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Abstract -

The- current study,eXamines similaritiespand differences in views of
maltreatment and child—rearing,experiences of young adults in the United
Staﬁes and Taiwan; in aﬁ attempt te underetand.the’impact of familial
valﬁesion what may or ﬁéy not be considered child maltteatmeht in two
socio—culturally different populatiens. Two measures were used. One,
the Parent—Child Interaction Questionnaiie, ﬁeasured the degree to which
respondeﬁts considered hypethetical vignettes involving parent—child
interactioﬁs as abusive and whether or not they would recommend outside
intervention. 'This questionnaire was adapted from vignettes developed
by'Buriel, Mereado/ Rodrigues,»and Chavez (1991) and Hong and Hong
(1991). The second ﬁeasure, the Parent/Caregiver—Child*Relationshi?
Questionnaire measured child‘rearihg experiences of young adults. This
questionnaire was adapted-from a questionnaire developed by Hower &
Edwards (1978). - It was hYpothesized that young adults in the United
 States and Taiwan would differ.in their ratings of the abusiveness of
the vignettes concerning parent-child interaeﬁions, and in the extent te
‘which they would recommend outside intervention‘when Vignettes were
considered seriously abusive. It was further hypothesized that these
young adults would report differences in their child rearing experiences
on the dimensions of psychological autonomy, firm control, lax control,
power assertion, and inductioh but not on the dimensiqhs of acceptance,

rejection, and psyéhological control. The results of the current study

iii



suggestedithat thé subjecté‘in thé United States judged'mosijof the
hypothetical vignettes of paréntQChild interactions to be significantly
more abusive than theiéﬁbjects in Taiwaﬁ. It was also found that when
- the vignettes were rated asisérigusly aBusive,‘the United Statés
subjects were more’likely,tQ‘recommend outside.intervention thgn'Taiwan
subjects;v»signifiéant differences were‘found between the Taiwan
respondénts and the‘United States‘regpqndents in their experienqes of
parental child—rearing behaviors. The-sﬁbjects in Taiwan peréeived
their parental child care providers‘as exhibitiné moré psychological ;'
autonomy, lax control, and induction than the subjects in‘tﬁe Uﬁited
Statés. The Uhiﬁed States subjects perceived their parental child care
providers as éihibiting more firﬁ control and power assertion than
Taiwan subjects. The results of this study are‘discussedvin terms of
thé possible impact of‘cultUral*aﬁd‘soﬁietal factors on families and

their formulation of what might be considered'maltreatment.
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’Chiid—Reariag'Expériendéa and Viaws of ?arent/Child Interactions Among
_American_and Taiwanifoung Adults‘ |

There has been éahsiderable debafaiih tﬁe literature regarding how

child ma;ﬁreatment ahould‘be‘dafinad; Child:maltreatment lacks a clear,
Hoperational definition, due in part to the:disagreement regarding;what
aspects of‘maltreatment should be emphasized’and which ofganizational
and pfofeasioaal groupsi.(i.e.,'iégal, social_aeEViCes, legislative)
criteria‘shoald’be used. The,iasue ia further‘complicated by.the fact'
that appropriate child gearing ptactices and disciplinary customs are
determined by culturally sanctioned practices; consequently, what may or
- may not constitute maltreatmeat is also éultufally determinea.

Some of tha controversy has centered on whether the definition
shouldbemphaaiie: 1) the INTENT of\#he perpetrator (for example, burnihé
a child deliberately versus accidentally); 2) the NATURE of the ACT or

' BEHAVIOR»Which includea,both agts of éommissioa (eig., physical
punishment, Verbal abﬁse) and acts of omission (e.g., failure to‘meet a
child's intellectual, physical, and emotional needs) such as, keeping a
éhild"out of‘aéhool ér‘notiprovidiag‘adequate stimulation); or 3) the
CONSEQUENCES of the behaVidr (e.g. major versus minor physical injury -
regardless'of the ihtent). ‘Socio—cﬁltarai factors afeilikelylto impact
the‘ralétive impo#tance'accorded to.eacﬁ of:these factofs, aspecially

: the extent ta which the parental.behaviors deviate from pﬁblic ppinion

andEfrom'Ehé values held by that society.
‘Developing functional, 6perational definitions of child

maltreatment is. important because it has significant implications for:



1) social policy and planning kfor‘example, policies regérding the types
of serviceé to be offered to families and‘eligibility for these
services); 2) establishing legal reguiétions (for example, determiﬁing
reportingvlawé and develéping criminal codes); 3) research purposes,
especially tﬁeory buildiﬁg‘regardihg the causes and coﬁsequenées of
abuse;ﬂaﬁd 45 intérvéntion ﬁurposes. '(Sée Hutchinson, 1990, for a
review of these issues). In order to address maltreatment from each of
-these perspectives Ksbcial;.legal, feéearéh, and intervention), greater
awareness and understanding of the impagt of cultural ‘and familial
factors is'required. ‘

The purpoée of this study is to‘foéus‘on the effects of $OCio—
cultural and familial factors Which impéct the.formulatibn of what ié
considered maltfeatmeht."Although socio—cultural factors are not
directly assessed, use éf two socio-culturally disﬁinct populations
serves as a proxy for this variable. This thesis will begin by briefly
describing the current reports on the magnitude of child maltreatment in
two culturélly distinct regions, thé United States and Taiwan, Republic
of China. To gainla greater understanding of some poteﬁfial causes of
abuse, theories relevant té'socio—cultural and familialifactbrs will be
discussed to prQVide a framewoik from which child'maltreatment can be
examined. Finally, how these socio-cultural and_familial experiences
might impact child rearihg values and the&eby impact views of abuse will
be delineated. Thisrwill be followed_by the report of the results of a
'stﬁdy which asseéses differences in views of maltreatment and in child

rearihg experiences'of young adults in the United States and Taiwan, in



an attémpt tb undersﬁaﬁd.the impact’§ﬁ li&iﬁg in tWo sdcioééulturally ‘
‘disﬁinét countfies éhdléf“familiél’values (especialiybas”they influen¢e
child reaiiﬁg practiées) on this issue.
'Magnitqde ofbA5g§éb |
| In ﬁhe:United States, chiid abuse has come tQ be reCoénizéd as a-

major public health problem. - According fo‘thé Nati@nal Center on‘Child'
Abuse and Neglect (1981), the estiﬁéted annual incidence of physiCai
and/or‘segﬁal abuse‘is,351,000’(5.7 per 1000) Caées. When négléct‘(such
as, depriviné childfen’of adequate:ngt:itidn, medical>care, and
appropriate Supefvision) aﬁd emotional abusefor‘émotionai deprivation
are taken into account, the number of children victimized is‘staggering
(Goldman & Gargiulo, 1990).

In.contrast, reports sqégest that China has a ver? low ovefall
incidence Qf maltreatment (Sidel, 1972, Stevenson; 1974) . Reporté from
other countries such as Japan also Suggest that child abuse is
infrequeﬁﬁ (Goode; 1971). In addition, reports of other kinds of abuse
(e.g., emotional, seXﬁal) in ﬁhese Asian countries is rare.

»H0wevef, obtaining‘;eliabie and accuréte figures of child abuse’
and negléct is difficult. There are poténtial biases in the
differential labgling ofuméltreatment which will affect reporting rates;
The definitién of what coﬁstitutés child‘mélﬁreatment may vary from
society to society.‘ And, reported incidents of child abuse may vary
because cultures may differ in their attitudeé toward reporting. For
example, s&me cultures may be more inclinéd to keep personal issués

within the family and less likely to use outside intervention services.



Iﬁ fact, this is ; common approaéh'té dealing.with famiiy,problems.émonév
Asians (Sﬁe &-Sue, 1990). Thus, incidents of'éhild abuse in Aéian
countries may be‘Underreported.comparéd to incidents in the United
States because of différent definitidns1of;maitreatment and because 5f
 different fémily values.-’In contraét% there is a gfeater likelihood of
réporting.ih the United States where issues;of'abuse are freqﬁently
addresSed initheuﬁedia_and repoiting is eﬁcouraged in school-based child
abuse prevention programé (Jenkins,‘slﬁs) Schultze, 1979).

In Summéry,‘it‘seems_thét Child abuse is é majof public health
~problem in the United States. Reports of cﬁiid abuse are growiﬁg but we
still lack undersfandingvof how various‘groups define abuse. That is,
viewpoints diverge considerably with regard to how child abuse and
neglecf can mosﬁ effectively‘be defined and addressed. The difficulty
in acquiring clear and uniform definitions of child abuse is evidenced
by researchers, child welfare workers, policy makers and social
‘scientists' disagreements regarding_ﬁhich behaviors or conditionsvshéuld
be labeled as maltreatment. .Unfortunately the consequence of this
disagreement‘ultimafely affects policy pianning, legal‘reéulations and
‘social services, Furthermore, lack of consistent cross—cﬁlturalk
definitions limits résearch findings and diminishes our understanding of
the long—fermvéffeéts @f;abuse acréés cultures.
Theoretical Perspectives |

The potential causes of abuse have‘been‘addreSSed from a number of
theoretical perspectives. Evaluations of the vérious theories are

important because each theory has a different viewpoint and provides



insight into‘the poteﬁtial facfors that‘conﬁfibute to the occurrence of
malﬁréatmen£;‘ Some 6f the theoretical pérspectivéévwhich will be
brieflyfdiscussed iﬁclude the sociai learning theory, the sociological
‘appfoach,vand the interéétionist or transactional approachr Théfe are
maﬁy other theories beéidésvthe above, suéh aé’ﬁhe medical-psychological
appréach. :H§wever,‘in this thesié;-thé focus_éf the diScuésion is on
the theories invélviné social/cultural fﬁctors} since these factors are
thé‘dimensioﬁs of particula; interest for this thesis (Iverson &'Segal,
.1990;‘Earke,‘1978).

The social learning ;héory postﬁlates fhat individuals learn
certain behavior patterns frdm prié; é%pe#ien;é.v fhis theory further
péstulates:that social cbnditiéns éXist'which encourage the ﬁse of the
previously learned behaviors.: Thgs, an individual engages in specific
beha&iors bécause of the rewafdé/punishment that,these behaviors
prodﬁce. For example, many abusers often report‘having been abused
(éexually, physically, and/or emotionallj) when'they were growing up.
‘Thus, a family may be "at risk" for abuse if the parent had been abused
or neglected as a child. The,parent may have learned that_ébusivev
»behaviors are'acceptable and never héd exposufe to,apprq?riate parenting
practices. 'Consequéntly, they fall back’ﬁpon the child.rearing patterﬁé
'they learned from théir parents. |

| The social model fdcusesvon the socio-cultural, énvironmental, and
socié—economic factors which interact to create a‘cultural milieu
éonducive to maltreatment. Gil (1970) sugéests that there are three

interrelated levels which contribute to child maltreatment: the home,
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the.institutional 1evel (policieé_and practices‘of childcare, welfare
and correctional institutions), and the societal level. The values of

social,'economic,,and political institutions at-the‘SOCietal level shape

‘ the>sodial policies which determine the rights and lives of children. -

As a result, societies‘that'view'children'és "property™ of their parents
and which are highly patriarchal are at greater risk for condoning abuse

of their cﬁildren. Furthermore, the lack of legislative emphasié on

social programs,‘institutions, and polices for improving children's

well—beiﬁg maintains the problem of maltreatment by not prdviding the .
resources necessary to mitigate this problem. Thus, the social model

extends the learning theory approach by emphasizing the contributions of

institutions and society to increased risk for abuse (Iverson & Segal,

-1990; Parke, 1978).

The interactionist approach suggests that the family should not be

. treated aS‘an independent social unit, but ‘as embedded in a broader

social network of informal and formal community-based support systems.

This perspective‘emphasiZes that parents' child rearing practices are

socialized through the interactive impact of cultural, community, and

familial influences. The community functions as a monitor of the child

'rearing practices of family members, and sets community sténdards_

concerning the appfopriate treatment of children. Each source (family,
communify, and culture) directly or indirectly influences another
source. ~Thus, children can be influenced directly by the society

through institutionsland‘policieé, not just the family{ The

‘interactionist model goes beyond the social model by suggesting a more :



integrative and inteﬁactivé assqci§£ioﬁ between each.ofktheifaetors,
social, cultﬁral; and fémiiiai; ’Eadhipart is embedaed iﬁ the other'witﬁ
social; cultufal, familial and indiﬁidﬁal-fadtors éll impacting each
other in reéiproéal wéys (Ivgrsoﬁ & Segal,'1990; Pérk¢,11982);
Thus,vundersfahdiﬁg childiréariﬁg ﬁatterhs,.thé'community, én&

_cultural”conteXtS in which they arevimbédded is important. Child: 
réaring practices age héfioniy a"fuﬁétioh;éf cOmmunity‘énd familiai
_'ipfluéncés, but are:émbedQed,in~aubroadér society.
Child Réaﬁ;ng Practices

| Each culture, ethnic groﬁp,‘and/br faﬁily demonstrafesvdifférent
patterns.of childvreafing_pracﬁiées refleéting differént social and
envirqnﬁentél condifions. Gfoupéyperceive,.eValﬁate, éhd a;t based on a
shared sense of beliefé; goals, and vaiues. The valué§ of a group have -
én impact on the type of‘cﬁild rearing practiées which are used. Ellis
and Peférsonv(i992) evaluaﬁed the»felationship between valies (e.g.,
COnformity, self—relianqe) and child rearingvpractiées»(e.g., lecturing,
corporal punishment) in 122 societies{ ;They found.that quietieg which
valued confo;mity‘highlvaere more likely to use.éofpofél ?ﬁnishment,
_lecturing_ana overall CQntkol;. Conversely; theY»suggestéd that cultures
which sfress éelf—réliance and autonomy Wereiléss iikely to'usg qoercivé
practices. It‘thus‘appears.that vaiqeéland‘beliefs“héve anzimpactkOn
child réaring préctices} as welllas anvimpact'oﬁ the perspective of what
might be Viewed aé appfqpriate diséipiine versus abusive treatmentvof

children.



There ere'eertain values and beliefs which are common to most
Aeians.. Aeeerding‘to Sué and Sue (1950), in Asian families; deference
to authofity, emotional restraint, and recegnition of family hierarchy
and specified roles within thaf'hierarchy are important. In addition,
_cobperation, loyalty, and extended family orientation are valued. 1In
~Asian society, patteﬁns ef eommuhieation tend to be:vertical, flowing
‘from those of higher prestigevahd Status to those of lower prestige and
étatﬁs who are expected to respond withesileﬁceu In éddition, Asiens
value restraint ofvstrong feelinés and subtleness in epproaching
‘problems; matufity and wisdom are asseciated with one's ability to
controi emotions and}feeiings (Sue-& Sue, 1990). These factors together
sgggest that among Asianlfamilies; certain kiﬁds'of expectetiohsrof
“children (e.g., studying for long hogrs, never talking back,vetc.) may .
‘determine a pafticuler_range of discipiinary prectices.~ Furthermore the
emphasis onbfamilisﬁ dietates‘that the family is‘more important than the
‘individual. The suecess, ﬁnity; and feputation of thevfamily is
- maintained even at the.expenSe of the iﬁdividuai., Thus, behaviors}that
‘may‘be viewed as ebﬁsive by an‘individual may notrbe seen in that iiéhf
if their purpose is preservation of the family and the family's status.
Finaily, ASiane,tend not to reveal personal matters fQ”"etrangers."
‘They ere less iikeiy-to'seek assiStanceefor personal and emdtioﬁal
proklems ffem outside sources. ForHexaﬁple, in a study comparing
Chinese; Hispanic and whife‘students( Hong and Hong (1991) found thaf"
the Chineee‘were more relueténtete seek externalvageney intervention

than the Hispaﬁics and Whitee.’ According to Hong (1988), Asians believe



‘that internal.resolufidp of préblems within the family is best. »Thﬁé,
~Asians may grant greate;_latitudéuto parents in making deéiéions on how
to faise tﬁeir children théh othervéthnic groups. Thus,_it seems likely
that how paients and children would e&élﬁate behaviér‘(i,e.f aé abuéivgb
or not abﬁsi&e) would differ fromievéluétionsimade by~other»cﬁlﬁural
. groups. |

Sﬁe and’Sue (1990) sugges£_that‘Aéiéﬁs tend to be less'iﬁdividual
‘centeréd. ilhué, oﬁeis‘identity isrnot seen,aparﬁvfrom the group but is
~defined witﬁin»thé fgmily cﬁnstellatioﬁ.v HoWever, basedvén a recent .
‘study,-Asianvidentity méy no'longer,cbnsi5£‘of a‘“family‘identity"vbut
may be shifting to a‘indiyidualigtic,orientation. Lau (l992) examined -
‘thébvaluésléf Asian students, inlméinland China, Hong Kong, énd
Singapo:eQ. The overall results showed an emphasis én_individﬁélistic'
values. In compa;isoné’of values bétwéen.students from the United
States and mainland China,-they did'nét find any distinct differences in
individualist or colléctivistic values. 'Thié sﬁudy suggestS‘that‘there
is a neédvté‘assess the assﬁﬁéd child rearing patterns of Asians. ' That
‘is, additional studies are needed toiassess Whether Chinese and other
'Aéian.pqpulations arelmére collectivist and differ from Western
H.pppulations_in the areas bfvconﬁrOl, :eaéoning,‘and“aUtoﬁoﬁy.

- In contrast to Asian cultures,‘it is believed-that;Western society
‘Values pbwer, individualiSm,‘one'é ability“to éelf—discloée and talk
‘aboutithe mosf‘inﬁimate aspécts of one'é life‘to others. (Sue & Sue,
1990).‘ Historically, iﬁ the United Stateé,‘éhildren weré seen as

property of their parents. - This allowed adults to treat children any



way that Fhey pleased (ivetsén &‘Ségai, 1990); >With_£ecent movémepts,'
’iﬁ is being récogniied thathhildren’havé}fights aﬁd‘childrehfafe given
more’"voice" and are allowed>an active role ip the décision making
process. In Wesfern sgciety theremié'a greater range bf‘disciplihary
practices andvrépofting of'abusive”disciblinary1pfaC£iéés may occur with -
greater fréquency.tﬁan'in Asianicultures; 3T£e$é féctoisisuggestlthatb
WeStern expectations of éhiidren'may diffef'from‘the.expécﬁatibns of
Asians and that tﬁe specific;éhild':ea;ing experienées of theSe groupsl
may diffe?. However, contempofary empifigal“assessmenf of tﬁese-féétors
is absénf and the reality of these factors has gone'uﬁqueStioned.
Uﬁderétanding similafifies aﬁdﬁaifferencés.among societies isv
important to our undérstanding of child maltreatment becausé they assist
in fhe'development of socio¥cultu£ally éeﬁsitiyeidefinitions of chiid
maltreatment.b
‘yiems of Chiig Abusé-anQFChild Rearing Piggtice; :

Culturesvéﬁd'the values fhat deﬁélépvfrqm cultqfal:experiences may
have~cbnsi&érable impact on‘what*is considered child.maltreétment\ As
previousiy suggegtéd, am§ngvsdme groups certain qhild'rearing prgctices
may be considérea normal:and coﬁmonvbut méy‘appéa?‘aberrant in other
groups.‘ For eé%ﬁble, éome"gﬁityreé condbne such acts as initiétion
rites foj preadolescént,girlsvwhich.include beating;iféod’depfivation,
and genital'operationsY(qubin,llééo, 1931;)M§yhall'§ Norgard, 1983).
Thesé behévioré would bévjudged harsh,by Wéétern;sfandafds,‘although
many of the Western practiées, such as sgrorityrand fraternity

initiation rites, circumcision of male infants,vleaving children all day'

- 10



at centers Witﬁ "strangers", and isqlation bf childrén every night in

' their own rooms, may be seen as oruel by those of other cultﬁres (Meief
& Sloan, 1984). This illustrétes the difficulty in definihg‘
maltreatment‘and determ%ning which acts are considered aﬁusive,because
parenting ptactices.éhd qhild care:norms‘differ across cultures and
social structures.

The forces of each society therefore serve to shape‘and‘define
child rearing‘pracﬁices. Child maltreatment and how it is
,conceptualizéd may thus be a refiecﬁion'of the beliefs and value'syétémé
of a.éociety,‘ Society guides, goverﬁs,'aﬁd sets the parameters for
which conditions'and acts of di3cipline and/or abuse are tblerated, and.
which»conditiéns and acts are inhibited.: Sécietai forces mandate which
standards énd,practiges should be enfofced when ca:ing for children. It
is imperative that‘wé recognize the:impact that’society has on how child:
‘malt;eatment,is‘comprehended becéﬁse consequently this wiil haVé aﬁ
impact on the weifafe‘of‘the“child. IVersqn and Segai (1990) state ﬁhat
the value system of a sociéty is a bafomete; of societY'é concern for
thé health and Qelfare‘of children. There is a need for a balance
betweén‘protécting‘éhildren and ﬁonériﬁg.cuiturally sanctioned.éhild‘
rearing practiées.v‘Surrendering'to'any'cﬁlﬁural or,sociétai orientation
of cﬁild rearing practices may nof be ‘in the‘bést intérest of children.
Standardé for treatment of childten could be biased in favor‘of values
and customs of a selected-orrméjority ségment of'society'(Giovannii&
Eecerra, 1979). However,'it is also unjusﬁifiable and untenable to

‘allow a child rearing praCtice‘to be continued (which causes distress),

11



simply becausé it is:a COmmdn.cﬁltural practice."Theidiffiéulty heré,
howevér, is‘that thege is no universal agreement :egar&ing wﬁichvpérent-
chiid-interaétiohs migh£ befconéideréd abuéiverk Understanding‘how
culturés differ iniﬁheir definitions ofvabqse épeﬁs avdialpéue of these
. iséues aﬁd invites-fﬁrthef:aéséésmenﬁvofvthe i@p;ctvoffcéretaker
beﬁaviofs on the sociai and psycholégicél weil%being‘of children.
| éréVious résearch/conductéd'by Hoﬂg'énd Hong (1991) and Buriel,
Merqado, Rddrigues, and Chavez (1991)‘have looked ét cross—ethnic groUp
éomparisoﬁs. In the éfuay cénducﬁed by Hong and HQng_(l99if, thé
 researchers presenfed a series ofvvignettes_(adapted from Boehmn, 1964,
and‘Giovanni'& Becerra, 1979).depicting parental conduct that may or may
not be COnsidéred abusive to Chineée, Hispaﬁid;_and white'students._ Thé;
’ respondents Qere asked tovassess‘how severe they judged these behavibrs
to. be. They»found.that fhe Chinese studentS';énded t§ judge‘paiental
. conduct less ha:shly, gfant;greate:;latitude to parents in making
decisions 6n how one should rearvtheir children, and tended to recommend
agency intervention less frequehtly than HiSpanics'and whites. The
- Chinesébwefe also more“likely'to_USe physicai fque as part of their
chiid reafiné P?aC#iCé3}‘ | |

"Similarly,.Buriel et alf (19§i)vpresented vigﬁettes measuring
disciplinary pra¢tices and'atfitudes toward child ﬁéiﬁréatmént ﬁo‘
‘mothers Qho were born in Mexi¢o and the,Uhitéa States,-although all:oflt
the mothers were of Mexican descént; They‘fdundithat ﬁothérs bqrn iﬁ
' Mexico were more likely,tovuse discipliﬁary.piaCtices of spanking and

verbal reasoning than sdoldihg énd nd V.. However,_both groups .
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vpreferred_tovusé“festrictiné‘teleVision viewing or not élloﬁiﬁg a child
'to'play With‘a friend as.disciplinary practicés rather than. spanking,
sdoiding; and verbal reaséniﬁg; 'Théyvf0und no‘differen¢es in attitudes
toward child maltreatmeng'among tﬁé‘two>groups; 
'Curfént Studyil

The current“study‘aims'té inveéﬁigate thé similarities and
diffefehces éf Cﬁild rearihg experienées and Viewé fochild abuse‘iﬁ two
cultu;ally distihct countfiés; the‘Unitedlstates and T&iﬁan, Republié of
China. 'Tﬁe.fbllowihg étudy is a'replication'énd‘e2£ehsion of the
~studies cbndudtéd by Hong éﬁd HQng (l99i);andeuriel etbal. (1991).
, Note ﬁhat, whilé inéiuding différent ethnic‘groﬁps; the studies by Hong
"aﬁd'Hong (1991) and Buriel et al. (1991) were all‘cohduéted‘iﬂ the
'Unitéd States.v‘These reéearchers éﬁggested»that diffefénce$ ingviews:of
maltreafment among ethﬁic>érQQésﬂmigﬁt ﬁave'been due to different
éultu;al and.féﬁily'Valués, alﬁhough‘thesenvalues wete notvémpirically
 ésse§$¢d, | |

The‘pufpose of:fheicurrent,study‘was to evaluate siﬁilar attitudes
‘régarding child méltréatﬁeﬁt bﬁﬁ cféss—Cultﬁrally.  in‘addition, child»
reérihg éxpériences wéré‘assesséd. _While differenceé in views Qf
maltreatmént méy be due to,dulturélbdifferehces( thésé aifferences_are‘
likely to be:exprésséd in‘child reaiing praCtiqe$-

LSeVenteen,brief Qignettes“were'used‘to‘meaéﬁre YOung,aduits‘
~attitudes towa#d child ﬁaltreétment. As pfeviqﬁsly noﬁed, these
;hypothefiéal vignettgs wefe:aaopfed from the étudiésiof Buriel et al.

(1991) and Hong and Hong (1991) ahd_describe parent-child interactions



that could be interprétéd as.hérmless éf harmful to the chiid. The
current questionnaire Wés constructed by compiling.these sevehteen
vignettés and by including'an,addiﬁional-multiple choice‘item for each
‘Vignette, such‘as: "the family meﬁbersvshould meet and discuss what
needs to be done‘about‘ﬁhe issue." Theée items were designed to‘assess
the respondents' judémen£ abéut,tﬁe‘seriousness §r ébusiveness‘of the
interaction and their feeiing ofrthe need for séekihg outsidé
intervention;

Iﬁ addition to.rating these viénettgs,'subjects were asked to
‘report on their child rearihg experiences. The éubjecté' child rearing
experiences were measured by;tﬁe éarent4child ReiationshipvQﬁeétiohnaire
" (Hower & Edwards, 1979), modified and renamed fof this study as the
blPafent/CaregiVér—Child Relatidnship QuestiOnnaire.. This scale hés_40
items cbnsistihg of 8 subscales which include: psychological control,
psychological autonoﬁy, firm contrél,ilax control, acceptance,
»rejéction, power assertidn,'and induction.“The gurrent questionnaiie was
adapted té include subjeéts‘ pe#eeptions of their maternal and paternaiv‘
caretakers child rearing practices separately.

It this study, four hypothéSes weie'advanced; ll)vYoung adﬁlté in
vthe Uﬁited States and Téiwan would'différ significantly in their ratings
of the abusiveness of most vignettes. 2) Young adults in the United
Statesquuld bersignificantly‘méfe likely to fe;ommend outside
intervention'when the vignettés were rated as serioUsly,aBusive-(G or:7j
than wéuldvyoﬁng adﬁlts‘in Taiwan. 3) Yéung‘adﬁlts in thé United States

and Taiwan would differ‘qn'the dimensions of psychological autonomy,
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firm coht;ol, lax éontrol,:poWer:assertibn,.and'induction with regard to
 the parenf/caregiver—childbfelationéhipé.* 4) ¥oung adults in faiwan and
théAﬁnitéd States would:show no diffe£ences in their views of the
parént/caregiver—child‘félatiohship on the_dimeﬁéions of psycho;ogi;alv

control,. acceptance, and rejection.

METHoﬁ .
Design

A‘single—factqr,.gqési—exper;mental,‘?wofgfoup multivariate design
was used tojﬁest the'hypotﬁeses.' Thé quési—independent'variable was
country of residence with two iévels;, The subjécts werebassigned into -
Qne,of thé two levels (Taiwan ot'the‘Uﬁited.étates),'based on their
residencebéna,naﬁionality.f The study ;ncluded fdur sets of‘dependent
}variables: 1) level'of abusiVehessbréfings tbncernihg,child maltreatment
én the‘seventéen'hy?ﬁthetical vignettés depicting pafent;child
interactions, 2f,reCGmmendationg fortoutSide intervention for each
vignétte, 3)‘scores‘regérding‘perceptions of maternél'child reariﬁg
éxpe:ienées on the dimeﬁsions of: psyéhologica;'control,ipsychological
autbﬁomy, firm éontrol,‘laxvdonffol, adcepfanée,.rejeétién; péwer
assertion, a#d iﬁdﬁctioﬁ, aﬂdv4)‘a‘siﬁilar,set bfbscqres regarding
percéptions of patefﬁal‘child ﬁeéfing experien¢e$ on>£hevsaﬁe eight
diﬁenéioﬁs. | | | |
Subjectg

The subjects included 192 students from Célifbrnia>5tate Univefsity

‘at San Bernardino (hereafter the Uhited States group) and 200 students
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from.National Chengchi University in Taibei,‘Taiwan (hereafter the
Taiwan group) . All subjects were recruited‘for this study on a
voluntary‘basis.‘ Among the United States group,‘158 of the.192 eubjects
were females (82.3%)‘and 34 of the‘192 subjects‘wete'ﬁales (17.7%); The
mean age of the United States subjects was 27 years and 4 months. The
mean number of yeare of education completed by the United Stetes
subjects was 15.24 years. The disttibutioh‘of ethnicity of the United
States subjecte were as followe: 57.9% Caucasians, 21.9% Hispanic, 6.8%
Afiicaanmerican, 1.9% Native AmeriCan(.ahd'5.2%icategorized themselves
as "other". The marital status of thisiUnited States group coneisted of
the foilowing: 62.5% were single,_29.2% were married, 6.é% were |
divorced, and 1.0% were sebarated.

The Taiwan group consisted of 201 Chinese students. Among the
Taiwan group, 122 out of 210 were males (60;7%) and 79 out of 201 were
“females (39.3%). The_mean»age of‘the Taiwan subjects'was 20 years; The
mean number of years of education:completed by the Taiwan subjects was
12.66 years.v All‘cf the Taiwen subjects wefe of‘Asian ethnicity, more
specifically,ichinesef All of the Taiwan subjects‘tested in. this study
were'single.> | | |
Materials

Aveelf;administered Questionnaire:fcrmat,was used to‘gather
information for this study. The>questicnnaire consisted of.twc_Likert—

scored assessment scales and a demographics sheet.
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Thé deﬁogréphic_sheet.included questions cbﬁCerniﬁg the subject{s ,
'>Socioédonomic status,'éthniéity,vgender, age, marital s#atué, edUCétion,,
plaée of birth,vahdvéurreﬁt:;esidénce (Appepgix a). |

f The rest‘of‘thé'qﬁgstionnaire wa$.¢6mpoéed of,twa self—assessment
measures. fhe éarent—Child infe;actioﬁbQueéfionnéire (adopte@ from
Bﬁﬁiél et al., 1991‘andAHéng‘&‘ﬁéﬁg, 1§§1)'consists of seVenteén‘
‘ Vigﬁettés depiéting parental:copd#ct ﬁhich were used to assess the
reé?on&éht’s perception‘éf.;ituations whiqh‘ﬁightAor might.nOt be
- considered abﬁsivebdr ﬁegligent kAppendix B).  The respondéhfs wéré
asked to evéiuaté eaéh case on a seveh;point séa1e,’Whiéh:ranged'from
" indiéatihg no abﬁse/neglect énd f7;.'indi¢ating very serious
abﬁ;e/neglect.  In.the Current.study we alsovasked'the respondents to
choose amOhg four alternative coutses'ofvaétion for éadh vignette, with
"A" indicating néthingahéeds ﬁo be done aboﬁtvthis éituation,_"ﬁ"
iﬁdicatiﬁg the family should meet and diédliss wﬁat needs to be done
about the issue, "en indidating that the fémilyvshoqld be encbﬁ#aged to
vseek profeSsiéﬁal hélb, and "ﬁ" indicating that‘é childiéroteétive
‘agency shoﬁlavbe ﬁotified to.iévestigate and1ﬁélp'fhe fémily.

- On the second self—asséssmént questi&nnéire, fhe sgbjécts;.chiid
reariﬁg.exéeriencés were méaéured by the’Parent/Cafegivé;fChild'
V‘Relatiénship Questionnairé;v_The.qﬁestidnnaire‘aSSesséd child rearing
eXperiences‘uSing a‘modified‘veréion oflﬁhé Parent—Child Relationéhip’
Quéstionnéire origiﬁaily‘developedibyiHoﬁerband‘Edwards (1978);“This‘
1scal¢ consists of SQ igems_(40 for féméle,caregivers and 40 forimalé

carégivers) whiéh‘yields 8 subscales including:"psychologiCal control,
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psychological autonomy, fitm contféi,ilax control, acceptanCe,
rejection, power‘éssextion, and induetion. The respondents were asked
to evaluate esch'statement on a five—point;scale;‘with "i"-indicating
never true of m& primaty caretaker.(e.g., mother and/or'female guatdian,
tather and/or male guerdian) and "5" ingieating very often true of'my
primary caretaker (Appendix‘C).:,All questionnaires used in this study
' were translated‘into Chinese by avnatine Chinese—speaker who also spoke
English fluently,“for the subjects in Téiwan.
f:ogednge

An’annonncement'was made during class»in ptimarily undergraduate
Psychology eourses at California State University, San Bernardino, and
at National Cnengchi University in‘Taipei, Taiwan; requesting volunteers
touparticipate in a‘psychology‘research project. Volunteers were told
thst all ansWets are confidential, and only gronp data will be reported.
Aftet signing the intorﬁed consent‘sheet (see Appendix D), the
.volunteers.were-given a questiennaire packet consisting of a
demographics sheet;vseventeen,hypothetical vignettes of parent-child
interactionsg and eighty;statements‘desdribing parentai child-rearing
practices. = The subjects Wete asked to answer each item as truthfully as
possible. The volnnteers were treated_aecording to theiEthical |
Guidelines fer Psychologists (APA, i992)»at‘all times.‘»Subjects were
allowed to cempiete the questiennaire dnring class time at the
instructor's,discretion;'theY‘were also allowed to take the-
questionnaire home andvturn”them-in at a later time. After completion;

the subjects‘were given,a’debriefing statement (Appendix E and Appendix
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F) infofﬁiﬁg'them as té ihe pUrpose'of the étudy. ’The debriefing
statement also iﬁcluded information éboﬁt counseling, in the éven£vthat
completing the questionnaire‘Opened‘unfesolved feelings. 1In addition, 
information qbncerning how to obtain a quy ofithe results Qaé.given.i
Extra gredit slips were givenvto each leuhﬁeeriuan completién as a
"thank:you"‘for his or her parﬁicipatioﬁ. |
‘Scoring and Analyéeg  : ‘

The portion of the‘quéétionﬁaire which contained the déﬁog;apbics
- was used to identify the tﬁo groups (Taiwan Versﬁs United Sﬁates) fori
'analysis. Thése who repprted pléce éf'ﬁirth and current ;esidence as
TaiWanVWere,piaced in'onéigrdﬁp, éhd thoge who repérted plaée of birth
and current residence as the United Statés were placed in the other
group. . Those reporfing‘place_of birth and residence otherithan the
above were not used in the study. |

The respondenﬁs'evaluatéd‘each of the seventeen,vignettés, on a
seven—pointiscale, with "1™ indicating no abuse/neglecﬁ'and»"7"
indicating very seriou$>abuse/neglect. Thus, eacﬁ vignette -had a score
range of 1 to 7. in addition; the respondenﬁs were asked to.cﬁqose
among four éltérnative courses of action for each vignette, With_ﬁA"
indiéating néthing ﬁeeds to be done ébouf this sitﬁation,'JE"‘indicating
"'the;familyrsﬁould méet and diéguss what‘néeds to be done abéut the
issue, -"C" indicating the family should be encouraged to seek
‘professionalvhelp; énd AD" indicatiﬁg that the Child_protective agency
‘should be notifiedrté investigafe and héip the family. .The‘four obtionsb

A to D were recorded as 1 to 4 for analyses.
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Each item on theiParent/Carequei—Child Relatidhship‘Questionnaire
has a score range of 1 to 5. Each of the eight dimehsiohs
(psychelogical control, psyéhblogicai éutqnomy, firm control, lax
égntrol, aceeptancé,:rejection, peﬁer assertientand ihduction) consists
of five items and has a minimum and‘meximum possible. score of 5 ande25,
respectively;-:Items‘21'and'27 are‘feﬁetse scdted;i

.Studeht'svtetest>and'Peérsdn'chi square {(y2) tests were used to
test.the proposed hypotheses. :A.pﬁobability of p = .05 was adopted for

concluding statistical significance for this study.

RESULTS

The results of the study are summarized as follows:

The first hypothesis stated that young adults in the  United States

and in Taiwan would differ significantly in their ratings of abusiveness
 for most of the vignettes. Seventeen t-tests for indepehdent samples
were cenducted té_assess}betwéen‘group differehees on perceptions of
parent—child interaction which may or may not be'considered'child
maltreatment. The datavshpws that there arevsignificaht differehces in
,pefceptions'of child abﬁSe ahd neglect-between the United»States
suhjectsband Taiwan subjeets. As shewn in Table 1, the everaii‘pattern
appeats to be‘that the United States subjects jnged the vignettes.of
parental cohduct»of>children to'be signifieantly more ahusive than

Taiwan subjects. Speeifically, United States subjects'iated the
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following fourteen of the seventeen vignettes as éignificantly mére
ébusi&e fhan Sﬁbjects in Taiwan: 1y ﬁéhcourage to steai"'t (384) =
3.01( p <. .01, ‘2) "beating and‘brandipg for stealing" t (384) = 8.27,
p < .01, 3) fgirl dressed as a boy“‘t (384) = 4.44, p <‘.01,.

4) "left alone by pafents" t (384) = 5.15, ? < ;01,: |

6) "sleeping in parents' room" t (384) =5.21, p < .Oi,

7) "using drugs" t (384) = 12.03, p < .01, 8) "beating for not aoing

: homewofk"‘t (384) = 11.41, p < .bl, 105‘"sleeping with lonely mother" t
(384) = 4.93, p < .01, 11) "sleeping in parents' bed" t (384) _ 3.93, p
< .01, 12) "scratched to make feel better" t (384) = 14.48, p < .01,

13) “pulling arm and diéloéating shouldei" t (384) = 3.56, p < .01,

14) "spénking throws child against wall"™ t (384) = 2.90,lp =.01(’

15) "place hand on hotvburner" t (384) = 5.27, p < f01,

16)'"name—calling for incorrect‘homework" t (384) = 2.52, p % .01.
The‘United Statéé subjects tendéd to rétefthe vignetteé from

"moderate abuse and neglect* to "very severe_abusé and neglect™ (3.59 to

6.94)? while Taiwan subjects tend to rate the vignettes from "no aEuse

or negléct" to “very séverelébuse'and negléct" (2;36 to 6;62).
‘The'vignettes‘where the differenées were réported to be the

greatest between the two group Wére the folléﬁing vignettes: "using

. drugs™ and “béa#ing for not doing homework." The-ﬁnited Stateé subjects

ratedv"using drugs" as "sevefe abuée" (M:6.02) and-tﬁe Taiwan subjects

rated this aér“mode:ate abuse" (M=4.32). The United States subjects

rated "beating fof_not doing homework" as' "very éevere abuse"'(M=6.54)

and the Taiwan subjects rated this as "moderate abuse" (M=5.02) .
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Table 1

‘Between Group Differences in the Ratings of the Abusiveness of

Parent-Child Interactions Questionnaire

’.Nationality

United States
N

= 185

Taiwan
N = 201

Degree ‘of

Degree of

SD=1.90

22

SD=1.65

Vignette » Abuse/Neglect' Abuse/Neglect t vélue
01 Encourage to steal M=5.61 M=5.14 £(384)=3.01 *
' SD=1.32 " SD=1.65
02 Beating and branding M=6.84 M=6.11 t(384)=8.27 *
: 'SD=.46 . SD=1.12
03 Girl dressed as boy M=5.71 M=5.08 - t(384)=4.44 *.
, . 8Dh=1.12 SD=1.58
04 Left alone by parents M=5.58 M=4.84 t(384)=5.15 *
8D=1.33 SD=1.47
05 Ignore rashes and sores M=5.31 M=5.48 t(384)=1.27
: ’ SD=1.31 - 8b=1.32
06 Sleeping in parents' room M=4.47 M=3.59 t(384)=5.21 *
: SD=1.62 SD=1.71
07 Using drugs M=6.02 ‘ M=4.32 - t(384)=12.03 *
' s SD=1.22 SD=1.52
OS‘Béating for not doing =6.54 M=5.02 £(384)=11.41 *
homework ' SD=.88 - SD=1.60 "
09 Refuse to take to counselor =4,35. M=4.55 t(384)=1.31
' ' SD=1.52 SD=1.48 '
10 Sleeping with lonely mother M=3.88 C M=2.92 t(384)=4.93 *
: ' ' SD=2.01 - Sb=1.84
‘11 Sleeping in parents' bed M=3.59 - M=2.89 £(384)=3.93 *
8D=1.87 SD=1.63 :
12 Scratched to make feel M=4.98 M=2.36 t(384)=14.48 *
better : '


http:t(384)=14.48
http:t(384)=3.93
http:t(384)=4.93
http:t(384)=1.31
http:t(384)=11.41
http:t(384)=12.03
http:384)=5.21
http:384)=1.27
http:t(384)=5.15
http:384)=4.44
http:t(384)=3.01
http:SD=1,.22

13 Pulling arm and dislocating M=4.89 M=4.28 = t(384)=3.56 *

shoulder . : o SD=1.73 . SD=1.63

14 Spanking throws against' M=5.44 M=4.98 £(384)=2.90 ~*

~wall o - - SD=1.49 SD=1.60
15 Place hand,on‘hOt.burnér >=6.94 ' o ‘M=6.62 o t(384)=5.27*
: SD=.31 SD=.77 S

16 Name-calling for incorrect =5.84 . M=5.53 ; t(384)=2.52 *
homework - sD=1.08 ’ SD=1.32

17 Hugging, touching breast M=6.43 . M=6.45 t(384)=.22
o T SD=.89 - SD=.95

*p < .017

‘Amoné the.séventeenbvignettes, thrée were rated as equally abusive
by the subjects in‘Taiwaﬁ and inmthe United’Staﬁes; These were the two
. vignettes éoncefning parents blatantly ignd;ing their children's ﬁental
'and‘physical«healthf‘vigﬁetté_number five "ignore rashes and séfes" and .
'vignette‘numger niﬁé;"féfﬁse to také to cduqsélbr;“‘and vignet#e number

se?enteen "hugging; touching breast.f

'As'mehtioned eafliérvin the results section, overgll, the United
States,subjects viewed the &igpettes»as;significantly more‘abusive than
Taiwan subjects. Howeyér, there were several vigneﬁtes that were Viewed
most‘ﬁhfaﬁorably‘bQ bothvgroups;and there were several behavioré that
gvoked thé leasﬁlconcérn‘by-botﬁ gfpups,‘vFor eXample,'botthnited
States aﬁd TaiWah subjeéts Vieﬁéd vignéﬁte“puﬁber two - “bééting and .
:brénding er‘étealihg" as‘thé_mqst‘seriéus fofm of child maltreatménf,
Ofbleastvcdncernvfor.both groﬁps were-vignetteé six, ten,,ahd_eleven
- uncommon sleeping arfangemepts.i In'adﬂition; théseSth;ee Qignettes_
'had the greatest variance within each of ﬁheftwo §£§ﬁps‘ohvthe degree to

which the Vignettes'may or may not have_been»pérceiVed as abusive. Both
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" Taiwan and United Statesisubjects ébpeéred tgxdisagrée én the extent or
the degree.ts'which these vigﬁettes‘Wefé:péﬁceiVed as ha#mful>£o‘
childreﬁ,  The‘standard deviations We;e‘aévfolloWs: ﬁsleeping With
‘lOnely mother" (United States: SD$2.01, Taiwanﬁ sD=1.84), “sleeping in‘
parents' bed" (United States: SD=1.§7, Taiwan:’SD;i.63),‘and "sleeping
in pérents' fooﬁ">(Unitéd Stétesﬁ éD=i.62, Taiwén: SD=1,71)., |
iGroup:difﬁéregceé Onvrgcoﬁméndationgffor outside intervention

7 The éeéond hypéthesis!stated that sgbﬁects in the>United Stétes would
be significantly more likely to recommend outside inter&ention when fhe
vignettésﬂﬁere-rafed éé Seriéule abﬁsiVé (6 or 7) than would subjects’
in Taiwan.x Chi4square téstswwere used to evalﬁate thié_hypothesis. The
peicentage of éubjects who said that they woula‘contact external sources
for intervention‘(i.e.,:"the family shquld be encouraged to seek
professional help" or Athe child,protectivé agenqy shouid'be notified to
investigaté‘and help the family#) when.ﬁhé &ignette was perqeived as
serve abuse or véry severe abuse (6 or7) was,computed. Tablé 2-sh§ws‘
these results. As can be-séen from Table 2, the results of the Chi-
square‘test indicate that differences in seeking 6ﬁtside intervéntion
5etween United States and Taiwan Subjecté were observed for 5 ofvthe 17
ivignettes: "beating ahd'bfanding"'(Taiwaﬁ, 90.3%; ﬁniteabététesi 95.4%;
X2(1);11f32, p<.01)h'"left alohe by.pareﬁtsﬁ‘(Taiwan, 60%:'ﬁnited

‘ States;192.8%: x2(1)=2é;97, p<.01), “Slééping'in‘pérgntsf,room"_(Taiwan,‘
6132%; United States, 86.2%; x2(l)=7f20,vp<.01), ﬁpulliﬁg arm aﬁa *
‘dislocafiﬁg ;hOulder“ (Taiwah; 79.6%; United S3tates, §5L2%;jx2(1)=7.90;

p<.01), and "spénkiﬁg*thers against wall" (Taiwan, 80.7%; United
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States, 98.2%; x2(i)ﬁi7.93,,p<.01),. In general; the United States
Subjedﬁs Qéré mgre likel? ﬁhén Taiﬁan subjects to séek outside
'infervéntibh whén‘the vignette was rated asfabusivé,(6‘0r7).

The vigpe£te Which:ShéWedvthe greatestvdifferéncé between the two
' §roﬁps on the pefcentage who recommendéd outside intervention, was the
‘vignette indicaiing “léft alone by pareﬁts".

Itvwas noteworthy that of.the three vignettes which addressed
unéémmon sleeping arrangemeﬁts, no difference was found between two of
“the’vighettesE,"sleeping in pareﬁ£sf.bed" and “sleeping with lonely
mother;" ‘A diffefencé befween TaiWan’and thé_ﬁﬁitéd States gfoﬁpsvwas
found ohly»in one vignette "sleepingvin parents” rbom" (vignette six),
in which the parents sometimes‘make a lot §f noise.

i.Thé vignettes ﬁpuiliné érm éhdidislocating shoulder™ aﬂd "Spanking
 throws against'wali,ﬁ both depicted’accidental and‘unintentignal acts
which resulted iﬁ physical\abﬁseuto thé,child., As mentioned earlier, -
the Uﬁited States subjects were moreilikéif to redommend oﬁtside
interventi@n for this form of'abuse than Taiwan subjects. HoweVer(
there was no difference befweeg the. two groups when the resulting‘
physical abuse was intended, that ié, "o teach a lesson,"” as in
Vighetfe‘two,.“beating and,brahdipg". the»that both_recommended

outéide intervention very highly, 98% and 90%.
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" Table 2

Recommend Outside Intervehtioﬁ When Vignettes Were Rated Seriously

Abusive on the Parent-Child Interactions Questionnaire

in some cells
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Nationality

Vignette United States Taiwan %2

0l Encourage to éteal ‘97.5%(1l7a/120b) 93.4% (85/91) 2.12

02 Beating and branding 1 98.4% (187/190) 90.3% (140/155) 11.32%*

03 Girl dressed as boy 100.0% (117/117) 92.1% (82/89) N/A

04 Left alone by parents 92.8% (103/111)  60.0% . (43/70) - 28.97%

05 Ignore rashes and sores ~95.7% (90/94) 92.5% ‘(98/106) .96

06 Sleeping in parents' room 86.2% (50/58) 61.3% (19/31) 7.20%*

07 Using drugs 99.3% (141/142) 95.7% (45/47) N/A

08 Beating for not doing 99.4%'(172/173) 96.7% (89/92) ' 2.91
homework : '

09 Refuse to take to © 96.2% (46/52) 96.4% (54/56) .01
counselor

10 Sleeping w/lonely mother 90.6% ~(48/53) 92.0% . (23/25) .04

11 Sleeping in parents' bed 88.6% (31/35) 100.0% (16/16) N/A

12 Scratched to make feel 100.0% (96/96) 76.9% (10/13) 22.78
better

13 Pulling arm and 95.2% (79/83) 79.6% (39/49) 7.90%*
dislocating shoulder ‘

.+ 14 Spanking throws against 98.2%‘(112/114) 80.7% (71/88) 17.98*"°

wall ' ,

15 Placing hand on burner 100.0% (191/191) - 98.9% (181/183) N/A

16 Name calling for 100.0% (130/130)  95.4% (104/109) N/A
incorrect homework - ' : '

17 Hugging, touching breast 98.8% (167/169) - 97.2% (172/177) 1.18

*p.< .01 ‘

qpumber number of subjects recommended outside intervention

bhumber , number of subjects who perceived a partlcular vignette as

severe or very serve abuse/neglect
N/A ¥2-test was not performed, due to small number of sub]ects



Grouvaifferencesvin child—;earing ezperienéeg

The third hypothesis which stated that young adults in the Uniﬁed.
states‘aﬁd faiwaniwould differ on the parénting dimensions of
psychological autonomy, firm control, lax cont;ol/ power assertion, and
induction wés suppotted. As Swan in Tabié'B,‘t—tests comparing
students from the'United States and from Taiwan indicafed ﬁhaf their
experiences of parehtalvchild—reérihg bractidés-differed on the
dimensions of: psychological autonomy (mothers: t(348)=5;76, p<.01;
.faﬁhers: t(317)=5;79, p<.01), firm control (mofhérs: t(348)v= 7.37,
p<.01, fathefs:t(317)=4.é4, p<.01),v1ax control (mothers:tk348)=11.65,
p<.01 fathersét(317)#11.43,.p<;01), power assertidﬁ
(mothers:t (348)=10.30, p<.01, fathers:t(‘§17)=7_;6'0; p<.01), and induction
(mothers: t(348)=2.17, p<.05, fathers: t(317)=3.31, p=.01). The
differences between United States and Taiwan subjects in responses on
dimensions of parental éhild—rearing behaviofs were evident fbrkboth
maternal and paternal behavio#s. The detailed results are giveh as
follows:

Taiwan subjects perceived both of their parental child care

providers as exhibiting more psychological autonqmy thaﬁ the United
» Sﬁates‘subjecté. Taiwan subjects.rated the dimensions of psychological
autonomy as "éfteh" kfatheré:vM=18.69, mothers; M;18.27) while United
States subjects rated it “sémétimes"‘(fathers: M=16.08, mothers:

M=15.85) .
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http:t(317)=3.31
http:t(348)=2.17
http:fathers:t(317)=7.60
http:mothers:t(348)=10.30
http:fathers:t(317)=11.43
http:mothers:t(348)=11.65
http:fathers:t(317)=4.24
http:t(317)=5.79
http:t(348)=5.76

Table 3

Mean Scores and‘Standard Deviations of United States and Taiwan '

Subjects on the Eight Dimensions of Parental Childrearing Practices
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Nationality
Childrearing Attitudes Gender Uﬁited States Taiwan t-value
Péychological Autonomy Mother - M=15.85 M=18.27 t(348)=5.76 **
' . . - 5D=4.38 SD=3.47 '
Father M=16.08 M=18.69  t(317)=5.79 **
SD=4.15 SD=3.87
Firm Control Mother - M=17.77 M=14.99 £ (348)=7.37 **
SD=3.79 SD=3.26 e
Father M=17.66 M=15.74 t(317)=4.24 **
SD=4.33 SD=3.75
LaxIControl Mothef M=13.41 M=17.94 t(348)=11.65*%
‘ SD=3.97 SD=3.30
- Father M=12.74 M=17.59 t(317)=11.43**
SD=4.13 SD=3.45
_ Induction Mother ‘M=16.14 M=17.13 - t(348)=2.17 *
: e SD=4.97 sD=3.44
~ Father M=14.80 ‘M=16.47 - t(317)=3.31 **
SD=5.06 SD=3.94
Power Assertion Mother M=11.86  M=7.72  t(348)=10.30%*
: a , - SD=4.76 SD=2.52 :
Father - M=11.93 M=8.35 t(317)=7.60 **
: SD=4.88 'SD=3.52
Psychological Control  Mother M=13.49 = M=11.76 = t(348)=4.27 **
‘ ' ’ : SD=4.45 - 8D=3.10 ' ‘
Father M=12.23 M=11.55 . t(317)=1.59
SD=4.38 SD=3.27
Acceptance Mother M=16,99 . M=16.33 £ (348)=1.39
' SD=5.29 SD=3.61 o
Father - M=15.05 M=15.02 t(317)= .06
SD=5.08 SD=3.71 o ' :
Rejection Mother “M=10.23 ~ M=10.13 t(348)=}24
) SD=4.96 SD=3.38 )
Father M=10.28 M=10.13 t(317)=.32
SD=5.04 SD=3.41 -
*p < .05
**p-< L 01
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http:t(348)=4.27
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Subjects‘in’Taiwah»perceived both of their ﬁarental»child caré
provide;s as éxhibitihg,more lax cOntroi‘than the United States
‘subjects. Taiwan'subjecﬁs‘perceived rated the dimension ofvlax control
as "often" (mothers: M¥17.94,»fathers: M=17.59) whilé Unitedvstates
subjects rated it'aé "sometimgs" (mOthersiM#13.41, fathers: M=12.74f;
The dimension vaiax control waé found tg havéithe‘greatest between-
grdup difference.

- Subjects in Taiwaﬁ perceived,both of théir parentai child care
providers'aé eXhibitiﬁg moré,induétidn‘than thosevin the Unitea States.
Taiwan subjects_rateabinduétion:as a highl"éometimés" (mothers: M=17.13;
fathers: M=1é.47)’wﬁiié'ﬁnited Sfafes sﬁbﬁects rated it as a low
"sometimes" (mothers M;16.14, fatheré& M=14.8053‘ MOreover,‘of‘the five
significantly different parén£a1 conduct dimensions, United Stateé
subjects had the greatest degree of vaiiahée on this dimension of
induction (mothers: SD=4.97, fathe;é: SD=5.06) .

~Subjécts in the United Stateé perceived both of their parental child
care providers as exhibiting more.firm control than Taiwan subjects.
United'States.éubjects rated firm éontrol as ﬁoften* (mothers: M=17.77,
fathers:'M=17;66) while'Taiwan'subjects rated it as "sometimes" (mothers
M=14.99, fathers: M=15.74).

‘Subjects invthevUnifed‘Statesiperceived.their parental child care
5 " -

_provide?s,as:exhibitihg more power éssertion‘than Taiwap‘subjects,
United'States‘subjects rated power aésertion"as a'high "only once in a
‘while" (mothers: M?11.86;,fathers: M=;1.935 While Taiwan subjects rated

it as a low "only once in a while" (mothers M=7.72; fathers M=8.35).
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:The fOufth‘hypbthesis stated that United States and Taiwan subjects
would not diffef in their'perceptions.of théir‘parental child.care
providers' behaviors on the dimensioné of ﬁsychoiogical cont;ol,’
accebtance, and rejectioh; The results.indiéated that subjécté in
Taiwan and the United States did not report any differences on chiid—
rearing éerceptions on»the dimensions of acceptance and rejection for
both méternal and paternal‘child care providers, providing support for
the fourth hypothesis. However, it was found that female éaregi&érs in
the United Stafes.and in'Téiwan dididiffer significantly 6n the
dimeh_si:c‘)n of.‘psy'chcldgi;é_l _control (t(384)=4.27; p < .01), thus
partially disconfirming thevfourth hypothesis. The United States
“'subjects perceiﬁed their maﬁefnél child—rearing patterns of
vpsYchéngiéal control as.béiﬂg exhibited té a greafer extent than Taiwan
éugjeéts'; they rated péychélogical control as occurring "sometimes"
(M;13.4§) while Taiwan’éﬁbjects ratéd it as "only oncé in‘a whilé“
(M=11.§6)f Thére was no:différenCe'5etween'fathéré ih the United States
and Taiwaﬁ én_this diméﬁgion‘of péychologiCalicontrol.

» VOn theveight dimensiéns‘of chilarearing practices;‘the'United
States subjeéts gave thé hidhest rating'to_the_aimehsioh of firm control
(ﬁothers:vM=l7.77, féthers; M%17;665{ For thé Tai&an subjeéts,'the
pareﬁﬁai céﬁduct»dimensions which were giveﬁ thé highésf ratiﬁg were
psychélﬁgical autongmy-(mbthers:zM = 18.27,. faﬁhefs#,ﬁ =»1é;69) and lax -
éont:ol‘(méthers:'M = 17.94; fathers: M = 17.59). Both the United

States and Taiwan subjects rated rejection as the lowest of the eight
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dimensions (United States mothers: M = 10.23; United States fathers: M =

110.28, Taiwan‘mothers: M = 10.13, Téiwan fathers: M = 10.13).

DISCUSSION

The pﬁrpose of the présent study was to exémine the similarities
and differences inlﬁiews of maltreétmeht and‘child—tearing experiences
of young adults in the United‘Statés and Taiwan.

The first hypothesis concerned subjects' perceptions of the degree
éf abusiveness:of parent—child interactions which might or might not be
construéd as harmful to thé child. The ?esults of this study confirmed
the‘predictiOn that United States éubjecté and Taiwan subjects would
differ in their §iews éf‘the abusiVeness of potentially harmfui parent-
child interactioné. Overall; United States subjects tended to rate .
parent-child interacfions for most of the vignéttes ih this study as
~more abusive than Taiwan subjecté. The results.weré consistent with
previous findings which suggested that Chinese students tended to judge
parental conduct less harshly thén Caucasian or Hispanic students {Hong
& Hong, 1991; Buriel, Mercado, Rodrigues, and Chayez, 1991).: The
results of the current study also support the findings that reports df
child maitreatment,iﬁ‘Aéia are lowér tﬁan in the United States (Sidel,
1972, StevensonL 1974, and Goode, 1971), because some béhaviors which‘
maybe viewed aé abuSive in the United States might not be considered
abusive in Aéia. ’F§rvexample, certain behaviors;vsuch as "sqratching
with spoqh‘té make feel>better“ are hot seen as abusive in Téiwan but

viewed as moderately abusive in the United States. The‘findings may
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reflect the fact thgt‘in Asian cﬁlturé} parents are afférdéd gréater
latitude in child-rearing behaviors. These results also suggest that
cﬁiid regfing practices and diéciplinéry“cuStoms_may:be relateq to
cultufaily‘sanction practices. Depending oﬁ the society and cultural
_context, parent-child behayiqrs have diﬁferent &alence'and are thus
evaiuéted differently. .The results of this study suggest that
establishing crgss¥cultural definitionsﬁof child ﬁaltreatment may be
more complicated than it appears.

Déspite the overall differenées in ratings, it is important to note
that some similarities between'the viewsvgf Unitéd'states and Taiwan
subjects are evident. For éxample, both the Unitedvstétes and Taiwan
subjects considered "beating'and branding"™, an inténtionai act which
left permaﬁent.physical disfigurement, as the most serious form of child
maltreatment.

Both the United Staﬁes and Taiwan subjects viewed "uncommon
sleeping arrangements" as the least concern. The fact that "uncommon
sleeping arrangements" were of the least concern may require further
assessment since it suggests;tﬁatiboth cﬁltures may be less willing to
be aware of the potential for sexual abuse. In éddition; tﬁe la¥ge
variance between members. of each'gfoup when evaluating this vignette
suggests that theré is great disagreement and diversity in attitudes
concerning parents' perceptions of children and their sleeping
arrangements.

‘The United States and Taiwan subjects did not differ in their

rating for vignettes "ignoring rashes and sores" and "refusing to take
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" to couﬁselqr." In these two cases, the pareﬁts‘committed an "omission("
that‘is, they blatantly:ignoredrfhéir children's mental and physical
“health. Acts of “omiéSiQn6 wére not judged differently by the Unifed
States subjects than Taiwan subjects. Both‘cultures‘may believe that
parents havé the “las£ word™" invmatgeyslconcerning their chilaren.

The agreement evident with‘régard to the "most" and "least" serious
forms of abuse ié encouraging and'suggests that there may be a few basic
cross—cultural fétandards“ regarding maltreatment; Unfortuhately, in

_'thié‘study,‘we did not‘addreés the potential impact of these
'interactions on iong—term adjﬁstment and therefore, do not knowkif'thosé
behaviors on which the groups differed actuélly have different impéct
depeﬁding on theirvperceived level éf abusiveness. It is possible that
differénces in views regaréiﬁg child maltreétmeﬁt across cultures may
haféidifferehtial impact on adjustment, an issue that should be
addreséed in futﬁre research.

Considering:our second:hypothesis, the“resulfs.of the current study
supported thé cléim tﬁat-Young adults in the Unitedvstates wpuld be more
likely to‘recommehd outside intervention‘when‘the vignettes are rated as
'seriousiy ébusive (6 or 7j'compare& to yéung adulté‘in Taiwan. This set
of results cénfirms the‘findings f;om‘previous litefature which suggests
that Asians differ in fheir‘attiﬁudes toward reporting. As Hongjandi.

' 'Hong (1991) aﬁd Sue and:Sue_(1990) sﬁggeéted;'Asiéns are more inclined
“to kéep_personal issues within the’féﬁily énd are léés likely‘to‘use
outsidé intervention or services.: For Asians,Lit méy bé that admitting

familial problems is veryvshamefui and thus deters reporting. It is
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also poésible that fbr'Asigns;vthe méintenance of the family takes

' preqedence'over the nééds or wel1—being of the.individual, thus,

- contributing to éttitudes‘toward uﬁderreporting. As a resuit, inéidents
of child abuse in Asian éountries may be.underreported compa%ed to
incidents in the United,States'begause the cﬁltgre inhibits/diSapproves
of tékihg issues oufsidé the faﬁily. it is'éls@lnoteworthy that‘
autonomy was found torbé a highly valued dharactéfistic'ofvparental
conduct for the Asian culture, and this perspective is emulafed in their
tendency to resolve probléms Within_the family withqut involving‘outside
égencies. |

:Odr third hypothesis stéted fhat youﬁg adults in the United States
and Taiwan would differ on the dimensions of psychological:autOnomy,
firm chtrol, lax control, power assertidn, aﬁd induction; This
hypothesis was confirmed. This étudy-fbund tha£ Taiwan subjects gave

‘highef ratings ﬁhaannited States Subjects on ﬁhree of these five
diménsions for bdth materhal and‘éaternai'éhildcgre providers, that is
for £he dimensions éf psychological autonomy, lax control, and
induction. - On‘the dimehsions of firmAcontrol and pbwer assertion,
vUnited étates subjects gavebhigher ratings than Taiwan subjects to both

_ maternal and paterﬁal chiidcare providers.

-These findings from the current stﬁdy differ from ﬁhat might be
expected based'on‘the literature by Sue & Sue (1990) :

1) According fo.Sue and Sue (1990), the family unit ‘is maintainedv
at the expense of the individual. One;s idehtity is not seen apart from

the group but is defined within the family constellation. This suggests
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"that,the'United:States sﬁbjectS»WOUld’rate‘autonomy.higher,than TaiWan?
sﬁbjects;; However, qontiérybté this eXp§ctati§n, Wé‘fdund‘that“TéiWQn
subjects perceived their parénts“to‘exhibit‘parenting stYleéxwhiéh
ﬁrovided.Oppoﬁtunities fof fhe d¢velmeént of psychoiogicai autbnémyyto
aigreater‘extent than»Uhiﬁed_States.subjectskv The reason'féf‘thié
finding is‘uhclear éhd‘may be relétea to.the gender‘diétribution of
'subjeétsviﬁ that tﬁé majérify”of the Asian student population was
comprisedfof:ﬁale'subjeétsvbut the opbosite was true'fof the United‘

‘ Statesiétudegt‘populaﬁion}:'Zi'AbéQ:ding tg‘sue ahd'Sué (1990), Asian
communicatioﬁ flgwé veﬁtiéaily from those of highervpower/preétige té
thosé éf.loﬁer status wﬂq are expécfed to respondeith silence. The
 ‘results of the‘cuxrent study~suggest fhe opposite; We foundithat Taiwan’

subjects rated their parents higher on items such as: "allowed me to

hold by own point of‘view,"i"let me‘decide for myself what is right and
wrong," "would allow me to have secrets from him/her," and "encouraged
me to explore my'bwh ideas." ’They‘also gave higher ratings than the

United States subjgéts to their pafents use of induc;ive‘reasoning, as
'exempiified.by quesfionnaire items: "explained thé reason‘foﬁ rules" and
"explained why she,punishéd me."

Note‘thétrouf findingsvéonfirﬁ Lau'sv(1§91) suggéstion that énv
indiVidualistic orientation may.be more characteristic of Asian society
than hés been suggested_by,the prévious literatu;e, namély,.an
orientation‘of Asiép cultﬁfe toward a "family idéntity."v The results of
the current studyltogethef'Wiih‘tﬁése‘from Lau (1991) not only suggést a |

Shift in Asian identity, but it also suggest a shift in Western
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societiesvperceptions ofitheir‘own fémily dynamics. In other words,
Westérn‘familiosvmay have placed'more eméhasis»on "family identity":than
previouoly thought.

" On the dimension of poWer éssertion;‘a betﬁeen—group difference was:
found: United States subjects perceived their cﬂild’care providérs as
more likely to utilize power assertion than Taiwan éubjects. This R
finding differs in part from Hong and‘Hong's (1991)‘finaing which
suggests that in‘general,‘Chinese were more likely to ptilizé.thSical
’force for rearing their children, which might be conside?ed a form‘of
powét assertion. This finding;‘howéver,‘is consistent with the Taiwaﬁ
students' reports of gréater autonomy in their childhood. Once”égain,
gendér may be a;mediating'faotok and wiilbbe evaluated in future
analyses.. This finding, together.withvﬁrior results regarding less
autonomy, more firm control,‘and more power assértion among United
States subjects suggests that they either ﬁad parents who used more
authoritariah ?arenting'étyles or that their expectations along these.
dimensions differed from those of Taiwanvstudents.v These findings are
‘interésting and unexpected.and call for further evaluation; While
unexpected,'they are consistent with Lau}s (1991) work whichvsuégests
that the steféotypes.heid‘regaraing individuation/autoﬁomy versus family
orientation amoﬁg Chinese may not be accurate..

Hypothesis‘four predicted thatvnovoetween—group diffefencos_would
be observed on the dimeﬁsions of psychological control,. acceptance, and
rejection. This hypothesis was confirmed with an exception‘that Uﬁited.

,

States subjects' perceptions of their maternal child rearing experiences
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vwith regard to psychological qontrol’wefe different frombthat of Taiwan
>Subﬁécts'. |
in sumﬁary, the current study provides uséful information about the
‘similarities aﬁd differenﬁes between'Téiwan‘and Unitéd States subjects.
Overall, young adults in the_United States were more likely to rate
hypothetical vignétﬁes involving parent—chila interaqtions as more
abusive than Taiwan subjects. Despife the overall difference in
’ratings; both groups viewed permanent physicél‘disfigurement‘as the most
serious form of child maltreatment and "uncommon sleeping ar;angements"
as theileast serious form of child maltreatment. When the vignettes
were rated as seriously abusive, United States subjeéts were more likely
than Taiwan subjects to recommend outside intervention. - This study also
found that United States and Taiwan-subjects differ on child-rearing
experiences on the dimensions of autohomy, firm control,‘lax control,
induction, and power assértion. Taiwan subjects tend to experiencé
higher levels of psychological autonomy, lax control, and induction ﬁhan
United States subjects. In contrast, United States subjects tend to use
the dimension of firm control and power assertion to a greater extent
than Taiwan subjécts. There wés no difference between the two groups on
the parental‘conduct-dimensions of acceptance and rejection. These
findings are inte:esting and somewhat uneXxpected sinée Chinese famiiies
. : _ : Lo _ .

are often portrayed as more structured and ﬂierarchical‘than United
States families (seé Sue & Sue, 1990). 1In addition,‘of the eight
parental conduct dimensions, both groups perceived their parenté as

unlikely to use rejection as a parenting practice.
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It is.important tq note that the distribution of male and female
subjects inithe two groups is quite distinct. There is a greater number
éf males in thé Taiwan sample and a>greater number of‘females in the
United State$_sample. This gender‘differénce may be a possible
cpnfounding factor in that gender may mediate abuse perceptions apd
cﬁild rearing,experiénces. That is, parenting practices towards males
and females may differ. For example, parents may grant greater latitude
and autonomy tofmales than females. In addition, females may be more
sensitive to potenfial abuse than males. - Thgrefore} the resuits of the
current study shoula be interpreted With-caution} Additional studies
are needed in ordé; to”assess‘the impactvof gender on the perceptions éf
parenting practices aﬁd evaluétions of potentially qbusive interactions.

Investigation of this is currently underway.
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APPENDIX A
Demographics -
' Please answer the following quéstions about yourself as fully as

possible.

Gender: o e male . ’ ‘>v ‘feméle

‘Age: . A 3 . (years old)

‘Marital Status: - single
married
separated
divorced
widowed

‘Current Household Income:

Under $10,000
$10.001 to $20,000
$20.001 to $30,000
$30.001 to $40,000
$40.001 to $50,000
over $50,001

1111

‘Education: ‘ o Number of years of school completed
Ethnicity: . Asian (specify)"

African American

Caucasian

Hispanic or Latino
Native American
Other (specify)

Place of current residence (specify)

'Placé of Birth (specify country) -
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~ APPENDIX B

Parent-childvlnteraction Quéstidnnaire

Listed_below are éeventeeﬁ vignettes depiéﬁingbparental conduct
that might Qr‘might not be Viewed abusi&é ér negiigent ?arent/child“
interactiéns., First, you'reVasked to‘indicatevhow you would evaluate .
each Vignettéiby cirCling one. of the numbers which range frbm "1™ (no
abuse/negléct) to ™4™ (méaerate abuse/negléét) to mn (very serious

abuée/néglect)f The alternatiyés are as follows:

. Circle one number:

1 2 3. - .5 6 7
‘no abuse AT moderate o S very severe
~or neglect abuse/neglect ‘ - abuse/neglect

Theh,‘you're.askéd‘to indicdte which of the four alternative
courses of action you think should be taken for each vignette. The

alternatives are as follows:

(A) nothing needs to be done about this situation

(B,‘the family should meet and discués what needs to be done.ébout the
issue : : o , ‘

- (C) the family should be encouraged to seek professional heip

‘(D)‘the child protective agency should be notified to investigate and
~ help the family.
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"»clothlng They keep»te

jﬂ‘;;a boy 1nstead of a glrl

bl3 These parents have only one chlld a g1rl elght years old They
'f’keep her halr cut short 11ke a boy £-3 and frequently dress her 1n boy s

1ng the‘rvglrl that they really wanted to,have}f

| Circle one number: .

T2

‘ d‘4:'f?~ -“?s“v.,*,’;”sﬂvntg 'lt”ﬁ

‘no abuse S o moderate”cvj'_'“;f;“',‘_‘wfb'very severe. R

ggér_negléctfﬂhﬁ,QJT By fb:i'abu%é/ﬁeglectf:fif;;‘tg‘L,ds abuse/neglectq'f

ﬂ01rcle one letter lndlcatlng the actlon to be taken
(A) nothlng needs to be done about thlS 31tuatlon

"_(B)bthe famlly members should meet and dlscuss what needs to be donef
about the- 1ssue : SR :

(C)‘the famlly should be encouraged to seek profe551onal help

M”(D)fthe child protectlve agency should be notlfled to 1nvest1gate and
o i’help the famlly P & , ; R ,

vr,4;d These parents frequently leave thelr nlne—year—old boy at home by P
himself. The parents are away the whole day, comlng home late at. nlghtfbb
'dThe boy is asked to eat the food from the refrlgerator, warmlng it up if
he wants. He usually just eats 1t cold He goes to bed by hlmself

because hls parents w1ll not be back by hls bedtlme

Circle one'numberﬁf TR : T S
‘noabuse . . . moderate - . . ' = ‘. very severe .
or neglect: = o . _fabuse/neglectj; e vabuse/neglect

"Clrcle ‘one letter 1nd1cat1ng the actlon to be taken
(A)gnothlng needs to be done about thls 31tuatlon S

"(Bi-the famlly members should meet and dlscuss what needs to be done
: ‘about the 1ssue W PR :

(C)‘the famlly should be encouraged to seek profe551onal help

(D)‘the Chlld protectlve agency should be notlfled to 1nvestlgate and
help the famlly - : D =

a2



r5;' A ten-year—old boy'has dashes and sores on hls arms e Hls parents dqj;J‘
5 not seem to be concerned They 1gnore the teacher s adv1ce to take h1mr

31to a doctor, saylng that chlldren have such problems all the t1me and

_f_they'are not serlous

‘Circle one number:

.nrlf;g,ayjiz{yil;;;ﬁ

'SG{fffﬂ;;fi]?§f7f&‘f

very severe

;nofabusei ‘moderate. L
abuse/neglect_jyﬁ.“

.‘,'or;neglectfﬁ? ;ft;y5b35k*?fnh abuse/neglectlgvf

Clrcle one letter 1nd1cat1ng the actlon to be taken:

T(A) nothlng needs to be done about thls 51tuatlon

"d{(B) the family members should meet and dlscuss what needs to be done
about the 1ssue B EERR : o

‘e:famlly should be encouraged to seek profe551onal help A f*’,w,

o v(;‘:),:, BRI
‘~R(D),the ‘child- protectlve agency should be notlfled to 1nvest1gate and
E fhelp the famlly T . e Lol o .

‘tG; In descrrblng h1s home a ten-year—old boy tells h1s class that he

:“f:sleeps 1n the same bedroom w1th hls parents He says that sometlmes hls'*:‘

b:parents make a 1ot of n01se at nlght

circle one number:’

very severe '

~no abuse. |
abuse/neglect

B ‘ moderate
~ or neglect

' abuse/neglect'

‘{Clrcle one letter 1ndlcat1ng the actlon toEbe,taken

ﬁf‘(A) nothlng needs to- be done about thls 51tuatlon f

‘:7~;(B)"the famlly members should meet and dlscuss what needs to bejdone R
‘4-,about the 1ssue ' 2 :

b ny(g)_the famlly should be encouraged to seek profe551onal help

-w(b}fthe chlld protectlve agency should be notlfled to 1nvest1gate and
g”,‘help the famlly : e SR ; B L




ﬂ{; 7. These parent use drugs frequently ‘ They often take drugs 1n the &

'_11v1ng room in the evening when their eight—year-old girl is watching
”TV;j If the girl should - ask they would tell her that it is something
for adults,‘not for children ' '

.Circle one number:

no abuse oo " moderate. . B very severe.
or neglect o abuse/neglect = = - abuse/neglect’

4C1rcle one letter 1ndicat1ng the action to be taken
(A) nothlng needs to be done about this 51tuatlon

.(B)"the family members should meet and discuss what needs to be done
about the issue :

(C)'the family should be encouraged to seek profe551onal help

(D)-the chlld protective agency should be notlfled to 1nvest1gate and
help the famlly :

8. A nine-year-old boy comes‘to school The teacher notices that there
are red marks on his palms and 1egs When asked, he tells the teacher
that yesterday he went over to a friend's house to play 1nstead of going
" home to do his homework. When his father found out, he hlt him on the
palms and'legs repeatedly w1th;a cane. He says that his father does.

this whenever he does not do his homework .

Circle one number:

1 2 3 4. 5 . s R 2
no abuse - L ‘ mbderate ' S ... very severe
or ‘neglect. .. - . . abuse/neglect : R ..abuse/neglect

‘Circle‘one letter indicating the action to be taken:
‘(A) nothlng mneeds to be done .about this 51tuatlon

(B)‘the famlly members should meet and discuss what needs to be done
‘ «about the issue ‘

-~ {C) -the famlly should be encouraged to seek profes51onal help

(D) thé child protective agency should be. notlfied to 1nvest1gate and
_help the famlly '



9. An eight-year-old giri ie very withdrawn in school. - She does not
join in anyvplay activities with’othe: children, and seldom speaks to
anybody . She often appears to be sad. The parents are asked to take
her to a cﬁild éounselorroﬁia psychologist. They refuse, seying that

the girl is simply shy and there is nothing wrong.

Circle one number:

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

no abuse ' j. ' ‘moderate ‘ S very severe
or neglect , _ abuse/neglect ‘ - abuse/neglect

Circle one ietter indicatihg'the action to be taken:
(A) nothing needs to be done about this situation

(B) the famlly members should meet . and discuss what needs to be done
‘about the ‘issue

(¢) the family should be encouraged to seek professional help

>(D) the child protective agency should be notlfled to investigate and
help the family. :

'10. Whenever the father is away from home, this mother will ask her
. eleven-year-old son to sleep in the same bed with her. ' She tells her

son that she is lonely and does not want to sleep alone.

Circle one number:

1 2 3 4 5 6 T

no.abuse o moderate , very severe
or neglect abuse/neglect abuse/neglect

Circle one letter indicating the action to be taken:
(2) nothing needs to be done about this situation

(B) the famlly members should meet and discuss what needs to be done
about the issue :

’(C) the family should be encouraged to seek profeSsional help

(D) the child protectlve agency should be notified to investigate and
help the family. :
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1if Th1s eleven-year—old glrl tells her frlends that she sleeps 1n the e

~ same bed w1th her parents . When asked “the parents say that they have.fh,Q*;"'

been d01ng thls 51nce the g1rl was a llttle ch11d They say that they :
"’are used to 1t and feel comfortable w1th 1t.vu ' : o

l;circle>one‘nnmber: R Ll R T e e T
12 3 a s s 7

no ‘abuse lf ]fihfv. ‘ ‘*‘f‘foAMOderateVIA‘ v,‘ S very severe
Jor neglect .+ ... abuse/neglect. . .

:clrcle one . letter 1nd1cat1ng the actlon to be taken

(A) nothlng needs to be done about thls 51tuatlon-_~

:abuse/neglect7f

(B) the famlly members should meet and dlscuss what needs to be donev’ﬂf‘ o

vabout the 1ssue e S : ‘
,(C)'the famlly should be encouraged to seek profe351onal help .

(D)hthe Chlld protectlve age’cy should be notlfled to 1nvest1gate and ‘
e help the famlly EE T T N 4 . con SN

.12, An elght—year—old glrl comes to school and the teacher notlces thatﬁl7”'

: there are red marks all over her neck and back When asked the g1r1
‘says she was not feellng well last nlght and her mother scratched her

Arepeatedly on the neck and back w1th a spoon to try to make her feel

.'better

Circle one number:

no abuse - .. .. moderate - 0 ul - very severe .

or neglect . o '~ .abuse/neglect- . .. = abuse/neglect

1rcle one letter 1nd1cat1ng the actlon to be taken' o

4(A) nothlng needs to be done about thls 31tuat10n

(Q)”the famlly members should meet and dlscuss what needs to be done
- ;,about the issue S . : : :

"(C)‘the famlly should be encouraged to seek profe331onal help

(D) the Chlld protectlve agency should be notlfled to 1nvest1gate and f”‘
‘_’fhelp the famlly C - A - : - .




13. A child was running away from his mother in an attempt to escape
- from béing spanked. The child had reached the front door when the
mother caught up with the child and pulled him back into the house by
his arm. By pulling, the child's shoulder became dislocated.

Circle one number:

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

no abuse moderate very severe
Cor neglect abuse/neglect_ abuse/neglect

Circle one letter indicating the action to be taken:
(A) nothing needs to be done about this situation

(B) the family members should meet and discuss what needs to be done
about the issue

(C) the family should be encouraged to seek professional help

(D) the child protective agency should be notified to investigate and
help the family. '

14. A father, in disciplining his child, spanked the child across the
buttocks. From the force of the blow the child hit an adjacent wall
head first, which resulted in a bleeding cut on the child's head.

Circle one number:

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
no abuse moderate very severe
or neglect abuse/neglect abuse/neglect

Circle one letter indicating the action to be taken:
(A) nothing needs to be done about this situation

(B) the family members should meet and discuss what needs to be done
about the issue '

(C) the family should be encouraged to seek professional help

(D) the child protective agency should be notified to investigate and
help the family.
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15.

A parent is angered with the child for no apparent reason. In this

anger the’paient places the child's hand on a hot burner of the stove.

Circle one number:

1 2 ‘ 3 4 -5 6 ‘ 7

no abuse " moderate very severe
or neglect . ‘abuse/neglect < abuse/neglect

Circle one letter indicating the action to be taken:

(&)
(B)

(C)
(D)

16.

nothing needs to be done about this situation

the family members should meet and discuss what needs to be done
about the issue ‘

the family should be encouraged to seek professional help-

the childvprotective agency should be notified to investigate and
help the family.

This ten-year-old girl's parent yeils at her when she doesn't do her

homework correctly. They call her "stupid; idiot" ‘and tell her that she

will never succeed in life.

Circle one number:

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

no abuse v moderate ' very severe
- or neglect . abuse/neglect - } ~abuse/neglect

Circle one letter indicating:the actioh_to be taken:

(a)
(B)
(©)
(D)

nothihg needs to be done about‘this situation

the family members should meet and dlscuss what needs to be done
about the issue

the family should be encouraged to seek profeséional'help

the child protective agency should be. notlfled to 1nvest1gate and

“help the famlly

48



17. Whenever this 13-year old girl comes home from school, her father

hugs her in a way that makes her feel uncomfortable, often touching her

breast in the process.

Circle one number:

1. 2 3 4 . 5 6 7
no abuse e  moderate ‘ very severe
or neglect abuse/neglect - abuse/neglect

Circle one letter indicating the action to be taken:
(A) nothing needsnto be‘done about this situation

(B) the family members should meet and discuss what needs to be done
about the issue ' ’

(c) the family should be encouraged to seek professional help

(D) the child protective agency should‘be notified to investigate and
help the family. . :
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APPENDIX C
Parent/caregiver~child Relationship Questionnaire
Below are a seriesvoquuestions on how your primary éaregiver(s),
who may have been your mother, father'and/or another adult serving:as
your primary caretaker,.acted toward you during your_elémentary and high
school years. There are a total bf 80vquestions. The first 40
‘questions are about how your mother or primary female caregiver acﬁed
toward you aﬁd the second 40 quéstions‘are how your father or primary
»male caregiver adult acted toﬁard you.
Answer the folloﬁing questioné based on one of the following:
Raised by b§th male and female caregivers.
" If during your elementary'and-high—schobl years, you were raised by both
a male and female caregiver, answer quesfions 1 to 80.
- Raised by female caregiver oniz |
If during your elementary and high school years, you were raised by a
female caregiver‘only, answer questions 1 to 40 (skip questions 41 to
80) . |
Raised by male caregiver onlym‘

If during your elementafy and high school years; you were raised by a
male cafegiver only, answer questions 41 to 80 (skip questions 1 to 40).
Please answervthe questions about your primary care giver‘by

circling the number that corresponds to theianswer that most closely
describes your primary care giver. For example, if the statement was
never true of your care giver, you would circle 1,'(1’ 2, 3, 4, 5). It
the statement was sometimes true of your caregiver, you would circle 3,
(1, 2,'3, 4, 5). 1If the statement was very often true of your

caregiver, you would circle 5, (1, 2, 3, 4, 5).
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

Female Caregiver

My primagy FEMALE care giver

felt‘hurt when I didn't follow
her advice.

spanked me as punishment.
let me know what was expected.
spent a lot of time with me.

set very few rules.

. was too busy to answer my questions.

explained why she punished me.

allowed me to hold my own point
of view.

wanted to know how I spent my
time away from home.

had difficulty being strict.

still supported me when I made
a poor decision.

tried to reason with me when she
thought I was wrong. '

acted distant from me as if I
disappointed her.

complained about me.

used force to make me conform.

would allow me to decide for

myself on important matters
without interfering.

made it easy for me to confide

- in her.

expected a lot from me.
acted as though I was in the way.

would explain the reason for
her rules.

punished me.

51

Only
once
in a Some— Very

1 2 3 4 5
1 2 3 4 5
1 2 3 4 5
1 2 3 4 5
1 2 3 4 5
1 2 3 4 5
1 2 3 4 5
1 2 3 4 5
1 2 3 4 5
1 2 3 4 5
1 2 3 4 5
1 2 3 4 5
1 2 3 4 5
1 2 3 4 5
1 2 3 4 5
1 2 3 4 5
1 2 3 4 5
1 2 3 4 5
1 2 3 4 5
1 2 3 4 5
1 2 3 4 5



22.

23.

S 24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

Female Caregiver

My primary FEMALE care giver

made me feel bad if I didn't spend
time with the family.

thought my ideas were foolish.

made me feel as though my behavior
reflected on her as a parent.

would physically restrict or
punish me to make me obey.

made me feel that what I did
was important.

would say, "just because I said
so," when I questioned her rules.

let me do pretty much as I wanted to.

allowed me to have secrets from her.
made it clear who was boss.

took my point of view into
consideration when making

regulations.

would force me to obey by
withdrawing privileges.

let me decide for myself what
is right and wrong.

let me off easy when I did
something wrong. '

punished mevby making me feel
guilty and ashamed.

explained how my actions made
others feel.

was strict.

encouraged me to explore new
ideas.

seemed annoyed with me.

made me stay in my room as
punishment.
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Only
once
in a Some- Very

1 2 3 4 5
1 2 3 4 5
1 2 3 4 5
1 2 3 4 5
1 2 3 4 5
1 2 3 4 5
1 2 3 4 5
1 2 3 4 5
1 2 3 4 5
1 2 3 4 5
1 2 3 4 5
1 2 3 4 5
1 2 3 4 5
1 2 3 4 5
1 2 3 4 5
1 2 3 4 5
1 2 3 4 5
1 2 3 4 5
1 2 3 4 5



41.

42.
43.
44,
45.
46.
47.

48.

. 49.

50.

51.
52.
53.

54.
55.

‘56.

57.

58.
59.

60.

Male Caregiver

My priméry MALE care giver‘

felt hurt when I didn't follow

Only

once :

in'a Some- ‘ Very -
Never while times Often Often

his advice. 1 2 3 4 5
spanked me as punishment. 1 2 3 4 5
let me know what was expected. 1 2 3 4 5
spent a lot of time with me. 1 2 3 4 5
set very few rules. 1 2 3 4 5
was too busy to answer my questions. 1 2 3 4 5
explained why he punished me. 1 2 3 4 5
allowed me to hold my own'poiht

of view. ' 1 2 3 4 5
wanted to know how I speﬁt my

* time away from home. 1 2 3 4 5

had difficulty being strict. 1 2 3 4 5
still supported me when I made

a poor decision. 1 2 3 4 5
tried to reason with me when he .

thought I was wrong. 1 2 3 4 5
acted distant from me as if I

disappointed him. 1 2 3 4 5
complained about me. 1 2 3 4 5

used force to make me conform. 1 2 3 4 5

would allow me to decide for

myself on important matters

without interfering. 1 2 3 4 5

made it easy for me to confide

in him. 1 2 3 4 5
expected a lot from me. 1 2 3 4 5
acted as though I was in the way. 1 2 3 4 5
would explain the reason for

his rules. 1 2 3 4 5

punished me. 1 2 3 4 5

61.
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62,

63.

64.
v65;
66.
67.
68.
69.
70.
71.
2.
73.
74.
75.
76.

77

8.

79.

80.
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Maie Caregiver Only
: once
) : : : in a Some- . Very
My prima;y MALE care giver Never while tlmes Often Often
made me feel bad.if I didn't spend
time with the family. 1 2 3 4 5
thought my ideas were foolish. 1 2 3 4 5
made me feel as though my behavior ,
reflected on him as a parent. 1 2 -3 4 5
would physically restrict or o
punish me to make me ocbey. 1 2 3 4 5
made me feel that what I dld
was important. 1 2 3 4 5
would say, "just because I said o
so," when I questioned his rules. 1 2 -3 4 5
let me do pretty much as I wanted to. 1 2 3 4 5
allowed me to have secreté from him. 1 2 3 4 5
made it clear who was boss. 1 2 3 4 5
took my point of view into
consideration when making
regulations. : 1 2 3 4 5
would force me to obey by :
withdrawing privileges. 1 2 3 4 5
let me decide for myself what _ =
is right and wrong. 1 2 3 4 5
let me off easy when I did
something wrong. 1 2 3 4 5
punished me by making me. feel .
guilty and ashamed. 1 2 3. 4 5
explained how my actions made
others feel. 1 2 3 4 5
was strict. 1 2 '3 4 5
encouraged me to explore new 1 2 3 4 5
ideas.
seemed annoyed with me. 1 2 3 4 5
made me stay in my room. as
punishment. 1 2 3 4 5



APPENDIX :D

Part1c1pant Informed Consent Form
Child- Rearlng Experiences and Views of Parent/Child Interactlons Among

American and Taiwan Young Adults

The‘purpose of this study is to investigate young adult's views of
. care glver/chlld 1nteractlons " The questionnaire that follows is part
of a research project that is being conducted at California State
University, San Bernardino. Participation will involve approximately 30
minutes. The questionnaires will assess child-rearing experiences,
parent/child interactions and the extent to which the interactions are
perceived as abusive or negligent, and, if abusive, what action should
be taken. There are no right or wrong answers to these questions.
"While it is extremely helpful to this study to have you answer all
questions, you may leave any question blank if you wish not to answer
it. Your,participation is voluntary and you may etop‘at anytime without
penalty. - | o ' ‘ :
Your name will not be included in any‘of the data, and ANONYMITY
WILL BE MAINTAINED AT ALL TIMES. All information collected in this study
will be treated as confidential, with no details released to anyone
outside the research staff. | ‘ v
This study is being condncted by Susan Donahoo under the direction

of Dr. Faith H. McClure,. Ph.D., Psychology Department, California State
University, San Bernardino. Permission has been granted for data
collection by Dr. Linda Lai under the supervision of Dr. Chi-Pang Chiang
at National Chengchi University in Taipei, Taiwen. You may contact -
iProfessor Faith McClure at (909) 880-5598 any time with your questioné,
comments, or concerns. You may also contact the California State .
University, San Bernardino Hﬁman Subjects Institutional Review Board
through the office of the Dean of Graduate Studies, 880-5058. This
~study has been approved by the Psychology Department'HumanvSubject
Review Board. A brief written summary of the gtoup resu1ts will be made
available during June, 1995, through the Psychology Department at

Callfornla State Unlver51ty, San Bernardino.

- Signature ‘ ' o Date
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APPENDIX E

Debriefing

‘Thank_you for participatiﬁg in this study. As indicated in the
informed consent form, the purpose of the study is to investigate child—
rearing expefiences and perceptions of cafe giver/child intéractions
which may or may not be perceived as abusive or negligent among adults

“in the United States and Taiwan. It is hoped that information gathered
in this study will help in our understanding of how culture impacts
parent/child rearing practices and views of parent/child interactions.

If this questionnaire has caused you any discquort or distress,
the CSUSB.Counseling Center provides free therapy to students. You may
reach the Cbunseliﬁg Center at 880-5040 or go to their office which is
located in the Health Center.

If you have any concerns, questions about this reéearch project; or
would like to find out what the results of this study (which will be

available in June, 1995) please contact:

Dr. Faith McClure

California State University, San Bernardino
Psychology Department

5500 University Parkway

San Bernardino, CA 92407

Phone: (909)880-5598

Susan Donahoo
Phone: (909)987-6725
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'~ APPENDIX F

Debriefing

Thank you for participatiﬁg in this study. As indicated in the
informed consent form, the purpose'of the study is to investigate child-
rearing experiences and perceptions of care-giver/child interactions
which may or may not be perceived as abusive or négligent among adults
in the United States and Taiwén. It is hoped that>informati§n gathered
in this study will help in our understanding of how culture impécts
parent/child rearing practices and views of parent/éhild}interactibns,

If'thié questionnaire has caused you any discomfort or distress, or
if you have any questions about this research project, or would like to
find outﬂﬁhat the results of this study (which will be available in

June, 1995) please contact:
Dr. Chi-Pang Chiang

National Chengchi University
Taipei, Taiwan
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