡N THE lNDlv,ouorol THE oeVELOPMENT oF

COMMUNICATION THEORY HAD SERIOUS IMPLICATIONS FOR THE PSYCHOANALYTIC

TRADtrtoN, BEcAUSE THE ESTABLtsHEo coNcEPTS oF rlsANlrYrt AN0 rrlNSANlrYlr

BEcOME MEANTNGLESS tF lT lS AcCEPTEDT AS COMMUN¡cATlON THEORY POSTULATEST

THAT PSYCHIATRIC SYMPTOMS IN AN INDIVIOUAL ARE MERELY BEHAVIOURS APPRO-

PRIATE To THE INDIVIDUALTs orucoINe INTERACTION WIÏH SIGNIFICANT O,,,*,o2

CoNsEquENTLy, ATTEMPTS (sucH AS THI,S RESEARcH PRoJEcr) ro oEVELoP AND

vER I Fv THE pOSTULATES OF COMMUN r CAT I ON THEORY ? HAVE PROFOUND I MFLll.ßls+'"-

1Pr, l,tlarzlAl^,tcK¡ Jo Ho BEAVINt AND D. D. JncKsoN, PReeNArtcs or HUUAN

oMMUNrcATloN: A SruoY or rERAcrtoNAL PnrreRrus. PatHot-oGIES AN

P4EeooxEs (New Yonr3 hl. lri.

2l o., PPo 46-+7'

NoRToN AND Co., lNcor 1967) ¡ PPc 28-30.
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TIONS FOR ALL PROFESSIONS TREATING DISTURBED INDIVIDUALS'

CONUU¡IICATION THEORY HAS CONCERNED ITSELF WITH THE EFFECTS OF

ONE PERSONlS EEHAVIOUR UPON OTHERSg THEIR REACTIONS TO IT' AND THE CON-

TExr tN t^tHlcH tr ALL TAKES pLAcE" THE TERM ttcoMMUNlcATloNrr REFERS Nor

ONLy TO VERBAL, EXPLICIT AND INTENTIONAL TRANSMISSION oF MESSAGESt BUT

ALSO TNCLUDES ALL THOSE PROCESSES BY lÂ/HlcH PEOPLE INFLUENcE ONE ANOTHERo3

TulS oEntNtTlON ls BASED ON THE PREMISE THAT ALL ACTIONS AND EVENTS HAVE 
1,,,,,,,

coMMUNlcATlvE ASPECTS, AS SOON AS THEY ARE PERCEIvED BY A HUMAN BEINGt

AND THAT sUcH PERcEPTION CHANGES THE ¡NFORMAT¡ON t^JHICH THE INDIVIDUAL

pOSSESSES, THEREBY INFLUENCING HlMq Tfene ARE SEVERAL KINDS OF coMMU-

NtcATION: VERBAL; NONVERBAL - C0NSIsTING OF VOCAL INFLECTIONST BoDILY

cESTURES, AND FACTAL EXpRESSIONS; AND THE COMMUNICATIoNAL CUES INHERENT

IN THE CONTEXT IN h,HICH THE COMMUNICATION OCCURSI

THE TWO PEOPLE I NEV I TABLY I¡JORK OUT A RELAT I ONSH I P TOGETHER BY

MUTUALLY INDICATING ll/Ì'HAT KIND OF BEHAVIOUR IS TO TAKE PLACE BETI/üEEN

THEM. BV AEXAVI¡¡E IN A CERTAIN WAY THEY DEFINE THEIR RELATIONSH'I P AS

oNE IN T^,HIcH THAT TYPE oF BEHAVIOUR IS TO TAKE PLACE. GEruERAIIY, THIS

AGREEMENT ts AcHIEVED tt lMpLlctrLytr By I^JHAT THEY sAY AND Hol¡ì, THEY sAY lr

AS THEy RESpOND TO EACH OTHER, RATHER THAN BY EXPLIcIT DlSCUSSlON.4

THE PNECEO I NG BR I EF SUMMARY OF COMMUN I CAT I ON THEORY !ìJAS I NTENDED

TO PROVIDE BACKGROUND KNOWLEDGE FOR THE FOLLOI'JING DISCUSSION OF TWO

CONoEpTS CENTRAL TO THE CONGERN OF THIS RESEARCH PRO,JECT - THE CoNCEPTS

3J." RuarcH AND G. BstEsoN, Co!4MUNlcATloN.:- THE S99lAL MATRIx gF PsYcHl-

ATRY (NE¡J Yonx: Wo ì/,lo NoRroru at'lo Co., lt'tc.r 1951 ), P' 5"

4J. Ho.u", SrRereeles or PsycsorxER¡py (New Yonxs GRUNE AND STRATToNt

1963)¡ Po 10o



-9-

OF SyMMETRY AND COMPLEMENTARITYo lru 1936, BnreSOru FIRST REPORTED ON

THE CONCEeT OF SCHt SMOGENES lSr l¡JH l CH HE DEF INED AS rrA PROCESS I N THE

OIFFERENTIATION IN THE NORMS OF INDIVIOUAL BEHAVIOUR RESULTING FROM

iltr
CUMULATIVE TNTERACTION BETWEEN INDIVIDUALSo " HE COtICEpTUALIZED Th,O

TYPESoFINTERAcT¡oNPATTERNSsSYMMETRIcALscH¡SMoGENESISANDcoMPLE-

MENTARY SCHISMocENESIS" THESe TbJo PATTERNS HAVE oOME TO BE USED WITH-

ouT REFERENCE TO THE SCHISMOGENETIC PROCESST AND ARE NO!\', REFERRED TO AS

SYMMETR IcAL AND COMPLEMENTARY I NTERACT I ON o AI-I- CO¡.,II¡UN ICAT I ONAL I NTER.

AcT¡oNcANBEDIVIDEDINToTHESETt¡,oBAslcCATEGoRlES"

lrrlrgeLlTERATUREoNcoMMUNlcATloN'ASYMMETRlcAL@@

HAS coME To BE DEF I NED AS A RELAT IONSH I P IN IÀIH I CH TÌftIO PEOPLE EXCHANGE

THE sAME TypES oF BEHAVtouR. EAcH PERsoN lNlrlATEs AcTtoNr oFFERS

ADVtCE, CRtTtctZES THE OTHERT ETC. THIS TYPE OF RELATIONSHIP TENDS TO

BE COMPETITIVE, THATls, lF ONE PERSON MENTIoNS THAT HE HAS SUC0EEDED

tN SOME ENOEAVoUR, THE OTHER PERSON PO¡NTS OUT THAT !9 HAS SUCCEEDED lN

sOME EqUALLY IMPORTANT tENTURE" A cOMpLEMENTARY RELATIONSHIPt ON THE

oTHERHANDISoNEINWHIcHTI¡,oPE0PLEEXoHANGEDIFFERENTTYPESoFBE-

HAVTOURS - ONE ¡S lN THE ttSUPERIORtt PoSITION AND THE OTHER lS lN A

TTSECONDARYTI POSITION lN THAT ONE OFFERS cRlTlclSM AND THE OTHER ACcEPTS

tTr oNE OFFERS ADVICE AND THE OTHER FOLLOì/\JS lTr ONE TEACHES AND THE

e
orHER LEARNS, AND So oNo\r

LIKE ANY OTHER PATTERN OF cOMMUNICATIONT THESE Thlo HAVE THEIR

f7

poTENTtAL pATHoLoclEsor l¡i a syut"lcTRlcAL RELATIoNSHIPt THERE lS AN

5G. BorrroN, NAS (Loruooru, CANentoee

âtHntey, SrRereetEs or PsYcHotHeRApvt

7'\¡JnrzlawtcK ET AL.¡ @ U., P. 107'

Uru r veRs lrY PREss r 1 936).

oP clr., P. 11o

ì+:j::;lJr:

ì,:'.,',.:i,'
I
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EVER-pRESENT DANGER OF COMPETITIoN. lru A cO¡¡pLEMENTARY RELATIONSHIPt

PROBLEMS ARISE t/,.lHEN ONE PERSON IS FORCED TO CHANGE I{IS OVüN DEFINITION

oF HIMSELF lNTO ONE THAT COMPLEMENTS AND SUPPORTS HIS PARTNERIS SELF-

DEFINITION.

THts SIMPLE DIVISION OF RELATIONSHIPS INTO THE Tl^fo TYPES - coM-

PLEMENTARY AND SYMMETRICAL - IS USEFUL FOR CLASSIFYING DIFFERENT RELA-

TroNsHrps oR DTFFERENT sEquENçES t^tlrHlN A RELATIoNSHIP.B No rwo PE9PLE

r^, ILL CONSISTENÏLY I{AVE ONLY ONE PATTERN OF INTERACTION¡ HOWEVERO US-

UALLY, THERE ARE AREAS OF A RELAT I oNSH I P t^loRKED OUT AS oNE TYPE OR THE

oTHER, I N A HEALTHY RELAT I ONSH I P, BOTH SYMMETRY AND COMPLEMENTAR ITY

MUST BE PRESENT.

THe pROceSS OF DEFINING A RELATIONSHIP AS ESSENTIALLY SVMMETRI-

CAL OR COMPLEMENTARY I S A PROCESS OF VìJORK I NG OUT RULES FOR INTERACT I NGO

THUS, THE PROcESS OF l,{ORKING OUT A SATISFAcToRY MARITAL RELATIONSHIPt

FOR EXAMPLE, CAN BE SEEN AS A PROCESS OF WORKING OUT SHARED AGREEMENTS

o
ABOUT BEHAVIOUR, LARGELY UNDISCUSSEDT BETV'rEEN TWO PEOPLEo' MOReOVent

THE COUPLE MUST NOT ONLY SET RULES' THEY MUST ALSO REACH AGREEMENT ON

WHICH OF THEM IS TO BE THE ONE TO SET THE RULES IN EACH AREA OF THEIR

MARRtAcEe NOn lS THIS PROCESS LIMLTED ONLY TO COUPLES lN A oERTAIN

.'LTURE.l0 A coupuE rN ANy cuLTURE MUST DEAL t,llrH v',HAT RuLES To FoLLowt

I,{HO lS TO SET THEM, AND WHAT RULES TO FOLLOW TO RESOLVE DISAGREEMENTSo

FIruaIIv, THE coRE oF A COMMUNICATIQN APPROACH TO THE Eru ì¡JAS

BHorr", srnAreelEs or PsYcHolHrR¡PY,

nl ,lg. ¡ PP. 123-25,

1ol o., PPo 128-29.

1,::' :.:
!ì::l
l - :..:-

glo!E., P" 11.
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DEVELopED our oF JRcrsoNrs coNcEpr oF TTFAMILY HoMEosrASlsrr, t,'lHlcH HE

tNrRoDUcEp lru 1954.11 Trls coNcEPT sucGESTS rHAT rHE FAMILY MAY BE

VIE!\'ED AS A SYSTEM, AND THAT THE FAMILY ACTS SO AS TO MAINTAIN A BALANCE

IN RELATIONSHIPS.

2. RELATED STUDIES

A REVIET¡J OF STUDIES CONDUCTED TO DATE IN THE AREA OF PARËNTAL

I NTERACT I ON AND ITS RELAT I ONSH I P TO SYMPTOM DEVELOPMENT I N CH ILDREN

INDICATED TO THE PRESENT INVESTIGATORS THAT VERY LlTTLE EXPERIMENTA'

TtON HAD BEEN DONE ON THIS PARTICULAR ASPECT OF THE THEORYT ANo THAT

MOST STUDIES HAD CONCERNED THEMSELVES !úITH SCHIZOPHRENIC FAMILIES RA'

THER THAN FAMILIEs !ì/ITH oTHER FORMS OF EMOTIONAL DISTURBANCEc NEVEN-

THELESS, THE INVESTIGATORS FOUND SEVERAL STUDIES WH¡CH SUGGESTED A

METHODOLOGY ANO SOME CORROBORATION FOR THE PRESENT PROJECT'

lN 1956, A PAPER BY BATESoN, JAoKSoNT HALEY AND h]EAKLAND h,As

PUBLISHED AS A PROGRESS REPORT ON A RESEAßCH PROJECT DESIGNED TO FOR-

MULATE AND TEST A BROAD, SYSTEMAT I C V IE!ì' OF THE NATURE 
' 

ET I OLOGY AND

1D
TREATMENT oF scH l zopHREN r A o 

l¿ Tx r s pRpeR ANNouNcED THE REsEARcHERSt

coMMON AGREEMENT ON THE BROAO OUTLINES OF A cgMMUNIcATIoNAL THEgRY ON

THE oRtctN AND NATURE oF ScHtZoPHRENIAo lru pRRtlcULARr THE TTNEcEsSARY

INGREDIENTSIT OF THE DOUBLE BIND - A CHARACTERISTIC ¡NTERACT¡ONAL S¡TUA-

T ION FOR SCH I zOpHREN lcS - t/'rERE D I ScUSSED ANo THE DOUBLE-B I ND I NTERAcT ION

11D. Do JAcxsoN, rtTHE QuesrtoN oF FRu¡t-y HoueosrAslstt ÞsYcHlATRlc quAR-

rERLy SuPPLEMENTr 1957, v. 31, PARI l, ee" 79-90.

12G" BOTTSON, Do D. JAcxSON¡ Jo HnleV AN0 J" Ho l¡JÉATLAND,IITOWARo A

THeony oF ScHlzopHRENtAtt BEHAVToRAL Sc.l ENcE, OctoaeRr 1956¡ vo 1¡ Noo4o

i:' :.j::i:jì.::rj r

li:,i:ì :i ¡:ì!.¡::ii:;i{
I ',. I .'ì
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BETu/EEN pARENT AND cHtLD vvAS ¡LLUSTRATEo FRoM cLtNlcAL DATA" THts

PAPER Ùt,AS ONE OF THE FIRST ATTEMPTS TO CHARACTERIZE AND DESCRIBE SCHI-

zopHRENrA AS A DISTURBANCE lN COMMUNIcATTON AND CONSEqUENTLY LAID THE

GROUNDT^IORK FOR CONSIDERING OTHER FORMS OF PSYCHOPATHOLOGY IN THE LIGHT

OF COMMUN ICAT I ON THEORYO

A ITIU¡¿AER OF STUD IES t,''ERE THEN CONDUCTED WH I CH PROVI DED STRONG

EV I DENCE .THAT CONFL I CT EX I STED BETh'EEN THE PARENTS OF SCH I ZOPHREN I CS.

HoIA,EVER, THE STUDIES DID NoT cLARIFY VúHAT STRIFE BETb,EEN THE PARENTS

HAD To Do bilTH scHtzopHRENrA tN THE cHtLD. lN AN ATTEMpT ro REcrtFy

THts, Haley HyporHEstzED THAT scHtzopHRËNlc BEHAVToUR SERVES A FUNcrl0N

tt\, ITHIN A PARTIcULAR KIND OF FAMILY ORGANIZATION, AND THAT THE FAMILY

OF THE SCHIZOPHRENIC IS A SPECIAL KIND OF SYSTEM bJHICH CAN BE DIFFEREN-

TTATED FRoM orHER FAM,,-" a"rra"ao13 Hnlev rHEN ANAL'.ED A 
'MALL 

sAMpLE

OF FAMILIES PARTICIPATINc lN THERAPEUT¡C SESSIONS !4JHERE PARENTS AND

ScH I ZOPHREN I c CH ILD, As I¡/ELL AS S I BL I NGS, WERE SEEN TOGETHER ANo RE-

CORDED.

lru x ts pApER HarEv po TNTED ouf rHAT wHAT !'JAS LAcK tNc I N THE sruoy

OF INTERPERSONAL RELATIONS WAS A METHOD OF DESCR¡BING BY SOME ANALOGY

THE PROCESS tÂlH I CH TAKES PLACE I,\,HEN TbrO OR MoRE PEOPLE ¡ NTERACT. H I S

FINDINGS INDICATED THAT THE MOST APPROPRIATED ANALOGY FOR OESCRIBING

FAMIL IES ur,AS THAT OF A SELF-oORREcT IVE SYSTEM GOVERNED'BY FAMILY MEM-

BERS INFLUENCING EACH OTHERIS BEHAVIOUR AND THEREBY ESTABLISHING RULES

FoR THE sysrEM. Hts AppRoAcH oFFERED A GENERAL THEoRETtcAL FRAMET¡,oRK

I¡/ITH IN WH I CH THE RULES OF ANY ONE FAM ILY COULD BE CLASS IF IEDO HE U$EO

13J. Horay, rrTHE FAMTLy oF THE ScntzopHneNrc:
oF NEevous ANp MENTAL DtsE , 1959, No. 129.

A Mooel SysrEl¿rr JounNRu
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THE FAMILY OF THE SCHIZOPHRENIC AS A PARTICULARLY GOOD MODEL FOR THIS

APPROACH BECAUSE OF THE NARROW LIMITS OF ITS SYSTEM'

FNOU gIS FINDINGS HALEY ALSO CONCLUDED THAT THE SCHIZOPHRENIC

BEHAVIoUR OF THE cHILD I^JAS FUNcTIONAL To AND REINFORCED BY THE FAMILY

SYSTEM. HAIEVIS STUDY THUS HAD VALUE NOT ONLY BECAUSE IT PROPOSED A

SYSîEMS MODEL OF THE FAMILY, BUT ALSO BECAUSE IT SUGGESTED THAT SYMPTOM

FqRMATION tN cHILDREN tS CLOSELY RELATED, AND lS LIKELY FUNCTIONAL TO'

THE I NTERACT I ON OF THE PARENTS.

A IATER STUDY BY HALEY ON THE CONTROL FACTOR IN PSYCHOTHERAPY

VúITH SCHIZOPHRENICS POINTED OUT THAT A NUMBER OF DIFFERENT METHODS OF

TREAT I NG SCH t ZOpHREN t CS EX I ST, AND THAT AN EXAM I NAT I ON oF THESE METHODS

couLD tNcREASE KNolrtLEDcE ABouT scHlzoPHRENlA"l4 THls pRpER HAD slGNl-

FICANCE BEAAUSE IT MADE USE OF THE CONCEPTS OF SYMMETRY AND COMPLEMEN-

TARITY TO SUGGEST THAT A SCHIZOPHRENIC IS UNABLE TO MAINTAIN EITHER A

SYMMETRtCAL OR A COMPLEMENTARY RELATIONSHIP, AND HENCE ANY TYPE OF RE-

LATtoNsHtp ti,tTH ANoTHÊR PERSoN. HAIEY STATED THAT v'iHlLE THE AvERAGE

FAMILY IS ABLE TO PROVIOE AN OPPORTUNITY FOR THE CHILD TO LEARN TO FORM

BOTH SYMMETRICAL AND COMPLEMENTARY RELATIONSHIPS' THE PARENTS IN A

FAMtLy WtTH A ScHIZOPHRENIc MEMBER CONSTANTLY trDlSqUALlFYrI A CHILDIS

BIDS FOR EITHER TYPE OF RELATIONSHIP, BECAUSE THE PARENTS PERCEIVE ANY

ATTEMPT BY THE cHILD TO DEVELOP A RELATIONSHIP I¡iITH THEM AS A MANEUVER

To CONTROL THEM. THE PRRENTS THEMSELVES HAVE NOT BEEN ABLE TO SOLVE

rHE pROBLEM oF t¡JHlcH OF THEM lS TO oONTROL THE MARITAL RELATIONSHIPt AND

14J, HoraY, ttcoNTnoL I N

oF GEI\IERAL PsYcH tATRY,
PsycuorHeRApY hltrH ScHlzoPHRENlcstt A¡re
1961, Vo 5r pP. 340-53"

1"r..-: -
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CONSEqUENTLY THEY CANNOT PERMIT THEIR CHILD TO CONTROL THEM E'"'*"15

To TnE PRESENT INVESTIGAToRS HRIEYIS STUDY h,AS PERTINENT BEcAUSE

IT SUGGESTED THE IMPORTANCE OF THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THE PARENTS TO

THEIR RELATIONSHIP vúlTH THE cHlLD, !Ì, ITH SERIOUS cONSEqUENcEs FoR THE

cHlLDls owN DEVEL0PMENTo lr appEaRED LtKELy rHAr A slMtLAR slTUATtoN

MIGHT EXIST IN THE CASE OF PARENTS h'ITH NON-SCHIZOPHRENIC CHILDRENO

JHe Nn;ontrY oF LATER sruorES REVrE!úED ATTEMpTED To vALIDATE

HYPOTHESES ABOUl THE RELATIONSHIP BETh'EEN FAMILY INTERACTION AND MENTAL

ILLNESS lN AN ESSENTIALLY RETROSpECTIVE MANNER, THAT tS, THE IDENTtFtED

PATIENT I^,AS SEEN IN INTERACTION I,JITH HIS FAMILY IN AN ATTEMPT To DISco-

VER PART ICULAR PATTERNS OF INTERAcT I ON !ì,H ICH MAY HAVE cONTR ¡ BUTED rO

THE DEVEL0PMENT oF THE PATIENTIs sYl.,tproms" A sruoy gy JRcxsoN, RtsKtN

AND SAr I R wAs NOTEWoRTHY, Hot^tEVER, BEcAUsE tr ATTEMpTED To pRED I cr rHE

DIAGNOSIS OF THE PATIENT FROM AN EXAMINAT¡ON OF THE PATIENT AND HIS

FAMILY lN lNTERAcilo*.16 THg parteNt¡s DlAcNosts u,tAS coNcEALED FRoM

THE INVESTIGATORS UNTIL THEIR ANALYSIS OF THE DATA WAS COMPLETEDo

Tge sruDY I¡JAS BASED oN THE RESEARcHERs! A¡¡nuys I s oF THE F tRST

FlvE MINUTES oF A TAPE oF AN rruNKNot¡lNtt FAMtLyo Tue tNVEsrtGAToRs Fo-

CUSED ON THE DEVELOPMENT OF METHODS l¡lHlcH l/,lOULD ENABLE THEM TO tDENTtFy

MORE PRECISELY DIFFERENT PATTERNS OF FAMILY INTERACTION, AND TO RELATE

THESE PATÎERNS TO VARIOUS FORMS OF BEHAVIOUR DISTURBANCEO TgEIR PAPER

PRESENTED A BRIEF THEORETIcAL FRAME!úORK FOLLOT{,ED BY A DETAILED TLLUS- itr:.:i::r::i

ii1:::Ìll j.;

TRATION OF ONE SUCH APPROACH.

I ru rgE rR coNcLUSr oNS, THE r NVESTT cAToRS suGcEsrED THAT THErR

IE
''lglgo, PPc 3+7-49.
160. D. JAcKsoN, Jo RrsKrN AND voM,sAT¡R, rrA MErnoo or An¡Rrysrs oF A

FRNrr-v lrurERv'Erytt lr'r Çomuuru¡cnrf gru. FRmtly aruo MaRn¡nce, HumRru coN-
MUNrcArloN, v. 1, D. D. Jncxso¡r (eotron), Rer-o ÃLTo3 scrENcE AND
BeHRv r oR Boors, I Nc", 1 968) .
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REPORT OFFERED POSTD I CT I VE EV I DENCE I N SUPPORT OF HYPOTHESES RELAT I NG

FAMILY INTERACTION TO MENTAL ¡LLNESS, OR MORE GENERALLY, TO PERSONALITY

DEVELOPMENTo TO TUE PRESENT INVESTIGAToRs THE STUDY HAD RELEVANcE BE-

CAUSE IT ATTEMPTED TO ANALYZE COMMUNICATION PATTERNS IN TERMS OF SYM-

METRY AND C0MPLEMENTARITYT h, ITH rHE PURPOSE 0F cORRELATING THEsE l¡, ITH

SPECIFIC MANIFESTATIONS OF MENTAL ILLNESS, SUGGESTTNc A pOsstBLE Ap-

PROACH FOR THE PRESENT STUDY.

A soctAL vdoRK REsEARcH pnoJEcr By l¡/EtsMAN lN 1963 I¡JAS DEStcNED

TO TEST FURTHER THE HYPOTHESIS THAT'ITHE TYPE OF cHILD FUNoTIoNING AND

THE TYPE OF PARENTAL FUNCTIONING ARE DIFFÊRENTIALLY RELATED TO THE TYPE

oF MARITAL RELATloNSHlP"tlT TuE oerR coNStsrgD oF cnsewoRxERsr JUDc-

MENTS ABOUT THE SOC I AL FUNCT I ON I NG oF THE FAM I LY MEMBERSo II,IE I SMAN

FOUND THATr cONTRARY TO cLlNlcAL EXPECTATIONS, cHILD FUNCTIONINc t¡,AS

NOT SIGNIFICANTLY RELATED T0 MARTTAL FUNCTIONtNG lN êENERAL, TO SPECt-

FIC MARITAL PATTERNS, OR TO THE DEGREE OF CONFLICT OR SATISFACTION THE

PARENTS EXPERIENCED IN THE MARRIAGE"

To txe pRESENT RESEARoHERS Uì,ElsMANrs stuoy wRs IMpoRTANT Nor

ONLY BECAUSE ITS FINDINGS DISPROVED THE HYPOTHESIS THAT MARITAL INTER.

ACTI0N INFLUENCES CHILD FUNCTl0NtNc, BUT ALSO BECAUSE tT ATTEMPTED TO

CLASS I FY'''HUSBAND-h' I FE I NTERACT I ON PATTERNS I NTO VAR I OUS TYPES OF SYM-

METRIcAL AND coMPLEMENTARy RELATtoNSHrps, ALTHoUcH THE coNcEprs rrsyM-

METRYIT AND rrcoMpLEMENTARtryrr WERE Nor AcruALLy usED, BEcAUSE THE sruDy

171. \n/rrsMAN,
CH rr-o FuNcr
y. Ar$¡ NO.

rrExpLoR tNc rHE ErrEcr or
ION ING AND PARENTNI FUIUCT
6, ec. 330-34.

THE MAR I TEU RELRT ¡ ONSH I P ON

I oN l Ncrr Soc tRu CasewoRx 1 963,

I
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DID NOT EMPLOY A COMMUNICATION THEORY APPROACH TO MARITAL INTERACT¡ONO

WE ISURITI ALSO D ID NOT ALLOW FOR THE FACT THAT A COUPLE COULD INTERACT

DIFFERENTLY IN DIFFERENT AREAS OF THEIR.MARRIAGEO COI..¡SEQUENTLY, THE

PRESENT INVEST IGATORS cONcLUDED THAT IF A SOMEI¡/HAT S lM ILAR STUDY l¡/ERE

CONDUCTED' BUT V\'ITH A FOCUS ON INTERACTION IN THE LIGHT OF coMMUNIcA-

TION THEORY, FINDINGS hJHICH I¡/OULD BÊ VERY DIFFERENT FRoM I¡JEISMANTS

M I GHT RESULTO

Iru ATTIOTHER STUDY BY hJEAKLAND AND FRY (IgøZ), sEVERAL LETTERS To

ScHIzOPHRENIc PATIENTS FROM THEIR MOTHERS l¡JERE PRESENTED VERBATTM AS

RAW DATA.18 THEsE LETTERS wERE THEN EXAMTNED FoR cHARAcrERrsrrc FoR-

MAL PATTERNS 0F coMMUNlcATloN. TUE sruDY FoUND THAT ì^rHtLE THE LETTERS

vARIED lN DETAILS OF CONTENT, STYLE, ETC., THEy EXHIBtTED stMfLAR, pER-

VASIVE AND HIGHLY INFLUENTIAL PATTERNS OF INCONGRUENT COMMUNICATION.

IT I¡JAS ALSO FOUND THAT THIS OBSERVED PATTERN FITTED PRIoR GENERAL STATE-

MENTS OF THE RESEARCHERS ABOUT THE DOUBLE BIND AND INCONGRUENT COMMUNI-

CATION IN SCHIZOPHRENIC FAMILIES

Tge lrJEarlAND AND FRy sruoy pRovED.RELEVANT BEcAusE tr usED LET-

TERS AS DATA FOR A NUMBER OF REASONS I.^,H ICH SUGGESTED TO THE PRESENT

EXPERIMENTORS THAT THE qUESTIONNAIRE METHOD MIGHT ALSO BE APPROPRIATE

FOR STUDYING INTERACTIONO

TgE pnEsENT RESEARcH pRoJEcr GREW our oF A plLor sruoy coNDUcrED

tN 1968, bJHtcH wAS DEStcNED To rEST THE HyporHESrs rHAT THE MARtTAL RE- .. ,,,.,
lr:r;.:",ri

LATIoNSHIP (on rHe RELATtoNSHtp tnttrH A rrstcNtFtcANT orHERrr) or oeenEssED

PATIENTS lN A PSYCHIATRIc UNIT WOULD TEND TO BE VlEI¡/ED BY THE pArlENT

1BJ" H. VrJE¡xl-Rtto ANo þú, Fo FRy, ttLETTERs or MoTHERS oF ScH tzopHREN tcsn
,JuLY,1g62,Vo32,Noo4'pp.604-23o;;-...''

i:Ì-.:: .!:
i: ".i.¡ '':'

1 :.1: ,.:-ì.1,1.:
la'a'.4 4.
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AND THE SPOUSE OR RELATIVE AS BE¡NG ESSENTIALLY COMPLEMENTARY.l9

Sl¡¡¡uanly, pATtENTS t¡JtrH orHER TypES oF symproMs sucH AS ANXtETy Dts-

ORDERS brERE HYPOTHES IZED TO HAVE MAR ITAL RELAT I ONSH IPS h,H I cH l¡/ERE ES-

sENT IALLY SYMMETR t cAL. A sR IEF sER tES oF quEsT I oNS, bJH I cH r¡roul-D pRo-

vlDE A ROUGH INDEX OF MEASUREMENT OF THE TlrúO TypES 0F RELATtONSHtpS,

IJìIAS ADM IN ISTERED TO BOTH GROUPS OF PAT IENTS AND THE I R SPOUSES OF CLO_

SEST RELAT I vEs" THE F I ND I Ncs oF THE p tLor sruDy hrERE uNpuBL I SHED, AND

HENCE NOT DIRECTLY AVAILABLE TO THE PRESENT GROUP OF RESEARCHERS"

Tne ptLor sruDy hrAS TMpoRTANT, Hol¡,EVER, rN THAT tr opERAT¡oNALLy

DESCRIBED THE INTERACTION PATTERNS OF COMPLEMENTARITY AND SYMMETRY,

AND SUGGESTED THAT THE MEASURE OF AGREEMENT VERSUS DISAGREEMENT COULD BE

A USEFUL CRITERION FOR DIFFERENTIATING BETWEEN,SYMMETRICAL AND COMPLE-

MENTARY RELATIONSHIPS. THC STUDY FURTHER SUGGESTED THAT THE TYPE oF

RELATIONSHIP EXISTING BETU'EEN A MARRIED COUPLE COULD BE TESTED BY MEANS

OF A qUEST I ONNA IRE I,{H ICH THE SPOUSES ANSIi',ERED I ND IV I DUALLYT I ru OrHe R

t^,oRDS, lT ì¡rAS POSSIBLE T0 CLASS¡FY A RELATIoNSHIP \^, ITHOUT EXAMINING THE

SPOUSES INTERACTING TOGETHER. THE NETHOD USED BY THE PILoT STUDY h'lAs

AN IMPoRTANT DEPARTURE FRoM MOST OF THE pREV¡OUS STUDTES DTSCUSSED,

t^,H ICH HAD ANALYZED THE ONGO I NG I NTERACT ION OF THE SUB\,ECTS RATHER THAN

THE REPORTED PATTERNS OF I NTERACT I ON OF THE I NO I V I DUALS rl NVOLVED, AS

THE PILOT STUDY DID"

ln nEvtEt^,tNc rHE LtTERATURE, THE pREsENT TNVESTtcAToRs sooN NorED

THAT THERE VI,AS NO ADEQUATE PRECEDENT FOR THE TYPE OF EXPER ¡MENT THEY hJERE

!:
il
t.

t:
f,:

to
''Gu IDEL rNES oF THE plLor sruoy tN 1968 wERE pRovl

couRTESy oF Tt{E I N lT TATOR 0F THE STUDY, PROFo Go
ALSO ADVISOR TO THE CURRENT PROJECTO

DED THROUGH THE

ER lcrsoru, h/Ho r^,AS
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PLANNINc" TgE ¡lErroDoLocY t¡HlcH HAD BEEN DEVELopED To EXpERTMENT h/trH

INDIVIDUALS AND WITH ARTIFICIAL GROUPS WAS NOT APPLICABLE TO THE MEA-

SUREMENT 0F TYP I cAL PATTERNS 0F oNc0 I Nc I NTERAcT I oN" HowevEn, THE I N-

VESTIGATORS NOTED THAT THREE GENERAL METHODS FOR COLLECTING DATA HAD

BEEN USED BY PREVIOUS STUDIES ON FAMILY INTERAoTIoNo THEsE METHoDS

I¡JERE: 1) uslNG THE sELF-REpoRT oF FAMtLy MEMBERS ABour rHEtR TNTER-

AcTl0Nr OBTAINED EITHER BY qUESTIONNAIRE OR BY INTERVtEt¡/;2) AntNGtNc

FAMILY MEMBERS TOGETHER T0 STUDY THEM lN OPERATION, t¡J¡TH THE DATA coN-

SISTING OF OBSERVATIONS BY HUMAN OBSERVERS WHO ATTEMPT TO REACH AGREE.

MENT oN IÁJHAT THEY sEE HAPPENINc; AND 3) pr-actNc FAMtLIES lN coMMUNtcA-

TION NETt¡JORKS t^tHERE THEIR BEHAVIOUR lS REcoRDED oN lNrtRUrEtUrru20

Hot^,EVER, THESE THREE METH0DS oF RESEARoH t^rouLD LIKELY coLLEcr DTFFERENT

FACTS ABOUT FAMILIES, BECAUSE FACTS ARE DETERMINEO LAR.GELY BY THE WAYS

I N t¡JH I cH THEY ARE coLLEcrED. NEveRruElESS, FoR REASoNS I/úH I cH t^J ILL BE

DlscussED I N THE FOLLO!úl NG CHApTER ON METHODOLOcy, THE I NVEST I GATORS

cHOSE TO EMPLOy THE qUEST I ONNA I RE.

lru co¡lct-ustoN, A REVrEÌñJ 0F THE LTTERATURE oN coMMUNtcATtoN pRovt-

DED THE PRESENT RESEARCHERS !ìJITH A HYPOTHESIS FOR STUDY, A METHoD FoR

THE COLLECTION OF 0ATA, AND 0RtTERIA FOR DATA CLASStFtCATtON AND.ANA-

rYs t s.' ,

20Ji. HorrY, trTohtARos R THeoRy oF PerHor-oe rcAl Sysreustr lN FAMILy THERApY
AND DlsruRBED Fa¡,llllEs, G. Ho Zux e¡¡o lo BoszoRMENyt-NRey (EDtrõRãt,
TPALo ALTo! SctENcE eruo BeHevtoR BooKS, lNco, 196T), r. tS.

l.-: .: : :.: -: :
lt. i: ' r':

i i.: : ;.t"

ii: ii_...:r.ì..1

! . a-



CHAPTER THREE

METHOD

THE Cnllo Gu tDANcE Ct-llrllc t^rAS sELEcTED As rHE AcENcy FRoM r^/HtcH

To oBTAtN THE sAMpLE. lT rdAS coNStDERED THE MosT AppRopRtATE AcENcy

o.N THE ASSUMPTIoN THAT 0tAGNosEs oF THE cHtLDRENIs aeHAvtouR kúouLo pRo-

BABLY BE AVAILABLE FROM THE FILES. A REVI,EI,,ì' OF THE FILES REVEALED,

HOIit,EVER r THAT D IAGNOSES HAD NOT BEEN FORMALLY MADE. COtUseqUENTLy, THE

RESEARCHERS UTILIZED Th'O BROAD CATEGOR¡ES OF SYMPTOM DEVELOPMENT IN

cHILDREN FROM VJI{lCH T0 MAKE THEIR Ol,{N DIAcNOSES. THE TI¡JO cATEGORIEs

t^,ERE FoRMULATED FRoM THE ESTABL r sHEo clAss rF I cAT r oN oF F l t¡cxl AND

c
G I ruOTT ,' AND I/ì'ERE DEF 1 NEO AS FOLLOIdS 3

I . Ao¿usrNerur Reecr I oN oF Cs tloHooo

(coruoucr DlsruRBANcE, AcrtNc-our BEHAVloun)

-SoclALLY UNAccEPTABLE BEHAVIoURT TRUANcY, sTEALtNc, DESTRUc-

TlvENESsr cRUELTYT SEXUAL oFFENcEST usE oF ALcoHoL¡ cAN BE

DEScRIBED AS TENSET RESTLESS, EXcITABLET lMpuLSlvE, HypER-

AcrlvEr ANcRYT AcGRESSIVET PRoVocATlvE, DoMlNEERtNc, vERBoSE,

CRITICAL, REBELLIOUS, AND DISOBEDIENT. THCIN GREATEST DEFECT

I'T. FlNcHr FYI)loeNenrALs oF CHluo PsvcsrArny (New Yonx! l^1. ìrr/. NonroN AnoCo,rlwc.rffi
-H' Go GlNotr, rtlNNovATtoNs tN GRoup PsvcnorxeRApy brlru pReRooLEScENrsu,

lI , ED¡TED By Go M. GazoR,
ISPRTNGF rELD, lLuo, CHARLEs co THoNAs, puaLtsHER, l968), e" zT3.
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ls THEIR PRoNENEss ro DiscHARcE EMortoNAL sTRESS tN pHystcAL

ACTS' AND THEIR GREATEST NEED IS FOR A DECREASE OF INNER

TENSIONS AND AN INCREASE OF INNER CONTROLST

2. Spec tAL SyMproM REAcr I oN

(teunorrc rRArrs, HABrr DrsruRBANcE, ovERrNHrBrrroN)

-T¡CS, SOMNAMBULISMT STAMMERINcT HYPERACTIVITY, PHOBtAS, NAtL-

BlrlNGr THUMB-sucK lNc, ENEURESIsT MASTURBATIoN, TEMpER-

TANTRUMS; CAN BE DESCR I BED AS h' t rHoRAh,N, SUBM I SS t VE, S t LENT e

FEARFUL, SHYr ISOLATEDT UNCOMMUNICATIVE, INARTICULATE, OVER-

coMPLIANTT cONSTRICTED, MEEK, pASSIVE, EMASCULATED, ANO lN-

EFFEoTUAL. THE cREATEsT AFFLtcrloN oF THESE cHtLDREN ts so-

CIAL ¡SOLATION' AND THEIR GREATEST NEED IS FOR THE OPPORTU-

NITY FOR FREE' SAFE, AND RESPECTABLE .INTERPERSONAL COMMUNI-

CATIONg

HERERrrenr THE T!úo cLASSIFTcATToNssHALL BE REFERRED To rN ABBREVIATED

FAsH tqN AS frARtr AND IrSSRtr.

lr wRs oRtclNALLY DEcTDED To cHoosE THE sAMpLE FRoM NEì^, oASES,

I .E. THosE PRE v lousLY UNKûlot¡/N To THE Ct- I ¡l t c, REFERRED I N THE MoNTHs oF

OcroaeR AND NovEMBER, 1969. (SeereNaeR REFERRALS r^/ERE oMlrrED stNcE

MANY ì/,,ERE s IMPLE TRUANcY CASES !r,H lcH Typ tF tED THE BEc tNN I Nc oF A scHooL

YEAR.) gurrowlNc ro DtFFlcuLTy tN FTNDTNG ENoucH FILEs r¡JtrH suFFtctENr

REFERRAL I NFORMAT I ON T0 MAKE A D IAGNOS I S, lT t¡/AS NEcESSARY TO t NcLUDE

ALSO THOSE CASES PREVIOUSLY KNOh'N TO THE CTIruIC BUT REOPENED IN OCTOEER

oR NoveMaER. TgE usr oF BorH KrNDS oF REFERRALS, roE. NE!{ AND REoeENED,

coNSTlrurEo A LlMlrATloN 0F THE sru0y, stNcE THE cH¡roÍs BEHAvtouR couLD

HAVE cHANGED ovER THE PERIoD oF coNTAcT l^tlTH THE Cttt'ttc, lN ADDITIoN To

POSSIBLE CHANGES IN PARENTAL COMMUNICATION AS A RESULT OF COUNSELING
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TREATME NT C

THe nee RANGE oF THE cHTLDREN sruDtEÐ !úAS srx ro ELEvEN YEARS,

lNcLUSlvEo CHtuoRE¡u DlAcNoseD AS scHlzopHRENtc oR HAVTNG BRATN syN-

OROMES II'ERE EXCLUDED FROM THE SAMPLE O TXE TOT¡I NUMBER OF CASES IN

TH I s AGE cR0up REFERRED To rHE Soc ¡Rl_ t¡,Jonx DEpaRTMENT oF THE Ct ¡ ¡v r c ¡ r,¡

OcroeeR AND NovEMaEn wns 335. Fnou rgls cRoup rHE REsEARcHERS cHosE

THosE l^tHlcH MET THE FoLLot^,tNG cRtrERtA: cHtLDREN LtvlNc l^,trH BorH

NATURAL PARENTs s I NcE B IRTH (ruo o tsr I Ncr ¡ oN t/AS MADE BETI¡JEEN LEcAL MAR-

RR I AGE AND COMMoN LAÌ^i UN l0N, PROV I DED THEy tdERE NATURAL PARENTS AND

LlvlNG roeerHen); cHtLDREN FRoM FAr4tLtES nTHEREtN oNLy oNE cHtLD HAD

BEEN REFERRED T0 rre CllNlci cAsES wHtcH u'JERE srtLL AcTtvE AT THE TtME

oF ADM I N I srRAr I oN oF THE quEsr I oNNA I RE. AlrHoucH orHER THAN NATURAL

PARENTS MAY HAVE PROVED EqUALLY VAL I D SUBJECTS FOR THE STUDY, tr t^,AS

OFTEN IMPOSS I BLE TO DETERM I NE FROM THE INFORMAT I ON I N THE F ILES HO\^'

LONG THE ctl ILD HAD L lvED l¡, ITH THEMo Tuus, THE SAMeLE uJAS RESTRToTED To

CH ILDREN L IV I NG FROM B IRTH I¡' ITH NATURAL PARENTS ONLY" HE¡ICE, THE STUDY

DOES NOT ACCOUNT FOR BÊHAVIOURAL DISTURBANCES RELATED TO FACTORS SUCH

AS SEPARAT I ON, .0 I VORCE, OR DEATH OF PARENTS, OR ADTJUSTMENT TO FOSTER,

AOOPTIVE' OR STEP PARENTS. THE STUDY WAS RESTRIcTED To THE REFERRAL

OF ONE CHILD PER FAMILY AS DISTURBED SlBLING FACTORS INTRODUCED THE

P0SS lB lL ITY OF NEtll VAR IABLES tìrH I CH t¡JENT BEyOND THE SCOpE OF THE STUDyo

THE SAMPL I NG cR trER I A IÂJERE DES r GNED To EL rM I NATE AS MANY coNFouND I NG

VAR I ABLES AS POSS I BLE.

Vr/H ¡le rHE oR I G I NAL I NTENT tnlAs To usE A RANDoM sAMpL r Nc METHoD,

ITHE RESEARCHERS FOUNDT AFTER ELIMINATING THOSE CASES li'JHtcH DtD NOT MEET i
I,

THE cRITERIA AND THosE FILES tÂrHlcH DID NoT coNTAtN ADEqUATE DtAcNosT¡c 
,.,:,,r,,:
l.i,: ')i ::r_' .

t,'. :-:..

i::ìr:ì-: -'..:i.
,. r'':1.

i :-: iì r':
i:::, r:::.,:

I

i

I
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INFORMAT ION r THAT lT t¡úAS NEoESSARY TO USE ALL THE REMA I N lNc F ILES I N

OROER TO OBTAIN A SAMPLE LARGE ENOUGH TO BE CONSIDEREÐ STATISTICALLY

SIGNIFICANT. IT I]ì'AS DECIDED THAT A MINIMALLY DESIRABLE SAMPLE WOULD

ooNTAlN FTFTEEN CASES tN EAoH CATEcoRy, I oEo FTFTEEN SSR nruo FTFTEEN

AR, A mR..lon LIMITATIoN oF THE STUDY lrì/AS THIS SAMPLtNc pROcEDURE, FOR

A SAMPLE THAT IS NOT RANDOM CANNOT BE GENERALIZED FOR A LARGER POPULA-

TIONC

THe tNVEsrtcAToRS DtvtDED tNTo rtJo TEAMS. TEAM A RERo HALF oF

THE FILES AND MADE OUT A CONTRoL CARD ON EACH cHILD. THE ceRo coNTAINED

tDENTTFYING TNFORMATION, REASON FOR REFERRAL, DESCRtpTtON 0F BEHAVTOUR,

AND DtAGNosrtc oLASStFrcATroN, t.E. u,HETHEn AR on SSR. THEsE DlAcNosEs

wERE vERtFIED By rHE RESEARcH ADVtsoR" Txeru rHE oARDS UIERE pAssED oN

ro TEaN B, wHo LATER FoLLowED THRoucH tN coNTAcrtNc eARENTS AND ADMTN-

tsrÊR r Nc rHE qUEST toNNA I REs" TaR¡¿ B FoLLowED Tt{E sAME pRocEDURËo lN

TH IS Vì,AY THE INVEST IGATORS PLANNED TO AVO,O ,,O DANGER OF SUÈ.IECT I vE

BIAS þrrHEN THE TIME CAME T0 ADMINISTER THE QUESTIoNNAIRE, SlNcE, FOR

EXAMPLE, ÏeAN B WOUIO eE r NTERV I Eù{ I Nc rHE PARENTS OF CH TLDREN IJ'.IHOSE F ILES

HAD BEEN READ oNLy ay TEAI',1 Ao Txe nesEnRcH ADV|soR THEN MADË AN I NDE-

PEDENT PREDICTION FROM THE DIAGNOSES OF THE CH¡LD OF THE PATTERN OF PA-

RENTAL I NTERAoT I oN o lr silouuo BE NorED THAT THERE I¡JAS A MA\,oR WEAKNESS

IN THIS METHOD OF MAKING DIAGNOSES FROM DESCRIPTIONS OF BEHAVIOUR IN

THE FILE AS THESE h/ERE OFTEN VERY LIMITED, OR MADE ONLY BY TEACHERS OR

PARENTS. A CLINICAL DIAGNOSIS MADE BY A PSYcHIATRIST oR SocIAL I¡/oRKER

WOULD HAVE BEEN MORE DESIRABLE AND RELIABLE, BUT TIME AND STAFF LIMIT-

ATIONS PROHIBITEO THIS"

I tu ¡t-t-, SEVENTy-N I NE F tLEs \À,ERE REV TEWED FoR THE puRposE oF THE

pRo\rEcro 0F THESE, NINETEEN WERE DIscARDED, EIGHTEEN DUE To DlFFlcuLTy

iti--'.:. -'I ' . .r..-

ii,:¿,!
lí¡:',;il:

.i
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lN CLASSIFYING BEHAVIOUR, AND ONE DUE T0 LACK OFÁHOME TELEpHONE t¡JHtcH

oREATED A coMMUNtcATt0N pRoBLEM. l¡l rue sAMpLE sELEcTED AccoRDtNc ro

THE CRITERIA MENTIONED EARLIER, THERE WERE FAR FEV,'ER AR rvpEs rHnrv SSR

TYPES. THls FAcr ADDED To rHE DtFF rcuLTy I N oBTAtN tNG A suBSTANTIAL

SAMPLE OF POTENTIAL PARTICIPANTS FOR THE STUDY !úITH AN EqUAL NUMBER IN

EACH CATEGORY.

lr wes DEc I DED THAT THE quEST roNNA rRE TEcHN r quE ì¡JouLD BE THE

MOST FEASIBLE MEANS OF TESTING PARENTAL INTERAcTIoN. A sTuoy DoNE BY

tr/enxleruo nruo Fnv tNDtcATED THAT A quESTtoNNAtRE couLD BE usED To AssESS

AN INDIVIDUAL'S PATTERN OF COMMUNIcATING WITH oR RELATING To ¡ItoTH,*.1

M0REOVER, LIMITATIoNS oF TIME FoRcED THE RESEARoH GRoUP To ADoPT A

s I MpLE MEANS oF DATA coLLEcr I oN. VrlH ¡le tr t¡AS REcocN I zED THAT TH I s I s

PROBABLY NoT THE BEST FORM 0F TESTtNc tNTERACTtON, THERE ARE CERTATN

ADVANTAGES T0 THts METHoD" FoR EXAMeLE, THE qUESTtoNNAtRE ts A eERMA-

NENT AND OB.JECTIVE PIECE OF DATA WHICH CAN SE EXAMINED REPEATEDLY BY

vARl0us lNDlvlDUALs. lT HAS DEFINtTE BoUNDARtES, AND BEcAusE tr FocusES

PURELY ON ONE DIMENSION, l.E. VERBAL RESPONSES, tT ts EAsIER TO ANALYZE

THAN A TAPE REcoRDlNc oR souNo FILM. Howeven, THERE ARE cERTAtN METH9D-

oLoGlcAL FLAh,s lN THE QUESTIoNNA¡RE AppRoAcHo THe sus,JecrtvE BtASEs oF

THE OBSERVER ARE A CONTINUOUSLY OPERATING YET INADEqUATELY EVALUATED

FAcroR. THEne ls ALSo rHE RETRospEcrtvE FALLAcy, NAMELy rHE posstBt-

LITY THAT PATTERNS OBSERVABLE IN A FAMILY MAY, ON THE ONE HAND, THEM-

SELVES BE A RESULT OF EMOTIONAL ILLNESS, OR ON THE OTHER HAND, THAT

ì;i 1r:. ' i

I'J. H, l¡JeRr¡-eruo ANo Vrl. R. FRy, ttLEttERs or
Amen-lcaru J,ouRrual or ORtnopsycs lnrny, JuLyp. 605.

MorHens or Scu I zopHREN I csrt,
1962, volo 32, Noo 4,
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THEY MAY HAVE BEEN PRESENT BEFORE THE OVERT ILLNESS BUT ETIOLOGICALLY

o
IRRELEVANT". OruCE IT IS REALIZED THAT STAÏEMENTS CANNOT ALWAYS BE

TAKEN AT FACE VALUET LEAsr oF ALL lN THE PRESENcE oF psycHopATHolocy-

THAT PEOPLE CAN OFTEN SAY SOMETH I NG AND MEAN SOMETH I NG ELSE-AND THAT

THERE ARE QUESTIONS THE ANSWERS TO WHIcH MAY BE ToTALLY oUTSIDE THEIR

Ah'ARENEssr THEN THE l/JEAKNEss oF THE quESTToNNATRE TEcHNlquE BECoMES

^oBvlous.o

THe quesr r oNS DRAr^JN up FoR THE quEST r'NNA rRE 
'ERE 

To sERvE AS

AN I NoEX 0F MEASUREMENT oF THE T!r{o TYPES oF PARENTAL RELAT I oNSH I ps, I oE o

cOMPLEMENTARY AND SYMMETR lcAL r AS ourL INED tt'l CuaprrR I , A couple¡leru-

TARY RELAT IoNsI{ IP W0ULD MEAN THAT THE PARTNERS SAI4, THEMSELVEs AS BE I NG

ESSENTIALLY I¡/ITHOUT MAJOR CONFLICTS, IN AGREEMENT IN MOST AREAS OF DE.

clsl0N-MAKlNc' Mosr cOMMUNtcATtoNS, riúrrHrN AND h,rrHouï THE FAMrLy,

WOULD TEND TO BE POLARIZED I^'ITH ONE PARTNERO TNATIS, ONE GIVES AND

THE 0THER AccEPTs, oNE ls PERMISSIVE AND THE OTHER PAsstvEo Co¡,rttulv¡-

cAT I oN b/ lrH I N THE RELAT I oNSH I P tÀ,ouLD sE poLAR tzED wl rH AN uNEquAL NuM-

BER OF MESSAGES GOING FROM ONE SPOUSE TO THE OTHER. A SYMM"*'iOt- O'-
LAT I ONSH I P !úouLD MEAN oNE lN t/úH lcH THERE ARE MAJoR AREAS oF 0 tsAcREE-

MENTT Bl-PoLAR DEALINGS tJlrH THE ourstDE l¡/oRLD, coNSlsreNT coNFLtcrs

ovER DEclsloNS AND coMMUNrcATroNS AppRoAcHrNc EQuALrry.4

c-J' RlsKIN, ItMETHoDoLocY roR sruovtrue FeNtuv lrureRacrtoNrr, ARcHlves orGeruEnel PsvcxlnfFv, voL" B, AeRrr_ 1963, p. 34ã"

"å;"ilIÍiliilil,;l;,,TîoIj'l^,l]l^?:'?:..Jo:1::l,@
uoMMUN t cAT t oN: A Sruoy or l*r.*panaooxEsrffiToN 

ANo coo, lNco, "196.), po 36o
4Gr*oLo Enlcrsoru, TcoMpLEMENTARy MRRtrel RElRrroNsHlps oF DepnessEo

PAT I ENTSI' 
' 

AN OUTL I NE OF THE P ILOT STUDY DONE ¡ I.I 1 968.

.:r i ì':lì.

i:.rì-. :,:.ji
i:r:, .....i:åt,
, :,:,.:,,,,.
1.._:'
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S ¡ e ru IF I cANT AREAS oF pARENTAL r NTERAcT r oN r¡rERE cHosEN AS THE

BAS ls FoR QUEST loNS (see neenoDUcED quEST I oNNA tRE ttt AReeruo t x ).

Quesrlorus 1-3 SERVED AS rNrRoDUcrony quESTloNS; quESTrorus 4-12 DEALT

lit/lrH vITAL AREAS 0F TAMILY LIFE SUCH AS FINANCES, DEALTNGS h'trH THE

ourslDE l¡JoRLD, RELATIONSHIP hJtrH SlcNtFtcANT OTHERS, VALUES AND BELIEFS,

cHILD-REARlNc, AND AFFEcTfoNAL NEEDS; quESTtoN 13 sERVED AS AN INFoRMA-

TloN quESTlONo Tge ReSERRcHERs soucHT To rEST THE TypE oF RELATtoNsHtp

BY MEASURING THE UNIT OF AGREEMENT-D¡SAGREEMENTo AeReENEI\IT MEANT THAT

BoTH PARTNERS GAVE THE SAME ANSh/ER, DENytNc ANy DTFFERENCE OF OptNtONo

DISNEREEMENT MEANT THAT EACH PARTNER GAVE A DIFFERENT ANSuJER To THE

SAME qUEST ION, 0R THAT B0TH PARTNERS AcKNOt¡/LEDGED A D IFFERENcE oF op t-

NloNn THus, lF THE RESULTS sHohlED MtNtMAL DtsAcREEMENT THts l¡JoulD tM-

PLY A COMPLEMENTARY RELAT I ONSH lP, t^/HEREAS MAX IMAL D TSAGREEMENT t^JOULD

IMPLY A SYMMETRtcAL RELATtoNsHtpc FoR so¡,le quESTtoNS, THE REsEARcHERs

ALLOV\,ED ONLY TI^JO ALTERNATIVE ANSh,ERS¡ ETGo IIHUSBAND'I oR'IIn, IFEII , AS IN

#9, lN AN EFFoRT To oLEARLY p rNpo r NT THE RELAT toNSH I po SpRcE Ì¡JAs us-

UALLY ALLOWED FOR COMMENTS t¡rH I CH M I cHT FURTHER CLAR IFY THE s I TUAT I ON.

Txene bJERE cERTA I N T,vEAKNESSES l N TH ls pART tcuLAR quEST I oNNA tRE

APART FROM THE GENERAL LIMITATIONS OF THE TECHNIqUEO FOR CXNIIETC,

ol¡, ING To A DEARTH 0F PREVtous sruDtEs oN coMMUNtcATloN tN THls AREA,

THERE l¡JERE NO ScIENTIFICALLY PRE-TESTED qUESTIONNAIRES BY t/ìrHtCH To

MEASURE THE VALIDITY AND RELIABILITY OF THIS qUESTIONNAIREO THE NE-

SEARcHERS l^,ERE: RESTR I crED To rHE lR oì/úN pRAcr I cAL cL lN I cAL EXpER ¡ ENcE

AS A SOURCE FROM !úHICH TO FORMULATE b.lHAT THEY BEL IEVED TO BE SIGNIFI-

CANT qUESTIONS TO MEASURE THE TYPE OF RELATIONSHIP. MOREOVEN, THE

qUESTIONS I¡JERE NOT BALANCED IN hJEIGHT* T¡IE TINDINGS SHOt,ì'ED TI{AT A
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FEIñJ SPEC ¡F IC qUEST I ONS GAVE A FAR MORE S IGN IF IcANT I ND I cAT I oN oF THE

RELATIoNSHIP THAN OTHERS, BUT THAT THE LESS StcNtFlcANT quEsrtoNS oUT-

NUMBERED THE MORE IMPORTANT. IN TOTALING THE SCORES OF AGREEMENT-

D ISAGREEMENT EAcH qUEsT I ON tlrlAS G I VEN THE SAME I¡rE I GHT, HENcE THE RESULTS

cOuLD BE sKEt¡rED I N S0ME AREAS. lN ToTAL lNc THE ScoRES, THERE tAtAS No

ATTEMPT TO RELATE THE SCORE TO THE SIGNIFICANCE OF THE SEX OF THE PART-

NER. A pAtrrRtr oF BlpoLARtrY DtD Nor EMERcE As rHERE t¡AS Nor ENoucH

RANGE IN THE RESPONSES TO*SHOIN' THISO THIS COIISTITUTED A LIMITATION OF

ONE FACTOR OF THE RELATIONSHIP BEING MEASUREDT

THE ¡¡Ext srEp tN pRocEDURE vdAs ro MA lL A LETTER To rHE pARENTS

oF THE slxrY cHtLDREN DtAGNoseD FoR THE pRoJEcr (see uerren tN AppENDtx)"

Tge lErteR hJAs FoLLol¡rED up By A TELEeHoNE cALL To EXeLAIN ANy quESTtoNS,

DETERM INE WHETHER THE cOUPLE t/\, ISHED TO PART tc IPATE, AND tF SO To ARRANGE

AN Appo I NTMENT, FoR T HE I NTERV ¡E!,vr 0r rge s I xry coupLEs coNTAcrED, TtJENTy-

FIVE REFUSED AND SIXTEEN h'ERE RE.JECTED (TON NCRSONS, SEE CHEPTER Itr).

He¡lce r THE F tNAL sAMpLE oF pARENTs ro BE TESTED l¡JAS N,t NETEEN coupLEs,

ELEVEN oF t^lHoM I{ERE PARENTS oF cHILDREN olAcNoSED SSR, aruo EIGHT BEtNc

THE PARENTS oF cHILDREN DlAcNosED ARo 0r rge LATTER, tT sHoULo ee NoTED

THAT oNE DtAcNosts wAS MtxED, BUT TENDtrue towARo AR"

Mosr I NTERV I Et{,s ùúERE coNDUcrED r N THE EVEN I Ncs AT THE HoMES oF

THE PARENTST ALTHouGH soME cAME To rHE CutNtco THe quesrtoNNAtRE l^rAS

ADMINISTERED SEPARATELY T0 EACH PARENT, tN ORDER TO MtNtMtzE porENTtAL

CONFLICTS AND LIMIT ANY NEGATIVE BY-PRODUCTS OF THE INTERVIE!ú SITUATIONO

MoREovER, THE scopg oF THE sruDy couLD Nor AccoMMoDATE EXTRA vARIABLES

RELATED TO INTERACTION AND NON-VERBAL COMMUNICATION!

lr wes rHEN pRoposco THAT THE RESpoNsES oN THE quesrtoNNAtRE BE

EXAMINED ACCORDING TO THE PREDETERMINED CRITERIA FOR MEASURING THE

¡: -"

l

;
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PERCENÏAGE OF AGREEMENT AND DISAGREEMENT, AND THAT EACH COUPLETS INTER-

ACTION BE CATEGORIZED ON THIS BASIS AS SYMMETRICAL OR COMPLEMENTARYO

TgE rwo SETS oF DATAr t.Eo THE cH¡LDREN¡s otAcNosES AND THE pARENTAL

FORMS OF INTERACTION, WOULD BE COMPARED TO DETERMINE IF ONE PARTICULAR

CATEGORY OF BEHAVIOUR DISTURBANCE h'AS RELATED TO ONE PARTICULAR TYPE

OF PARENTAL INTERACTION. Iru AOOITION, EACH RESEARCHER 1^'HO ADMINISTERED

A QUEST IONNA IRE To A COUPLE I^,OULD MAKE A .JUDcMENT AS TO IIHETHER THE

couPLEts lNTERAcrloN I^JAS svMMETRtcAL oR coMpLEMENTARYo lr n spEctrlc

CORRELAT I ON EMERGED FROM A cOMPAR I sON OF THE DATA, TH ¡s I¡JOULD BE USED

AS A TEST oF THE HYPOTHESlso CEnrRtN sELEcTED RESpoNSES h,oulo BE EX-

AMINED AND COMPARED To THE cHlLDfs DtAGNosts To rEST THE coNStsTENcy

OF THE CRITERIA OF MEASUREMENT ON THE BASIS OF AGREEMENT-DISAGREEMENTO

il.::,.:.:'.

Ji:r:ri:.:,, ,



CHAPTER FOUR

ANALYSIS OF THE DATA

THE ReSeRRcHERS TESTED THE,,.HyporHESts By DETERMTNTNG tF THERE

IA,AS A SPEc lF lc c0RRELAT I ON BETI¡,EEN A CATEGORY OF PARENTAL I NTERAcT I oN

AND A DIAGNOSIS OF THE CHILDIS BEHAVIORAL PROBLEMO IITI COUPRNING THE

DATA ON THE PARENTIS INTERACTTON OBTATNED FROM THE qUESTIONNAtRE ANO

THE DIAGNOSIS OF THE CHILDIS PROBLEM OBTAINED FROM DESCRIPTIVE INFOR-

MATTON ON THE CASE RECORDS OF THE cHtLD GUTDANCE cLtNtC, THE CHtLDIS

D IAGNOS I S WAS THE CONTROL FACTOR.

I o SRNple

THe corurRoL GRoup oF srxry cHTLDREN ¡NcLUDÊD FoRTy cHtLDREN

DIAGNOSED AS SSR AND TIñJENTY CHILDREN DIAGNOSED AS ARO THE SAMPLE OF

NtNETEEN CHTLDREN USED rN THE ANALYStS, CONSTSTED OF ELEVEN DtAcNOSED

SSR nro EtcHT DTAGNoSED AR. THts seNpLE vúAS DETERMTNEo By rHE pARENrs

\^JILLINGNESS OR ABILITY TO PARTICIPATE IN THE PROJECTO IN EXAMINING

THE NON-PARTICIPANT PARENTS NO SIGNIFICANT RELATIONSHIP h/AS FOUND BE-

TIi'EEN REFUSAL TO PARTICIPATE AND THE DIAGNOSIS OF THE CHILOTS PROBLEMO

Tt¡,ENTY-F I VE PARENTS REFUSED TO PART Ic IPATE, I NcLUD ING SEVENTEEN PARENTS

OF CHILDREN IN THE SSR CRTEEORY AND EIGHT PARENTS OF CHILDREN 1N THE

AR cRrecony. Aru aootrtoNAL FrvE cHtLDREN, rNoLUDtNc rHREE SSR otAcNo-

S IS AND TWO AR D IAGNOS I S I¡'ERE EXCLUOED BECAUSE THE PARENTS T¡JERE -UNABLE

T0 PARTtCIPATE DUE T0 VARTOUS REASONS, SUCH AS SEpARATTON, HOSptTALIZA-

TION' OUT OF CITY}\,OBS, ANÐ LANGUAGE BARRIERSo NIrue pnReNTS oF cHIL.
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DREN ùútrH PROBLEMS o¡AcNosED SSR wEnE ARBtTRARtLy EXoLUDED To BALANcE

ouR TWo D lAGNosr lc cArEcoR lES. PnRE¡¡rs oF Tt^Jo cH TLDREN tN THE AR ce-

TEGORY WERE NOT INTERVIE!úED DUE TO PROBLEMS ENCOUNTERED BY THE RE-
i . -'.,:-.,

SÊARCHERS lN SCHEDULING INTERVIEV'/S WITH THE HUSBAND t¡JtTHtN THE TtME :.: ,:i',,ì

LIMITATION OF THE PROJECTO

THe peReNrsl tNTERAcrroN wAS DETERMTNED By rHE ANALys¡s oF DATA

OBTAINED FROM THE qUESTIONNAIRE AND !ÚERE ASSIGNED AN IDENTIFYING NUM.

BER AT RANDoM AND PAIRED l/t, ITH THEIR cHtLD, tDENTtFtED By DtAcNosTtc

CATEGORY ON'TABLE 1 .

'ii" Cot'lpnRlsoN oF Coupuesl AcREeMENT-DlsaeReEMENT scoREs h/trH rHE

Dtaeruosts oF THE CHTLD

Txe neseaRcHERs RATED THE coupLEsl REspoNsEs ro rHE quEST¡oN-

NAIRE ON THE oNE-DIMENSION OF AGREEMENT, DEFTNED AS BOTH SPOUSES ctv-
ING THE SAME RESPONSE t¡'lrH THE EXCEprtoN oF MUTUAL DtsAcREEMENT, AND

DISAGREEMENT DÊFINED AS SPOUSES GIVING DIFFERENT RESPONSES OR BOTH

AcKNotirLEDG I NG D IsAcREEMENT. I ¡eFrs ro t^/H I cH oNLy oNE spousE RESpoNDEo

I,{ERE RATED AS IINO ANSI^'ERI'ANO INCLUDED VìJITH ITEMS NOT APPLICABLE TO

THE RESPONDENT. Nor APPLIoABLE ARE THosE quEsrtoNS REFERRtNc ro Dts-

AGREEMENT IDENT¡FIED BY THE PREV¡OUS QUEST¡ON9

Ë¡cH couPLEts roTAL NUMBER oF AGREEMENT, DTsAGREEMENT AND NoN-

APPLICABLE OR NO ANSIdER RESPONSES AND THE, MEAN SCORES ARE TABULATED IN

TesLe I l. THE vRRIANoE oF EAcH couptEls scoRES FRoM THE MEAN sconEs

ARE TABULATED lN TABLE ll l. PoslrtvE AND NEcATtvE vARtANcE FRoM MEAN

scoRES vì/ERE usED TO D lscR lM INATE PARENTS I NTERACT I ON, AS BE ¡Nc oHARAC-

TERIZED BY AGREEMENT, HENCE COMPLEMENTARY OR CHARACTERTZED By OtsAcREE-
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CH ILDIS DIAGNOSTIC CATEGORIES

Ctt ¡lols
Dtac¡¡osls

1

¿

a

4

5

6

7

B

9

10

11

12

13

1+,

15

16

17

1B

19

SSR

AR

AR

SSR

AR

AR

AR

SSR

AR

ùùK

SSR

ARF

SSR

SSR

SSR

SSR

SSR

AR

SSR

t'.a: I

| :-¡1:.

* #lZ - cHtlols DtAcNosts rrtÌl txEDrt
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TABLE 1 I AGREEMENT_DISAGREEMENT RESPONSES

Cou ple
PeRcErur

A cREevE'rvr
PE R cE ¡rr Pencer,rr N/A

D¡saeReemerur oR I rucoprpLErr

1

2

3

+

5

6

7

I
9

10

11

12

13

14

1s

16

17

1B

19
/

57

43

49

57

54

46

51

60

63

46

37

+3

54

52

37

43

57

+6

46

31

9

4.7

34

26

20

20

¿o

34

s1

¿.o

17

34

20

20

34

23

20

23

20

17

28

29

¿.o

20

31

29

23

23

26

23

¿ó

æ

%

20

28

31

ii;.:tt: . _.:: ::..

MEAN

ScoRe 49.5 26.3 2+.2
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TABLE I il DEVIATIONS FROM t€AN AGREEMENT,

DISAGREEMENT AND NOT-APPLICABLE OR NO

ANSI^/ER RESPONSES

N/A
oR INCOr'tptEre

Coupr-E Ae REENerur D I sRcREeme ¡¡r REsporuses

1 7.5

2 -6.5
3 -0.5
4 7.5

5 4.5

6 -3'5
7 1.5

B 10.5

9 13.5

10 - 3.5

l l -12"5

12 - 6"5

13 4.5

- 3.5

- 3.5

-??

7.7

4.7

-17.3

aô

7.7

- 0.3

- 6.3

- 6.3

- 0.3

7.7

+.7

- 0.3

- 9.3

7.7

7.7

- 6.3

1.7

4.7

-+.2

-1.2

-4.2

9.8

-1"2

-4rz

-1.2

_4.2

-7.2

ü¡Õ

4.8

1.8

-+.2

6.8

4.8

-7.2

-1.2

1"8

-1"2

i-.i :: .'

'.. ,.....i-

ì:1

l4 2.5

15 -'l2 .5

16 - 6,5

17 7.5

TB

19
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MENT, AN ATTRIBUTE OF SYMMETBTCAL tNTERACTtONo

lN TaeLe lV, tHe RESEARoHERs RE-ARRANcED THE nARENTS lN RANK

ORDER ACCORDING TO COUPLES I¡/ITH THE HIGHEST POSITIVE AGREEMENT VARIANCE

TO COUPLES I^, ITH THE LOI^IEST AGREEMENT VAR IANTE AND COMPARED EACH COUPLES

scoRE l/,JlrH THE DlAGNos¡s oF THE cHtLD, LtsrED tr\l TRaLr lo TH¡s coNpe-

RISON OF ONE MEASURE OF PARENTIS INTERACTION AND THE CHIUOIS PROBLEM

REVEALS THAT 54.5 PERCENT OF PARENTS IIITH A PoSITIVE DEVIATIoN oF AGREE.

MEfJT HAVE cH ILDREN t^t ITH BEHAV I OUR PROBLEMS D IAcNoSED ns SSR AND 62"5

PERCENT OF PARENTS W¡TH A NEGATIVE DEVIATION OF AGREEMENT HAVE CHILDREN

I N THE AR CRTECORYO

SlrqlutRlv, tN TABLe V, tHE RESEARcHERS coMpARED THE Ti¡Jo DtAGNos-

TIC CATEGORIES OT SSR ANO AR I¡JITH THE POSITIVE AND NEGATIVE DEVIATIoN

OF PARENTIS OISAGREEMENT SCORES FROM THE MEAN DISAGREEMENTo THe conReI.

ATION OF P0SITIVE DISAGREEMENT DEVtATtON, tNDtCATtNc SYMMETRIcAL TNTER-

ACTION AND THE AR OIAGNOSIS OF THE CHILD !ì/AS THE SAME As IN THE AGREE.

MENT MEASURE (62.5/,). IN THE SSR CATEGORY OF BEHAVIOUR PROBUCUS, 63"6

PERCENT 0F THE PARENTS HAVE A NEcATtVE DEVtATt0N SCORE, INDtcATtNG A

COMPLEME NTARY I NTERACT I ON O

To pReotcr pARENT¡s rNTERAcrroN, rr h/AS NEcEssARy ro REFTNE Dts-

CRIMINATION OF PARENTIS REREEMENT AND DISAGREEMENT SCORES BY ESTABLISH.

rNc cRtrERtA oF stcNtFroANT DEVtATToNo lN Tesle Vl, (A) pAREnrls tNrER-

ACTION IS PREDICTED AS COMPLEMENTARY IF THEY HAVE A POSITIVE AGREEMENT

DEVtATtoN oF ovER 2o5 ANo ts pREDtcrED AS sYMMETRtcAL tF THEY HAvE A

NEcATtvE AcREEMENT DEVtATtoN oF ovER 2.5. SrNllRnl-y, pARENrls TNTER-

ACTION IS PREDICTED AS SYMMETRICAL IF THEY HAVE A POSITIVE DISAGREEMENT

DEVIATION OF OVEN 2"5 AND IS PREDICTED COMPLEMENTARY IF THEY HAVE A
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TABLE IV CHILDIS DIAGNOSIS AND

RRrur OnoEn or CoupLE vúlrH
DTv¡RTION To CoUPLE t,., ITH

De v I nr ¡ o¡l FnoN Mea r!

PARENTSl RESPONSES (e)

HreHesr PosrrtvE
H r csEsl NEcgr ¡ ve
A cREe NE rur

DevtRrloru
CoupLe CHlr-ols Dtee¡¡osls _ FRoN.MeeN

I

4

17

13

R

14

7

.)

6

1B

10

19

2

12

16

ll
l5

AR

SSR

SSR

SSR

SSR

SSR

AR

ùòK

AR

AR

AR

AR

SSR

SSR

AR

AR

SSR

SSR

SSR

: , 13.5

10.5

7.5

7.5

7.5

+.5

4.5

2'5

1.5

o5

- 3.5

- 3.5

- 3.5

- 3"5

- 605

- 6.5

- 6.5

-12.5

-12 "5
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TABLE V CHILDCS DIAGNOSIS AND PARENTIS RESPONSES (a)

DlReruosrlc CATEeoRtES oF tge Culuo CoNpeREo
ro PnRerursr DEvtAT loN or DtsAcREEMENT

FRou rHr MEnru DlsneReEmeNr

rs Dra P GREE

AR

AR

AR

AR

AR

AR

AR

AR

B

R

7

1B

12

rl

6

¿

- 8,12

- 4.68

- 7"23

2.22

5.68

5.68

9.72

9.12

SSR

SSR

SSR

SSR

SSR

SSR

SSR

SSR

SSR

SSR

SSR

11

I5

16

19

10

13

t

B

14

17

4

9.12

9"12

oltJ O lL

5.68

- 1,23

- 1.23

- 4"67

- 8"12

- 8.12

- 8.12

-2'l "92

DEv ¡ er t oru FRo¡l
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PREDICTION OF PARENTSI INTERACTION
THE MEASURE OF AGREEMENT-
DI SAGREEMENT DEV IAT ION

ru/A on
I NcoNptErE

PRED ¡ cTED 
.

I rutE R¡ct t ol,l

1

2

3

+

5

6

7

B

9

10

11

12

13

1+

15

I6

17

1B

19

C

S

0

C

ù

0

c

ò

ò

ì)

C

c

ò

S

D t se eREe NE rur

ù

S

c

S

0

n

0

ð

ò

0

ù

c

0

ò

i:: :r.: :.:: :i:-:..:r-r.

i

:

1

i

I

*

ù

5

/$k

ò

MrxEo

c

t

g*

ð

C

ct

g*

ù

c

ò

ò

U

ò

ù

c-
S-
0-*_

CoNpue MEÀtrARy INTERAcT toN
SyNuErR lcRr- lrurERncr I oru

No S¡cNtF tcANr DEVIAT¡oN
S re ru lF ¡cANT NUNsER oF I trlcoNplerE RESpoNSE ir {t'-\.-; it_ :: f

,:.!:.-:.i.:t.
l. . i .'
l'.';
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NEGATIVE DISAGREEMENT OF OVER 2"5.

THe Raw scoRES EXAMTNED Do Nor ïAKE rNTo ACcouNT THE EFFEcT oF

A I.I I GH POS IT I VE DEV I AT I ON OF NON-APPL ICABLE OR NO ANSI¡'ER SCORES, (SEE

TABLE lll). A postrtvE DEvtATIoN op 4,5 tNDtcATES A stcNtFtcANr DE-

GREE OF UNtÂ'ILLINGNESS TO DISCLoSE RESPONSES By ONE OR BOTH SPOUSESo

lN Tnale vl (A), rHe TNVESTtGAToRS I|AVE RAIED rHE DEVTATtoN oF

AGREEMENTT DISAGREEMENTT AND NOT APPLICABLE OR NO ANSt¡r,ER SCORES LISTED

oN TRaLE lll, nuo PREDtcrEo rHE pARENTS tNTERAcIloNo A symr'lErRlcat

lNTERAcTloN ls INDICATED BY AN S aruo A coMpLEMENTARY tNTERAcrtoN ts tN-

DICATED ev e C. ScoREs BELoh, THE stcNrFtcANT DEVtATtoN ARE RATED 0 a¡lo

THE SIGNIFICANTLY HIGH N0 ANSI¡rER ScORES ARE INDtCATED Bv AN ASTERtSKc

I r,¡ T¡aLe V I (a ) , rHE RESEARcHERS coMpARED THE pRED tcrED cArEGoRy

or paRerutsl lNTERAcrloN t^,trH THE cHlLDls otAGNosts AND tNDtcATED t¡lHETHER

OR NOT THE RELATIONSHIP BETI^,EEN THE T!úO CATEGORIES FIT THE HYPoTHES¡So

Oru rne coMBtNED MEASURE oF AcREEMENT-DtsAcREEMENT THE RESEARcHERs pRE-

D I CTED PARENTS I NTERACT I ON AS COMPLEMENTARY OR SYMMETR I CAL CONS I STENT

l^, lrH THE cHlLDrs 0lAcNosts FoR 63.2 pERcENT oF THE coupLESo TH¡s RE-

PRESENTS 31 .6 peRcENT oF EAcH oF THE Trn/o rypEs oF PARENTAL tNTERAcT loN,

t/rJH lcH I¡,oULD SUGGEST THAT TH I s MEASURE OR THE qUEST TONNA I RE ts LOADED TO

MEASURE DISAGREEMENTq THE roun coupLES t¡JrrH A stcNtFtcANT postrtvE DE-

v IAT loN oF THE rf NOI-APPL I oABLE oR No ANsl^,ERrt MEAN t¡rERE NorED To HAVE A

cHILD olReruoseo SSR" Tuts REI-RTloNSHtp I¡JAS pREDtcrED oNLy FoR Th,o oF

THE couPLES lN 0uR coMBINED AGREEMENT-DIsAcREEMENT MEASUREo

I I l. EveuuarloN oF Couples REsporuses As CoupleMENrARy oR SyNNerRtcAL

E¡cx coupLEfs REspoNSEs ro rHE quESTToNNATRE u,ERE RATED AS
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TABLI vl (s) CoMPARtSgN OF pARENTST pREDtCTED

INTERACTION CATEGORY VJITH THE
CHILDIS DIAGNOSIS

COU PLE

PREo t ctEo
I rure Rncr t o¡'¡

0r PaRErurs
Cx r r-o ts

Dtneruosrs
F rr 0r

HyporHes l s

1

2

J

4

5

6

7

B

I

10

11

12

13

14

l5

16

17

18

19

t

ù

c
C

ò

M¡xeo

r'

ò

g*

ò

c

c
SË

ò

C

Þ

S

SSR

AR

AR

SSR

AR

AR

AR

SSR

AR

SSR

SSR

AR

SSR

SSR

SSR

SSR

SSR

AR

SSR

IE5

YEs

Yes

YEs

No

YEs

Yes

YEs

No

NO

No

YEs

YEs

Yes

No

No

YEs

Yes

No

t...
i
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cHARACTERISTIC OF SYMMETRIcAL OR coMPLEMENTARY tNTERACTtON, ACCORDtNc

To rHE cRlrERlA DEFINED tN CunprEn lll. l¡¡ Tnar-e Vll THE tNVESrtcA-

ToRS DIVIDED THE SAMPLE OF PARENTS tNTO TIVO cROuptNcs, REpRESENTtNc

RESPECTIVELY THE PARENTS WITH HIGHEST NUMBER OF COMPLEMENTARY RESPONSES

AND THE PARENTS IÀJ ITH THE H IGHEST NUMBER OF SYMMETR ICAL RESPONSES AND

0OMPARED THEM To rHE cHlLDfs DtAcNosts. THe ReseaRcHERS FouND A stMpLE

MA.JoR ITY 0F TYPE RESPoNSES RAT I Nc pRED I cTED A RELAT I oNSH I p BETI¡JEEN

PARENTSI lNtERncrloN AND THE cH¡Lors otAcNosts coNstsrENT h/trH THE Hy-

PorHESls tw 68.4 PERcENT oF ouR sAMpLE. THts REpREsENTS 42"4 pERoENT

oF ooMpLEMENTARY rypE pARENTS AND 2.|"0 peRcENT oF syMMETRtcAL TypE

PARENTS, INDIcATING THAT THIS MEASURE lS LOADED TO IDENTtFy cOMpLEMEN-

TARY RESPONSES.

lV. ExeNrNATloN or SElecreo REsporuses

THe r IRST ïHREE quEST loNS oN THE quesr l oNNA r RE I¡JERE r NoLUDED As

RELEVANT lNTRODUcroRY QUESTTONS BUT NOT HtcHLy stcNtFtcANT, AND ARE NOT

INcLUDED lN THls sEcrloN. QuesrtoN 13 ReuRrrs oNLy ro pARENTS oF cHtL-

DREN REFERRED T0 rHE CHtt-o GUtDANcE CLrNtc AND THEREFoRE ts ALso Nor

INCLUDED. STTECTTO RESPONSES Or QUCSTIO¡IS 4 tO'12 u,ERE COMPARED TO

THE cHlLDls DlAcNosls ro rEST THE coNSrsreNcy oF THE cRtrERtA oF MEA-

SURING PARENTSI INTENACTION AND A FURTHER TEST OF THE HYPOTHESIS"

lru Quesrtoru 4 (a) rHe RESEARcHERs MADE A coMpARrsoN oF coupLES

hIHO AGREE THE Vì'IFE HANDLES THE MONEY TO THE CHIUO'S OIAGNOSIS (SEE

TaeLe Vlll (A) arrro A coMpARrsoN oF coupLEs r¡rHo AcREE HUSBAND HANDLEs

THE MoNEY (See Tnar-e VIII (B). TReue VIII (A) coNFIRMS oUR cRITERIA

oF AGREEMENT Bur Taeur Vl ll (B) suGGESTS THE tNTRoDUcrtoN oF ANoTHER

I ..'-.::

l-._.

:..'
i..,.'
':.":

l':;-;l;.:ìr:
t-.: ..t -.:.
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TAELE VI I COMPARISON OF HIGHEST NUMBER OF
COMPLEMENTARY OR SYMMETR I CAL RESPONSES

TO THE CHILDTS DIAGNOSIS

Pos tr I vE CoNpIEMENTARy
Devrarloru

14

I
4

I

5

12

r1

18

I

17

15

16

1s

10

9

9

B

B

6

5

5

4

4

4

2

1

CH ¡¡-o ¡ s
Dl¡eruosrs

SSR

SSR

SSR

SSR

AR

AR

SSR

AR

AR

SSR

SSR

SSR

SSR

Frr 0p
POTHES I S

YEs

YEs

Yes

YEs

No

NO

Yes

No

No

YEs

Yes

Yes

Yes

Pos lr I ve Sy¡,ruerR I cAL
Devlerlo¡l

Frr 0r

6

19

10

ó

¿.

7

4

4

4

2

¿

0 (wrxeo)

Cx¡tols
D¡Reruosls

AR

SSR

SSR

AR

AR

AR

OTI{ES

Yes

No

No

Yes

YEs

YEs
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TABLE VIII SELECTED RESPONSE COMPARISONS

A. Coupnn tsoN oF Coupues Vr/no Ae nee Vr/lre
Ha¡roles Moruey (Qursr r or'r 4n ) To

Cx lr-o t s D tAGNos r s

W r re Hn¡¡ouEs
MoruEv

Cxtuo¡s
Dtneruosts

1

6

o

16

17

Huseef'üo HtNol-Es
Mot'tEY

SSR

ART

SSR

SSR

SSR

Cntuors
Dtae¡¡os¡s

B. CoNpnn tsoN oF Couples Ì¡iHo Ae nEr HuseR¡,to
HRruolas Morurv (Quesrlou 4a) To

C¡r lr-ors D¡AGNosts

I

5

7

12

11

19

AR

,AR

AR

AR

AR

SSRT

SSR*

!l.ii ::.ì .r .

i:tl:'
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VARIABLE NOT IDENTIFIED IN OUR CRITERIA.

I¡ Quesrron 4 (e) rHE RESEARoHERS FoUND rHE MAJoRtTY oF RESPoNSES

tNDtçATED rlBorHrr SHARED DEctstoN-MAKING AS To Holrt rHEIR lNcoME ls SPENT,

oR THEY GAVE DIFFERENT RESPoNSES. THE RESEARCHERS COMPARED THOSE COUPLES

rüHo AcREE BorH MAKE DEcrsroNS To rHE cHrLots DrAcNosls ttrl Taale Vlll (C)

ANC COMPARED COUPLES T¡JHO GAVE DIFFERENT RESPONSES TO THE CHIUOIS DIAGNO-

sts rru Tner-e Vlll (D). THesE FlNDlNcs ARE coNsrsrENT !vtrH THE cRtrERlA

OF AGREEMENT-DISAGREEMENT MEASURE BUT THE SIGNIFICANT PROPORTION OF

courLES, wtrH A cHtLD D¡AcNosED as SSR, t^rHo sHARE DEctstoN-MAKING ls lN-

CONS ISTENT V'l ITH 0UR CR ITER lA OF C0MPLEMENTARY I NTERACT lONo

lru Quesrtoru 4 (o) we FouND No postrtvE conRELATtoN BETwEEN couPLES

WHO CLAIM THEY NEVER DISAGREE ABOUT MONEY ANO THE DIAGNOSIS OF THE CHILD

BUT THERE WAS A POS IT IVE CORRELAT ION BETbJEEN COUPLES I^/HO GAVE CONTRAD I C-

ToRy RESpoNsES nruo SSR DrAGNosrs oF rHE cHlLDo (See Tner-E Vlll (E) aruo

(F).

Quesrloru 5, tNcLUoES sEVEN suB-quEsrtoNS RELATTNG To Hov1¡ couPLES

DEAL Iú ITH THE OUTS IDE Ì¡,ORLD. TH I S REPRESENTS T!ì,ENTY PER CENT OF THE

PoSsIBLE RESPoNSES IN THE TOTAL qUESTIONNAI.REo TO TEST IF THIS qUESTION

tS SIGNIFIcANTLY Ìlr/EIcHTED BY SOcIAL ROLES TO GENERAL AGREEMENT OR DIS-

AGREEMENT RESPONSES, THE INVESTIGATORS ANALYSEO IT SEPARATELY, USING

THE SAME STANDARD OF SIGNIFICANT OEVIATION APPLIED IN SCORING THE TOTAL

quESTtoNNAtREe lrrl TeeuE lX (R) rHe RESEARcHERS coMpARED couPLEs Posl-

TIVE OEVIATION OF AGREEMENT OR DISAGREEMENT FROM THE MEAN AGREEMENT AND

MEAN DtsAGREEIvENT RESPoNSES To Quesrtoru 5, AND coMPARED THEM To THE

cHtLDls DlAcNosLs AND THE cATEcoRy oF pAREt'¡tsl lNTERAcrloN PREDIcTED BY

rHE rorAL AGREEMENT-DIsAcREEMENT scoRES (Teeue Vl (e)"
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TABLE VI I I

C. CoNpenlsoN oF Coupues l¡üso Borx DEcloE
How lrucont¡ ls Sperur To

CHluors DlAcNosls

BoTH MAKE

DEc ts to¡¡s
CHrlors

DtneNosls

1

.)

+

7

B

10

12

13

14

D l prrRerur
RE s po rusE s**

SSR

AR

SSR

AR

SSR

SSR

AR (Nrxeo)

SSR

SSR

D. Co¡'rpnn ¡ soN oF Coupues Vúrqo Gave D trre RE¡lr
Respot'lsEs To V'/Ho DEc toEs Holl MoNEv

lnjruu Be SpE¡,rr To THe
Cxlt-ols DrAcNosrs

CH lr-o I s
Drneruos¡s

2

5

6"

9

15

1B

l9

** ONE snvs rrBoTH

0ruE seys r! H$gBANDrr oR Irw I FErf

AR

AR

AR

AR

SSR

AR

SSR
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TABLE Vll I E. CoupRnFSoN oF Couples WHo NevEn
D r sRe REE Aaour Mo¡rev To

Cxtr-ots DtAcNos ts

NEven
D t sR cReE

Cxltots
Drneruosrs

t

â

4

5

7

9

10

t3

F. CoNpnR lso¡l
Responses As
Aeour Moruev

D I rreRerur
REs p otrtsEs

SSR

AR

SSR

AR

AR

AR

SSR

SSR

or CouplEs Vr/xo GnvE DTFFERENT
TO AGREEMEruT-D I SAGREEMENT

To Txe CHtlols DrAcNosrs

Cx rlors
Drneruosrs

,::'i
I ::":: ' i;l..- r' .

6

B

14

l6

'17

IB

19

AR

SSR

SSR

SSR

SSR

SSR

AR

::'j ,:
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TABLE IX SELECTED qUESTION AGREEMENT DISAGREEMENT

MEASURE COMPARED TO TOTAL qUESTIONNAIRE
AGREEMENT-D I SAGREEMENT MEASURE

A. Coupt-Es pos r r I vE DEV I AT I oN 0F AcREEMENT-D I SAGREEMENT

FRoM MEAN AGREEMENT-D tsAcREEMENT RESPoNSES ro Quest t otrt

5 (oeer- r Nc t¡J lrH THE ours I DE t^,oRLD) col,teaneD To rHE
cHruols DtAGNosts AND tNTERAcrtoN PATTERN oF pRRErutsf
pREDtcrED lN TneLE vl (a). THe sRNe slcNtFlcANT DEV¡A-
TroN oF 2,5 wns usED.

Frr 0r
Dev rar r oru DEv l Rr l oru PRro I ctEo

0p 0r lrurenlcrloru CHluors F¡r 0r
coupLE AcneENEnr D¡seeREENe¡¡t 0r Coupue D¡ecruos¡s HYporuEsts i

1 29 -27 Yes SSR Yes

AR

Yes AR Yes

YEs SSR YEs

Yes AR NO

Yes AR YEs

YEs (N r xeo )* AR YEs

SSR

AR

Yrs SSR No

SSR

AR

SSR

SSR

- SSR

YEs SSR No

YEs SSR YCs

No AR No

YEs SSR No

20

10 -1+ 16

'17 29

* tNcLUoED oNLy ro tNDtcATE coNsrsrENgywlrH AcREEMENT-DTsAGREEMENT scoRE
ON TOTAL qUEST ¡ ONNA I RE

-i .,'-'.,
t.., - .

3 ¿14 I il6

4- 15 -27

5 29 -27

6 -14 16

70

BO

9,0

1l -14

120

13 0

140

15 -1+ 2

16 -28 20

t8 15 -13

t9 -14 16

rj::.;:_.::.
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Txe REse aRcHERs Fou ND A H r GH DEGREE oF coNS tsTENcy BETv',EEN THE

TIi,O MEASURES. THE NCSCRRCHERS FOUNO LESS IÂ/E ¡ GHT I NG oF D I SAGREEMENT

RESPONSES TO QUCSTION 5 THE¡¡ IN THE 
'O'O'- 

qUESTIONNAIREO Iru rHE TOTAL

qUESTIONNAIRE THE RESEARCHERS'FOUND A RATIO OF EIGHT TO EIGHT POSITIVE

AGREEMENT AND POSITIVE DISAGREEMENT DEVIATIONS FROM THE MEAN.SCORESO

lru Quesrloru 5 THE RATIo rs FrvE To FouRo THe NuMeER oF coupLgs w¡TH A

POSITIVE DEVIATfON OF AGREEMENT OR DISAGREEMENT CONSISTENT h'ITH THE

HYPOTHESIZ'ED OIACNOSIS OF THE CHILD IS THE SAME FOR EACH TYPE OF PARENT

AS TÀ,AS THE CASE IN THE TOTAL QUEST I ONNA IRE" hJITX THE D IFFERENoE THAT

tN QuESTloÎ.t 5 THE RESEARcHERS DtD Nor RATE A coMBlNATtoN oF MEAN AGREE-

MENT AND o tsAGREEMENT scoRES AS rrM txEDrr e

lru T¡ale lX (g) rHE RESEARcHERS coMpARED coupuEsr TypE oF tNrER-

ACTION AS INDICATED BY THE HIGHEST NUMBER OF COMPLEMENTARY OR THE HIGH.

Esr NUMBER oF SYMMETRtcAL RESeoNSES ro Quesrloru 5 bJtrH THE HIcHEST NUM-

BER COMPLEMENTARY-SYMMETRICAL RESPONSES TO THE TOTAL qUESTIONNAIRE AND

THE DIAGNOSIS OF THE cHILDg THe ReseRRcHERs FoUND TaI,r 47.4 PERoENT oF

THE couPLESr scoREs tru Quesr¡ol'¡ 5 ARE coNStsrENT !r,trH THE HyporHEstzED

DtAcNosts oF THE cHtLD AND 73.6 pERcENT ARE coNstsTENT ù{lrH THE coMpLE-

MENTARy-syMMETRtcAL scoREs oBTAtNED FRoM THE ToTAL quEsrtoNNAtRE:e THE

TOTAL SCORES PREDICT THE OIAGNOSIS OF THE cHILD oF 68.4 peRcENT oF THE

coupLES (See Taeue Vll). Tge tNVEsrrcAToRS ExAMtNED THE souRcE oF THts

otscnipAt¡cy AND FouND THAT lN RATtNc coupLEsf RESPoNSES ro Quesrlon 5

THE RESEARcHERS coNF TRMED ALL THE ttv,JRoNc pRED I cr loNsrt oF TH ts EVALUAT loN

oF ooMPLEMENTARITY OR SYMMETRY OF RESPONSES tN THE ÎOTAL quESTtONNAtREo

0r rge stx coueLES, vJHosE rNTERAcrroN eATTERN t^tAS FouND lNcoNStsrENT

l^, ITH THE PRED IcTED D lAcN0S I S oF THE cH ILD, FoUR COUPLES HAO A cH ILD

.l

ì :r .-'ti:ì::lt;- l::

l:r:tr r.;:ì;riÌ:i
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TABLE lX B. Couples taltrH rHE HtcHEST NUMBER oF coMpLEMENTARy

AND H¡GHEST NUMBER OF SYMMETRICAL RESPONSES TO

Quesrlo¡¡ 5 (oeaurNc v/rrH THE ours¡oE woRLD) coN-
PARED TO HIGHEST NUMBER OF COMPLEMENTARY-SYMMETRICAL
RESpoNSES To rHE TorAL qUESTtoNNAtRE AND THE cHltofs
DIAGNOSIS.

H ¡ cuEst No.
0rConS
REspolrlses

Cot',¡s I srErur VrllrH
HleHEsr No. or

C on S REsporusEs Frr 0r

1

2

a

4

5

6

7

B

9

10

11

12

ls

14

t5

l6

17

1B

19

c

c

c

ò

ù

C

ò

g*

C

C

c

ò

c

c

5

Yes

No

NO

YEs

YEs

YEs

g*

YEs

Yes

Yes

YEs

Yes

YEs

YEs

No

Yes

YEs

YEs

Dlgetitosls
0r Curr-o

SSR

AR

AR

SSR

AR

AR

AR

SSR

AR

SSR

SSR

AR

SSR

SSR

SSR

SSR

SSR

AR

SSR

YEs

No

No

YEs

No**

Yes

YEs

YEs

,No**

No**

No**

Yes

YEs

No

No

YEs

No**

No#

I .:.:.r:

lii.'..ìr. ::

*o - r,lo vARTANoE ttr¡ S
**wRo¡¡e PRED l cr r oN BY

¡ruo C RESPoNSES
eoru Quesr I oN 5 ANo rorAL qUEST I oNNA I RE

i: -_ ..:::!\j,
ì :'l :
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0rAcNosED AR. Tgrs co¡lrtRMS THE EARLTER oBSERVATtoN THAT THE

COMPLEMENTARITY-SYMMETRICAL MEASURE IS LOADED TO IDENTIFY COMPLEMENTARITY.ð

THE RESEARcHERS coNcLUDED THAr rHts coNStsrENT ERRoR tN pRED¡crtoN oF

SYMMETRY IS INHERENT IN OUR CRITERIA OF RATING RESPONSESO

THE ReselRcHERS EXAMTNE0 THE TNTERNAL coMBrNATtoN oF RESpoNSES

rO QUCSTIOru 5 FOR EVIDENCE OF SYMMETRIcAL BI-PoLARITY NoT REVEALED BY

AN INDtvIDUAL RESpoNSE ExAMlNATloN. Bt-poLARtry !{AS DEFlNED AS coupLES

SHARING RESPONSIBILITY lN THEIR RELATIONSHIP, l¡JITH BOTH HAVING RESPON-

s I B tL lrY FoR spgc tF I c ASpEcrs oF A TASK. OpeRRr I oNALLy rHE RESEARcHERS

OEFINED BI-POLARITY AS BOTH SPOUSES IDENTIFYING HUSBAND AND WIFE RES-

PECTIVELY As PERFoRMING sPEel:Flc TASKS REFERRED To lN qUESTtoN 5o Tge

RESEARCHERS FOUND SUCH A COMB I NATI ON OF RESPONSES I N N I NE COUPLESO

TgE neseaRcHERS RE-RATED THETR REspoNSES ro Quesrlott 5 AND ASStcNED A

scoRE oF.TbJo S RESPoNSES To rHE DEFTNED Bt-poLAR RESPoNSES (See Tnaue

tx (c).

Vúxeru us I NG TH I s coMB r NED RESpoNSE MEAsuRE oF B t-poLAR try rHE

REsEARcHERS ATTAtNE0 A ooRRELATtoN oF 63.2 peRcÉNT BETWEEN TypE oF pA-

RENTAL tNTERACrroN AND THE DtAGNosrrc cATEcoRy oF THE cHILD tru Qursrroru

5 eur AS THE REsEARcHERS NorED rN TeeLr lX (C) rnrs MEASURE oNLy cHANcEs

Tt{o ToTAL SCORES, CHANGING THE TOTAL RATTO OF, pREDtcTED DtAcNOStS OF

cHrLD FRoM NIwE SSR ro Foun AR aruo FRoM E¡eHr SSR ro Ftve AR"

lru Quesr ¡0ru 6 THE RESEARcHERS coMpARED eARENTS bJHo BoTH AcKNo!ìr-

LEDcE DtsAcREEMENT ABour RELATTvES To rHE cHrtols DrAcNosrs AND (e)

PARENTS V\,HO BOTH DENY DISAGREEMENT ABOUT RELATI VES TO THE CH ITOTS DIAG-

Nosrs. (Ser TeaLEs X (A ar,ro B). lN TeeLE X (A) THE RESEARcHERS FouNo

A SIGNIFIcANT RELATI0NSHIP BET!üEEN PARENTS t^JHO DISAGREE AB0Ur RELATIVES
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Col.lpan I soN oF Coupurs RATE0 oN cR lrER I A oF B I PoLAR

REspoNSEs ro Quesr¡oru 5 uJtrH THE HlcHEsr NUMBER oF

CoMPLEMENTARY-SYMMETR ¡ CAL RESPONSES TO TOTAL qUES-

TIONNA¡RE AND THÉ DIAGNOSIS OF THE CHILD.

COU PLE

H r exEsr
No.orConS

Resporuses rru Q.5

H r exEsr
No.oFConS
RrspoNsEs lt't
QugsrloNNArRË

Dt¿eruosls Flr 0r
0r CH r r-o Hvpornes r s

ò

S

(+ 1)*

(+ 3)*

(+ 3)*

(+ 5)*

(+ 5)

(+ +)*

(+ 1)*

(+ 3)*

(+ 1)

c(
s(
s(
C(
0

c(
c(
c(
c(

B)

2)

2l

B )xx

5)

6)

1)x*

4l

SSR

AR

AR

AR

AR

SSR

AR

SSR

SSR

No

YEs

Yes

YEs

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

7

11

12

13

17

CHANGE IN HIGHEST NUMBER OF COMPLEMENTARY OR SYMMETRICAL

RESPoNSES ro QuEsrloN 5.

INDICATES CHANGE IN CATEGORY OF H¡GHEST COMPLEMENTARY OR

SYMMETR I CAL RESPONSES I N TOTAL qUEST I ONNA I RE O
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TABLE X A CONTtNUATt0N 0F SELECTED RESPoNSE CoMPARISoNS

A. CoNpaR tsoN oF pARENTS r^tHo BorH cLA I M D I SAGREE-
MENT ABOUT RELATIVES TO THE CHILDIS D¡AGNOSIS

Cou pue Culuots DlAGNosts

¿

5

7

11

12

AR

AR

AR

SSR

AR

B. CompeR lsoN oF pARENTs hrf{o BorH sAy rr Norr D IsAGREE-
MENT ABour RELAT l vES To rHE cHtLols D tAcNos ¡ s

Cou ple Cn¡lots Dt¡eruosls

4

B

9

t0

13

19

SSR

SSR

AR

SSR

SSR

SSR

ì,:;:rr;:iri-ri . .-i
f-:ij:::l'ì j.:r:r

i.','
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AND AN AR olAcNosts oF rHE cHtLols pRoBLEMo lN TABLE X (B) rHE RE-

SEARCHERS FOUND A SIGNIFIcANT RELATI0NSHIP BETWEEN PARENTS t^lHO AcREE

AND AN SSR OIAGNOSIS OF THE CHILoIS PRoBLEM' THEsE FINDINGs ARE coN-

SISTENT I¡, ITH THE AGREEMENT-DISAGREEMENT CRITERIA OF COMPLEMENTARITY AND

SYMMETRY AN0 c0NSISTENT t¡, ITH 0UR HYP0THESISo

lru QursrtoN Vll (a) A coMpARArrvE EXAMTNATToN oF THE coupLES RES-

PONSES AND THE CHILDTS DIAGNOS¡S REVEALED No cLEAR PoLARIzATIoN oF THE

rhlo oATEGoRIES. Quesrlo¡t Vll (a) wes HEAVTLy LoADED By otsAcREEMENr BE-

T!ÚEEN SPOUSES RESPONSES RELATING TO WHO MAKES THE ARRANGEMENTS TO GO

OUT SOCIALLY. FOUNTSEN OUT OF THE NINETEEN couPLES GAVE DIFFERENT RES-

PONSES. A MORE DETAILED BREAK-DO!úN OF THIS AREA oF coUPLE INTERACTIoN

WOULD HAVE BEEN NECESSARY TO EVALUATE THE SIGNIFICANCE OF THE D¡FFERENCE

IN RESPONSES AS AN AREA OF INTERACTION CHARACTERIZED BY HIGH DISAGREE-

MENT GENERALLYO

lfl Quesrloru Eli,ner-errNG To AcREEMENT Aeour MAtJoR vALUES AND BELIEFS,

rHE TNVESTTcAToRS MADE THE sAME coMpARtsoNS AS tru QuesrtoN 6o (SEE

TABLEs x (A ) ar'ro (g ) ¡No Taeres X (c ) nr'¡p (o) . lr ne vEALED rHE sAME

MA.JoR poLARtzATtoN oF SSR DtAGNosES oF cHILDREN r^,trH coupLEs t.,Ho AGREE

NruO AR DIAGNOSES OF CHILDREN Ì^, ITH coUPLES WHo SAY THEY DISAGRËE. THERE

hrAS 
' 

HOt¡iEVER 
' 

A GREATER 0VERLAP 1N THE GROUP tNcS,t¡/H I CH MAY BE DUE T0

LACK OF UNDERSTANDING OF THE qUESTION AS THE RESEARCHERS FOUND THAT MOST

oF THE COUPLES INTERVIEWED REqUESTED AN ELABORATT0N OF THE qUESTtONc

lru QuesrtoN 9, FtFTY-ElcHT eERcENT oF THE coupLES AcREED THAT

THE t¡¡FE DtsctPLtNES THE cHtLDREN Mosr oFTENo TwErurv-sEvEN pERcENT oF

THE coupLEs cAVE DIFFERENT RESpoNsES. ALr rHE cHtLDREN lN THts GRoup

I,,,ERE IN THE SSR careGoRY. Iru Quesr ror'I 9 (e) rHE RESEARcHERs coMPARED

COUPLES I^,HO DENY DISAGREEMENT ABOUT THE DISCIPLINING OF CHILDREN TO THE

'1i:1
'ìî':1¡



TABLE X c.

5?.-

CoMPAR ISoN oF cOUPLES !ÚHo AGREE I N THE IR MATJOR

VALUES AND BELIEFS TO THE CHILDIS DIAGNOSIS

Aenge ne
VnluEs & BEr-lErs CHtuots D¡AGNosts

3

4,

5

B

9

10

12

14

16

17

1B

D. Couples hJHo BorH
MA\'OR VALUES AND

DIAGNOSIS.

DlsReReE Re

Vauues & BEulErs

AR

SSR

AR

SSR

AR

SSR

AR

SSR

SSR

SSR

AR

ACKNOh'LEDGE DISAGREEMENT IN THEIR
BELTEFS coMPARED To THE cHtuors

Crrlols Dleeruosts

-.:r!'..
rjj,r,j

¿

6

7

19

AR

.AR

,.AR

SSR
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cHrLDls DrAcNosrs rt{ TaeLE X (E) AND coMpARED THE coupLEs DTsAcREEMENT

rru TaalE X (F), THE FrNDrNcs rN rsoLATroN ARE Nor srcNrFrcANT Bur Do

SUPPORT THE AGREEMENT-D I SAGREEMENT CR I TER I A OF MEASUREMENT O

l¡r exeurNrNc REspoNSES ro Qursrroru 10 (n) rue RESEARcHERS FouND

52.6 peRcENT oF THE coupLES TDENTtFtED THE hilFE AS ctvtNc THE Mosr AF-

FEcrtoN To rHE cHtLDREN. THERE !úERE No coupLES r^,Ho BorH sAlD THEy Dls-

AGREED ABOUT THIS ARRANGEMENT" EÍGHT cOUPLES GAVE DIFFERENT RESPONSEso

THREr coueLES D lD Nor RESeoND, eHl:ue nARENTS oF cH TLDREN otRe¡rlosEo SSR.

THE COMPARISON OF THESE GROUPINGS I/IJITH THE DIAGNOSES OF THE CHILDREN RE- i'ì;i''II.

VEALED NO S I GN IF I CANT PATTERN O

Que sr r ou :1.1 (n ) was s r M TLARLv EXAM r NEDo THE oNLy NorEri.JoRTHy RE-

LATIONSHIP FOUND BETb'EEN COUPLES RESPONSES AND THE DIAGNOSIS OF THE

cHtLD, t^rAS THAT OF ALL THESE COUpLES, (rOUnLWHO tDENTtF tED THE HUSBAND

AS GIV¡NG THE MOST AFFECTION TO THE SPOUSE \¡JERE DIAGNOSED AR RTIO EuI

coueLES, (rwo)rwHo TDENTTFTED THE riúlFE As clvrNc rHE Mosr AFFEcrroN wERE

olReruosEo SSR. THls ts pRtMARtLy stcNrFtcANT AS A coRRoLARy ro TAales

Vl I I (R) nruo (g).

Aru Rrr¡elys r s oF Qursr r o¡t 1t (e'Ï REVEALs A RANDoM pArrERN" THERE

hJERE A SIGNIFtCANT NUMBER OF tNCoMPLETE RESPONSES TO THtS qUESTTON

ii.: 
:':':;'r:;:..

(rrve).,,4 coMpARrsoN oF THE courLES h/Ho DtD Nor REspoND l¡,trH THE cHtLDls 
i

otAGNosts REVEALED THAT FouR our oF THE FtvE cHILDREN wERE DlReruosEo SSR" '

Aru exeNtNArroN oF REspoNsEs ro Quesrloru 12 REVEALED rH¡r 68"4

PERCENT OF lHE COUPLES IDENTIFIED THE WIFE AS BEING THE MOST VERBAL AS

coMpARED ro 10"5 pERcENT oF coupLEs wHo tDENTtFtED THE HusBANDo

it.
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TABLE X E. Co¡,rPAR I soN oF cou PLES
OF CH ILDREN !úITH THE

ì¡JHO AGREE ABOUT THE D lSc IPL I N I NG

CH IIOIS D IAGNOS I SO

Cou ples lrJso

A enee
D l ee r,¡os ts
0r Cs¡r-o

2

4

9

10

1+

t6

19

Coupr-Es ìiüuo

D r sa eRee

FU COFTPAR I SON OF COUPLES I./T'HO D I SAGREE ABOUT THE D I SC ¡-
PLINING OF CHILDREN I^'¡TH THE CHILOIS OIAGNOS¡S.

AR

SSR

AR

SSR

SSR

SSR

SSR

Dl¡e¡¡osrs
0r Cxruo

3

6

7

B

11

'12

13

15

IB

AR

AR

AR

SSR

SSR

AR

SSR

SSR

AR



-ÃÃ-

A CompantsoN oF THRee TEsrs oF THE HYporHESts.V.

As n TUnTHER TEST oF THE RELIABILITY OF THE CATEGORIZATION OF

PARENTS¡ INTERRcTIoN AS CoMPLEMENTARY OR SYMMETRICAL THE RESEARCHERS

COMPARED THE DIAGNOSIS OF THE COUPLESI CHILD PREDICTED IN TABLE XI (A

AND B) ev EtcHr sELEcTED RESpoNsE coMpARlsoNS. A HtcHEST NUMBER oF SSR

PREDICTIONS I{ERE INTERPRETED AS INDICATING A COMPLEMENTARY RELATlONSHIP

oF THE pARENTS AND A H I GHEST NUMBER or AR pRED tcr toNS litERE I NTERpRETEo

AS INDICATING SYMMETRICAL INTERACTION OF PARENTSO IN TAEUE XI I THE RE-

SEARCHERS COMPARED THIS MEASURE b'ITH THE AGREEMENT-DISAGREEMENT MEASURE'

COMPLEMENTARITY-SYMMETRY RESPONSE MEASURE AND THE CHILDIS OIAGNOSIS TO

DETERMINE THE CONSISTENCY OF ALL MEASURES AND THE RELATIONSHIP BETI¡TEEN

TYPE oF PARENTS' INTERA0TIoN AND THE DIAGNOSIS OF THE CHILD HYPOTHE-

SIzEDo THE RESEARcHERS FoUND THAT EACH OF THE THREE MEASURES INDEPEND-

ENTLY PREDICTS THE HYPOTHESIZED RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN.A SPECIFIC TYPE OF

PARENTS INTERACTION AND A SPECIFIC DIAGNOSIS OF THE çHIIOsS PROBLEM IN

63.2 PER CENT OF OUR SAMPLE" Iru THE ANALYSIS THE RESEARCHERS ACCEPTED

THE cHILo's DIAGNoSIS AS GIVEN A GONSTANT CONTROL FACTOR FOR PURPOSES

OF COMPARISON. TUC REUIABILITY OF CHILD'S DIAGNOSIS IS SUB..IECT TO

QUESTtON, CONStDERtNc THAT tN MANY TNSTANCES THE RESEARcHERS RELIED 0N

DESCRIPTIONS OF BEHAVIOURAL SYMPTOMS BY TEACHERS OR PARENTS.

I¡I TeeLe XI I I THE INVESTIGAToRS EXAMINEO THE RELIABILITY OF

THE cHtLDls DtAcNosts By coMpARlNG THE cHtLDls GtvEN DtAcNos¡s PREDIc-

TED BY AN EXAMINATION OF THE CATEGORY IDENTIFIED lN THE MA.JORITY OF

sELECTED RESp0NSES, THE AGREET.,IENT-DtSAGREEMENT RATING OF THE qUESTION-

NAIRE AND THE COMPLEMENTARITY-SYMMETRY RATING OF THE qUESTIONNAIREo

THr tNVESTtcAToRS FouND T!ì,o oF THE cHtLDRENIs DtAcNosts t¡ERE coNSls-

ì:

ll

l:
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Coupnn I sor'¡ 0r tnE TgReE MEesURES oF TypE or PnRE¡lrsr
l¡¡tERacrroru WlrH rHE Dlaeruosts oF rHE CHruo Rruo NUN-
BER oF Flrs wtrH THE HyporHESts

TeeLe Vl (B) TnaLe Vl I

SEuEcrEo Ae RErMEÀtt CoNptENE¡lrAR I Ty
REspo¡lsE D r sae Re eNg¡lt Syl,luErRY D¡¡eruosls Frr 0r

coupLE MEASURE _ MEASURE MEASURE _ 0F CHtLp _LIYPOTHESIS

SSR 3

AR3 i:

4

6

7

B

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

1B

19

AR

AR

AR

SSR

AR

SSR

SSR

AR

SSR

SSR

SSR

SSR

SSR

AR

SSR

1i

fi

1x

i:-.'1.r:. _r.!.ìc

i::¡?a);:iir.jìÍ.ì.]

*' Mrxeo TypE
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A Co¡¡penrsoN oF rge Cgllols D¡neruosrs AND THE

D rRe ¡los ls PRe o rcrED By rHE Corqpnn I soN oF E t e nr
SeuE crç o REs po ru sE s , T HE A\e Reeme rur-D I sR GREE ME NT

MEASURE AND rHE CoNpI-EMENTARtTy-SymNetRy MEasuRE

DrRe¡¡osrs Bv Dree¡¡osls Bv Dlneruosts By
E teHr Ae neevrrur- CoNpr-ENsNrARy Evauuet ¡ o¡¡

Cu rlors SEr-EcrED D lsae ReemeNt Svt'4Nern t cau 0r
Coupue Dlaeruosls Respotrlses _ Measune _ MEesuRE DtaeRnvt

t: .: :\a

'.t-a.

1

2

.l

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

1B

19

SSR

AR

AR

SSR

AR

AR

AR

SSR

AR

SSR

òbK

AR

SSR

SSR

SSR

SSR

SSR

AR

SSR

+

0

+

0

+

0

+

Mtxeo

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

Mlxeo

+

+

+

+

+

+

+

StRoNe

Srno¡¡e

SrRoNe

Stnorue

Dou erruL

Srnol¡e

SrRoru e

SrRorue

VtRoru e

Dou err uu

Dou grruu

MooeRRre

MooeRnrE

SrRoruc

Dou erruu

MooE nRle

Srnoruc

Dou err u L

Vr/Ro ¡¡ e

Ftr 0r HYporHesrs 68.+lo
*( A pRe or cr roN coNS rsrENT r^ilTH

tr0rr tND I cATEs No s I GN tF IcANT

63.2{" 68.4{,

THE HYPOTHESIS IS INDICATED BY A +.

VAR I ANCE I N SELECTED RESPONSES O
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TEÍ'ITLY DEV IANT I N THE THREE MEASURES FROM l¡JH I CH WE cAN CoNCLUDE THE

GIVEN DIAGNOSIS IS I¡JRONGo Aru ROOITIONAL FOUR oF THE cHILoRENIs DIae-

NOSES CONFIRMED ONLY BY ONE MEASURE CAN BE DOUBTFUL" THIS DOES NOT

j,_r ..i:..:. _: t'l ._:

tNCLUDE Coupl-E #Z as rHE LAcK oF vARtANcE lN AGREEMENT-Dt5A6REEMENT ,::;;.':.:,',.-:,:.',

MEAsUREANDTHEcoMPLEMENTARY-SYMMETRYMEAsuRElNDlcATEsAMlXEDTYPE

OF PARENT INTERACTIONO THE MINIMAL AD\,'USTMENT OF TWO DIAGNOSES OF

cHILDREN ls tNDtCATED To EVALUATE ouR FtNotNcso Heruce, THE RESEARcHERS

CONCLUDED THAT BY USE OF A qUESTIONNAIRE hIE HAVE PREDICTED THE CHIIOTS

DIAGNOSIS FROM THE FORM OF PARENTAL INTERACTIoN Iru 73.6 PERcENT oF THE

PARENTS EXAM I NED, ON THE AGREEMENT-D ISAGREEMENT MEASURE. THE co¡,IpI-EMEN-

TAR I TY-SYMMETRY MEASURE OF PARENT IS I NTERACT I ON PREO I CTED THE HYPOTHE-

sts tt'l 78.9 oF THE PARENTse Tuts REpngSENTs 72 pencg¡lr oF THE cHtLDREN

DtAcNosED SSR aruo 62,5 pERcENT oF THosE DlAGNosEo AR.



CHAPTER FI VE

CONCLUS I ONS

THe nEsuurs oF THE sruDy suppoRTED THE HypoTHEsts rHAT THE DtAc-

Nosts oF THE cHrLDes peoetEM cAN BE pREDtcrED FRoM THE FoRM oF pARENTAL

INTERACTION AND SIMILARLY THAT THE FORM OF PARENTAL INTERACTION CAN BE

pREDtcrED FRoM THE DrAcNosts oF THE cHtLD. A slerulFtcANT conRELATIoN

hrAS FOUND BETIIEEN PARENTS l^l ITH A COMPLEMENTARY FORM OF I NTERACT I 0N AND

A CHILD h'HOSE BEHAVIOUR PROBLEM V{AS CATEGORIZED AS A SPECIAL SYMPTOM

REAcTloNi SIMILARLY A SIGNIFIcANT cORRELATIoN t^,AS FoUND BEThTEEN SYMME-

TRtcAL pARENTAL tNTERAcrroN AND A DtAGNosts oF THE cHlLDfs pRoBLEM AS AN

AO.JUSTMENT REACTION OF CHILDHOODO THESE FINDINGS HAVE TO BE VIEVúED IN

THE LtMrrATtoNs oF THE METHoD oF oLASStFytNG THE cHtLDls pRoBLEM tN A

DTAGNOSTIC CATEGORY FROM DESCRtpTtONS OF THETR BEHAVTOUR tN CASE RECOROS,

I{'HICH IN MOST CASES DID NOT INCLUDE A CLINICAL ASSESSMENTO AI-SO PARCNTSI

TYPE OF INTERACTION ìdAS DETERMINED BY USE OF qUESTIONNAIRE NOT TESTED FOR

RELIABILITY IN OISCRIMINATING BETT{EEN THE ThIO CATEGORIES OF PARENTAL IN-

TERACT I ON "

TIrE nESeRRcHERS DtD EXpERTENcE soME DtFFtcuLTy tN cLASSIFytNc

CHILDRENTS SEHAVIOUR IN SOME INSTANCES AS THERE WAS AN OVERLAP IN THE

RANGE OF REPORTED BEHAV IOURS CHARACTER IST IC OF THE TTi,O CATEGOR IESo THE

RESEARCHERS ALSO FOUND THIS LACK OF CLEAR DIFFERENTIAT¡ON OF TYPES AMONG

rHE PARENTSI RESPONSES TO THE qUESTTONNAtREo TXE SeNprE TNCLUDES A

ItMtxEDrrDrAGNosrs oF A cHrLD AND A MrxED cATEcoRy oF pARENTAL tNTERAcrloN
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BUT THE INVESTIGATORS FOUND A POSITIVE PREDICTION OF THE CATEGORY OF

THE RELATED PARENTS AND cH I LD RESPEcT I VELY o THE EXAM I NAT I oN oF SE-

LECTED RESPONSES TO THE qUESTIONNAIRE REVEALED THAT THE METHOD OF RAT.

rNc RESpoNSES To EAcH quESTroN lNDrvrDUALLy AND'TH, ovER-GENERALTzATToN

OF SOME OF THE qUESTIONS CONTRIBUTED SIGNIFICANTLY TO THE INCIDENCE OF

FAILURE TO OBTAIN A CLEAR DIFFERENTIATION OF TYPES OF PARENTAL INTER-

Acr I oN. A oREATER opERAT r oNAL BREAK-DowN oF THE quEST I oNS RELAT I Nc ro

AREAS 0F INTERACTI0N, SUCH AS, MAJ0R VALUES AND BELtEFS, THE NURTURtNc

NEEDS OF CHILDREN AND SPOUSES AND DOM¡NANCE OF VERBAL COMMUN¡CATION IS

INDICATEDO IN VIE!" OF THE EqgAL DOUBT OF THE ACCURACY OF THE DIAGNOSIS

OF THE CHILDREN IN THE SAMPLE THE RESEARCHERS VúOULD RECOMMEND THAT THE

qUEST.IONNAIRE BE ADM¡NISTERED TO PARENTS OF A LARGER SAMPLE OF CHILDREN

DIAGNOSED BY AN INDEPENDENT CLINICIAN ACCORDING TO AGREED-UPON CRITERIA

OF THE DIAGNOSTIC CATEGORIESO

A I"IR,IOR LIMITATION OF THE STUDY I¡,AS

usED. HoweveR, l N coMpAR I soN To oTHER sruD

TNTERACTION, THE PRESENT SAMpLE h'AS 0NE 0F

l^, ITH OTHER STUD IES THE SAMPLE t,rlAs SELEcTED

h,H I CH RESTR I CTS THE RESEARCHERS FROM MAK I NG

THE LARGER POPULAT I ON.

THE SMALL S I ZE OF THE SAMPLE

IES IN THE FIELD OF FAMILY

THE LARcESTc Cotus lsrENT

0N THE BASrS OF AVAtLABtLtTY,

BROAD GENERAL I ZAT I ONS ABOUT

PRACTICAL VALUE OF THE STUDY

THe REsut-TS oF THE sruDy ARE oF vALUE tN THAT THEY coNSTtrurE

A SMALL STEP TOhJARD VALIDATING THE POSTULATES OF COMMUNICATION AND

FAMILY INTERACTI0N THEORIES, THEREBY CONTRIBUTING TO A SCtENTtFtC KNOh'-

LEDGE BASE FOR SOC I AL VIIORK PRACT I CE o

j
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Tue KNo!¡rLEDcE oF THE spEc rF r c coRRELAT loN BETI/íEEN A FoRM oF

PARENTAL INTERACTION ANO A DIAGNOSIS OF THE CHILD HAS IMMEDIATE APPLIED

VALUE FOR SOC IAL Ùì,ORKERS AND OTHER D I SC I PL I NES CONCERNED h, I TH TREATMENT

oF cHILDREN AND THE¡R FAMtLtES. HAvtNe TDENTTFtED THE spEclFtc RELA-

TtoNSHtp BETuJEEN THE pARENTSI roRM or rNTERAcrtoN AND THE TypE oF BE-

HAVIoUR PROBLEM THEIR CH¡LD lS LIKELY TO DEVELOP, THE CLINtCtAN cAN

PREDICT THE PARENTST i ¡NTERNCTION PATTERN ON THE BASlS oF THE cHIuDTs

BEHAVIOUR PROBLEM AND CONVERSELY, HAVING IDENTIFIED THE FORM OF PAREN.

TAL INTERACTION HE CAN BE ALERT TO CUES TO THE TYPE OF BEHAVIOURAL PRO-

BLEMS L IKELY To BEcoME MAN lFEsr r N THE cH tLDo TH ts r{rouLo sERVE To FA-

CILITATE THE DIAGNOSIS OF FAMILY PROBLEMS AND ENABLE THE THERAPIST TO

coNcENTRATE MORE qutCKLy ON THE CENTRAL PROBLEMS tN THE FAMtLyo

A Rer I NEMENT oF THE quEsr I oNNA I RE To DETERM ¡ NE pARENrs I I NTER-

ACTI0N Ì^/0Ut-D PROVIDE THE SOCIAL t/ì,ORKER tú¡TH A USEFUL AID lN THE lNlTlAL

PHASE OF FAMILY THERAPY AND MARRIAGE COUNSELING TO FOCUS THE PATTERN OF

INTERACTION. LIXE EII DIAGNOSTIC AIDS ITS VALUE IS LIMITED To PRoVIDING

A SPECIFIC KIND OF DIAGNOSTTC tNF0RMATtON, hJHtCH tN THIS TNSTANCE tS ONE

Aspecr 0F FAMtLy tNTERAcT¡0N. HowevER, lr DoES pRovtDE A MEANS To

GREATER CLARIFICATION AND PRECISION IN DEFINITION OF TERMS BETWEEN PRO-

FESS IONALS . AND DI SCI PL I NES.

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FURTHER STUDY

As r,¡oreo tN pREVrous cHApTERS THE REsEARcHERS L tMlrED THEMsELVES

TO EXAMINING ONE ASPECT OF FAMILY INTERAcTIoNo TgE paReNTs INTERACTIoN

OCCURS IN THE CONTEXT OF A HIGHLY COMPLEX DYNAMIC FIELD OF INTERACTION

AND IT CAN BE ASSUMED THAT OTHER VARIABLES IN THE FAMILY SYSTEM INFLUENCE

THE cHlLDls 0EVELOPMENTc Aru noolrtoNAL AREA oF sruDy t¡úouLo BE pARENTÈcHlLD
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rNTERAcrtoNo 0rHEn vARTABLES tNFLUENctni rHE pERSoNALtry DEVELopMENT

0F THE cHILD MERITTNG EXPL0RATI0N MtGHr BE StBLtNG tNTERACTtONe TNTER-

ACTION BETWEEN PARENT AND CHILD IN A SINGLE-PARENT FAMILY AND CHANGES

IN PARENTAL INTERACTION RESULTING FROM THE INTRODUCTION OF A STEP-

PARENT. ALSO THE RESEARcHERS MADE No ATTEMPT To RELATE PARENTS INTER-

PERSONAL I NTERACT I OI! PATTERNS TO SOC I O-ECONOM I C AND CULTURAL VAR I ABLESO

THesE DIREoTIONS oF RESEARCH SHoULD ADD To THE VALUE oF THIS STUDY"
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Heley, Jn rlTou/ARD 
A TneoRy op
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RESEARCH PROJECT qUESTt oNNAtRE

PAT IENT I DENT IF I CAT I ON

l.' ::':,, :'
L:.:;::-AGE_ GRADE SEX _ i:.:::..:::

PARENTS .

NUMBER OF MARRIAGES FOR HUSBAND FOR I,I/IFE

LENGTH OF MARRIAGE

HUSBANDTS OCCUPAT I ON

h/IFEIS OCCUPATION

1; WHo eers up FtRsr tN THE MoRNtNc? HUStsìAND hrlFg Nor AppLtc+

A BLE

(a) ls rneRE ANy DtsAcREEMENT ABour rHts ARRANcEMENT? yes

No

COMMENTS

2, DoEs rHe r¡JtFE MAKE THE HUSBANDIs BREArrasr? yEs No

(e) ls rHeRE ANy otsAGREEMENT ABour ïHls ARRArrlcENErur? yEs

No

j,'":: i : :
COMMENTS

3. WnRr spectFtc rypEs oF JoBS DoES THE HUSBAND HAVE ARouND THE House?

(a) ls rxeRe ANy DtsAcREEMENT ABour rHls ARRArueeNerut? yes

No

COMME NTS

) 4o ltJHO HANDLES THE MoNEy: B tLL-pAy l Nc AND r,rrR l r l Nc cHEquEs, FoR Exeupt-E?

Husantüo i¡J lre Borir

ì:.i:ìì.:l:..tir:
l:i-::j i:.1:! ì

COMME NTS
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(a) vr/uo oec rDES Hor^/ THE MoNEy b,rLL BE spenr? HusseNo ln/rrE

Bor u_
CoMME NTs

(c) Vi/Heru olD you AcREE oN Ho!Ì, ro HANDLE MoNEy tN THE raNlly?

BEroRe MRRR t ae e_ Lere I N MARR tAcE__ Just Evouveo

Eenlv rN MARRIAcE NevER AcREED

COMME NTS

(o) Do vou.EVER DtsAcREE ABouï FlNANolRu ¡,lRrrERs? yes:. No

CoMME NTs

(E) lF wrFE woRKS, DoES HER rNcoME BEcoME pARr oF THE FAMTLy rN-

coME oR ts tr Hen owru?

CoNt',lE rurs

5. DERutNG t^ilTH THE ourstoE t^JoRLDS

(a) wHo cAr-r-s rHE DocroR FoR MEDTcAL Apporrurmeurs? Husee¡Jo

Vi/lrE Boru

(e) h/Ho ArreNos rEncHERsl coNreReNces? HusaRNo WtrE Boru

(c) vJuo ceu¡-s REpATRMEN FoR HousEHoLD REpArns? HusBAND t,r/rrE

BorH_
(o) vi/Ho wn rrES LETTERS AND cuR tsrNes cARDs ro FR ¡e ruos? HuseRr,lo

Wlre BorH

(e) l,r/Ho wnrrES To BUSTNEss pLAcES oR suBScRTBES To MAGAZTTT¡Es?

HuseeNo ì¡JlrE BorH

(e) ì,r/Ho ervswERS rHE re¡-EpHoruE? Huseer,¡o l¡J¡re BorH

(e ) ls r,uEnE ANy D TsAcREEMENT Agour rHESE ARRANGEME¡urs? yEs_ No

COMME NTs

6. Do you EVER HAVE MAJoR DISAGREEMENTS ABoUT RELAT¡vEs? YEs No

r:lì:l::i 1j

lt'.:-¡?ì;-;i::i. i

[, .,:: ,..,,.:

(a) lr so, Hol^/ rs rHls setrlEo?
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7, WHeN you co our soclALLy, lrlHo usuALLy DEctDES !{HERE you tÁ/tLL co?

HuseRtJo Wrre BorH

(e) l¡iHo mares rHE NEcESSARy ARRAn¡eeNE¡¡rs? Husa¡r,to Vr/rre BoTH

CoMMENTS

Bo Do vou AGREE ABour youR MAJoR vALuEs AND BELtrrs? Yes No

(s) lr ruor, Hornr HAVE you sErrLED rHts?

9. I¡JHo otsctpLtNEs THE cHILDREN uosr orrEl¡? HusgRt'lo Vrl tre

(e) ls rnenE ANy DTsAGREEMENT Aeour rHE r¡rAys oF DlsctpLtNtNc youR

cH u-oReru? YEs No

(c) lr so, Hoì¡, ts rH¡s sErrueo?

f,.0, WHo ts rHE Mosr DEMoNSTRTAT ¡ vE: r N c rv rNc AFFEcT I oN To rHE cH lr-oREtrl?

HusaRruo ìd rre

(e ) ls tHEnE ANy D tsAcREEMENT ABour rH ts ARRArileeNErur? yes No

(c) How rs rHrs DIsAGREEMENT serrueo?

Ì.,.:1.: 
.

11" Wgo ts rHE MoRE oEMoNSTRATtvE tN ctvtNc AFFEcrtoN To rHE orHER spousE? t.,,','',,

Husaa¡ro h/rrE

(e) ls rHERe ANy DtsAcREEMENT Aeour rnrs? Yes No

COMME NTS

Å 12. l,rN: Ge ruEnRL , þJHo I s rHE MoRE vERBAL oF rre rwo? Husaaruo_ hl t nr

COMME NT S

13" ln/HEru you LEARNED ÏHAT youR cH I LD HAD BEEN REFERRED To rue CH lr-o

Guto¿NcE Cr-lrulc, uJERE you BorH tN AcREEMENT;Aeour ruls? Yes_No_

(a) lr rHERe ìdAs DIsAcREEMENT, tntAs THE HUSBAND rN FAVouR oF rT BUr

NoT THE wtre_OR hrAS THE vr,tFE tN FAVouR oF tr BUT NoT THE HUSBANo

COMME NTS

ì-:.:,-ì
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Reseencx PRo.lecr SpotrtsoREo

BY

TxE Un¡ I vERS I Ty oF MaN t roee

AND

Txe CH rlo Gu I DANcE Cr- r ¡¡ r c
1. .': ..

DEan

t¡/e wout-o LtKE To tNVrrE you ro pARTrcrpATE rN A REsEARcH sruDy coNDUc-

TED BY rHe Cgtt-o GUIDANoE Culrulc AND THE UNlvERSlry oF MRru¡roaR" lF you i::,:
i..:i: l:.-j
i:::',::il:

AGREED TO PART lc IPATE r ALL MATER IAL u',ouLD BE CONs I DERED CONF TDENT tAL AND

YOUR PARTlclPArloN WOULD BE ANONYMOUS. You wenE cHoSEN AS A cANDtDATE

FOR THIS STUDY PURELY ON THE BAsIs oF YoUR CHILDIs HavING BEEN REFERRED

To rHE CHrr-o Gulonruce CLrNtc. i ,

'

Youn INVOLVEMENT tN THE sruDy t^,ouLD coNslsr oF AN tNTERvtEh,, sEeARATE i

I

IFROM THAT 0F YOUR SPOUSE AND LAST|NG ABOUT HALF AN HOUR, h'tTH ONE OF THE I

i

RESÊAROHERS h/Ho t^touLD ADMINISTER THE quESTtoNNAlREo I .

'i'l¡/trgtN THE NExr FE!ú DAys, A REsEARcHER tntrLL BE pHoNlNc you ro FIND our 
i

lVúHETHER oR NoT YOU V'JOULD PREFER To PART I c I PATE AND I F you Do OONSENT, i....,,...:
| :.r¡r...,;:;,

ARRANGEMENTs ht ILL THEN BE MADE coNcERN r Nc rHE T r ME AND pLAcE oF THE r N- i,.,,...¡,,,.

l:'.rr'r:,;:
TERVIEWSc lr ls HoPED THAT THE RESULTS oF THls pRoJEcr l^ilLL tNCREASE ouR i:''':r.i:,:::

KNOI^JLEDGE ABOUT FAMILY LIFE AND THUS AtD THE Cr-lt'llc tN FAMtLy TREATMENT.

Hot/úEVER THE ENT tRE pRoJEcr rs DEpENDENT oN THE pART rc tpAT r oN oF pARENTS

AND !'JE S INCERELY ENL tST YOUR A tO AT TH lS T tME o

Youns rRULy,

/ov RESeRRcH Uru I r


